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1. Introduction and 
conclusion 

  

1.1. PURPOSE AND CONCLUSION 

1. The report concerns nspecton crred out by fve government bodes. Rgsrevsonen 
ntted the study n August 2016 wth the purpose of coectng nd communctng 
knowedge of the orgnston of effectve nspecton of enterprses. We hve revewed 
nd compred the nspecton ctvtes of fve government bodes workng under seven 
nspecton regmes estbshed by the Mnstry of Empoyment, the Mnstry of ndustry, 
Busness nd Fnnc Affrs, the Mnstry of Envronment nd Food, the Mnstry of Heth 
nd the Mnstry of Trnsport, Budng nd Housng.  
 
2. Dnsh enterprses re subect to extensve nd retvey deted regutons concern-
ng, for nstnce, consumer sfety, heth, work envronment nd fnnc credbty. The 
regutory responsbty for these res es wth  number of government bodes tht typ-
cy so hve over responsbty for the respectve pocy res. Ther responsbtes 
ncude pre-egstve work, servcng mnsters, ssung rues, supervson, mkng rungs 
nd conductng nspectons. Ths study focuses on nspectons ony. Enterprses re respon-
sbe for fmrzng themseves wth nd compyng wth current egston nd prov-
sons, but nspectons my enhnce regutory compnce nd thereby contrbute to m-
provng the eve of securty. The purpose of nspecton s therefore to ncrese the eve 
of compnce.  
 
3. Orgnsng, conductng nd foowng up on nspectons requre much effort. t s there-
fore essent tht government bodes dopt  rsk-bsed pproch to nspecton n order 
to cheve the rgest possbe mpct wth  mnmum of resources. n ths study, rsk s 
defned s weghtng the mterty of  regutory brech gnst the kehood tht t 
w occur. Ths mens tht nspecton ctvtes shoud be focused on res, where the 
rsk of non-compnce s hgh nd the potent consequences severe. n Denmrk there 
re no uthorttve gudenes on how to orgnse nspectons nd t s therefore rgey 
up to the respectve government bodes to ensure tht ther nspectons re effectve. Nor 
re nspectons coordnted cross sectors n order to ncrese ther effectveness nd 
reduce the burden of dmnstrtve costs on government bodes nd enterprses. 
 
  

GOVERNMENT BODIES 
AND INSPECTION RE-
GIMES 
The Dnsh Workng Envron-

ment Authorty under the Mn-

stry of Empoyment: 

• nspecton of workng env-

ronment (rsk-bsed nspec-

ton) 

• efforts to combt soc 

dumpng. 

 

The Dnsh Busness Authorty 

under the Mnstry of ndustry, 

Busness nd Fnnc Affrs: 

• nspecton of fnnc re-

portng 

• nspecton of fnnc re-

portng of foundtons. 

 

The Dnsh Veternry nd Food 

Admnstrton under the Mn-

stry of Envronment nd Food: 

• food nspecton. 

 

The Dnsh Ptents Sfety Au-

thorty under the Mnstry of 

Heth: 

• nspecton of heth orgn-

stons. 

 

The Dnsh Trnsport, Construc-

ton nd Housng Authorty un-

der the Mnstry of Trnsport, 

Budng nd Housng: 

• nspecton of rwys. 
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4. Government bodes re responsbe for ensurng effectve nspecton wthn the estb-
shed egstve frmework nd wth the resources vbe. Government bodes re so 
responsbe for montorng the outcome of nspectons to ensure  stsfctory eve of com-
pnce. Ths mens tht government bodes w be requred to tke cton, f they detect 
 negtve deveopment n compnce. f  negtve deveopment cnnot be turned round 
through dustments wthn the egstve frmework nd wth the resources vbe, the 
government bodes w be requred to nform the mnster – nd possby so the Dnsh 
prment.  
 
5. The nspecton regmes revewed by Rgsrevsonen re to some extent subect to nton-
 egston nd, n some nstnces so, to EU provsons. n ddton, the nspecton re-
gmes my be descrbed n potc greements between potc prtes n the prment. 
However, our strtng pont s tht the orgnston of effectve nspecton of enterprses 
shres  number of chrcterstcs. n ths report, effectve nspecton s defned s the 
bty of government bodes to foster  hgh eve of compnce n specfc res of nspec-
ton wthn the orgnston frmework nd wth the resources vbe.  
 
Athough the nspecton regmes referred to n ths report re dfferent n terms of, for n-
stnce, eg frmework, types of nspectons nd number of enterprses subect to nspec-
ton, t s Rgsrevsonen’s ssessment tht the foowng eements re requred for nspec-
tons to be effectve: 
 
• Government bodes must hve ccess to dequte dt nd knowedge of the enter-

prses subect to nspecton.  
• Government bodes must seect the enterprses wth the hghest rsk of regutory 

breches for nspecton. 
• Government bodes must keep trck of the mpct of nspecton on the eve of com-

pnce. 
• Government bodes must coborte wth ech other to coordnte nspectons. 
 
6. The purpose of the study s to ssess how seected government bodes orgnse ther 
nspectons. The report nswers the foowng questons: 
 
• Are nspectons orgnsed effectvey? 
• Hve the government bodes coborted wth ech other on orgnsng nd conduct-

ng nspectons? 
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CONCLUSION 
 

The study shows tht none of the exmned nspecton regmes meet  the precondtons 
set out by Rgsrevsonen for orgnsng effectve nspectons. Moreover, the study shows 
tht the government bodes exmned mny coborte on nspectons n mted res. 
 
The study so shows tht the government bodes responsbe for four of the seven nspec-
ton regmes hd suffcent dt nd knowedge of the enterprses to orgnse the nspec-
tons effectvey, wheres the government bodes wth responsbty for the remnng 
three nspecton regmes dd not hve dequte dt nd knowedge. 
 
Furthermore, the study shows tht enterprses were seected for nspecton bsed on sys-
temtc nd documented rsk ssessments under two of the seven nspecton regmes, but 
tht seecton for nspecton under four of the seven nspecton regmes ws bsed on ess 
we-documented rsk ssessments. The seecton of enterprses for nspecton under the 
st nspecton regme ws ony to  mted extent rsk-bsed. The morty of the govern-
ment bodes hve ensured tht  enterprses hve the sme probbty of beng seected 
for nspecton.  
 
The exmned government bodes do not hve suffcent knowedge of the mpct of n-
spectons; two of the seven nspecton regmes operte wth mut-nnu mesurbe per-
formnce ndctors nd sx of the nspecton regmes operte wth one-yer performnce 
ndctors. To ths shoud be dded tht the government bodes hve evuted the m-
pct of nspectons for ony three of the seven nspecton regmes, nd therefore do not 
know whether ther nspecton ctvtes hve ncresed the eve of compnce under the 
remnng four nspectons regmes. The study so shows tht most of the government 
bodes hve no knowedge of the mpct of pentes mposed on the enterprses.  
 
The government bodes coborte on nspectons to some extent, but n Rgsrevsonen’s 
ssessment, ther coborton prmry tkes the form of one-off nttves n mted 
res.  
 
Rgsrevsonen fnds tht the exmned government bodes fce smr probems n re-
grd to orgnsng nspectons effectvey. The regutors re  requred to consder, wth-
n the regutory nd fnnc frmework, the dt nd knowedge necessry to orgnse 
nspectons effectvey, how enterprses shoud be seected for nspecton, nd how they 
cn obtn knowedge of the mpct of nspectons. To ths shoud be dded tht govern-
ment bodes shoud cooperte n res where t cretes dded vue for the enterprses 
n terms of reducng the dmnstrtve burden of nspectons on enterprses nd costs of 
nspectons. 

t s Rgsrevsonen’s ssessment tht government bodes shoud hve ccess to common 
gudenes tht cn support nd nspre them n ther efforts to orgnse nspectons more 
effectvey. t s so Rgsrevsonen’s ssessment tht exchngng dt between sectors 
nd/or coordntng nspectons cn mprove the effectveness of nspecton nd reduce 
the dmnstrtve burden on enterprses. Rgsrevsonen therefore recommends tht  
cross-deprtment forum be chrged wth ddressng these ssues.  


	1. Introduction and conclusion
	CONCLUSION

	1.1. purpose and conclusion

