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신기후변화체제에 대한 산업별 전략적 대응 방안 연구

- 한·일 주요 산업의 비교를 중심으로 -

, ·
. ·

, , , , , ,
,

.
,
.

A Study on Strategic Countermeasure of Industries 

for Post-2020 Climate Change Regime 

- Focusing on the Comparative of Korea and Japan for Major Industries -

Nam, Jung-Woo
                    
This study compares the environmental regulation policies and the automobile industry representing the two countries between 

Korea and Japan for the post - 2020 Climate Change Regime. As a result, the major differences between the Korea and Japan 
environmental regulatory policies are the differences in policy introduction process, the difference in policy implementation, 
and the difference in policy personality. n the case of Korea, the counterpart industry is regulated by excessive regulatory policy 
and confronts government policy. On the other hand, in the case of Japan, policies are being implemented in order to provide 
an environment where companies can voluntarily achieve their own goals. Therefore, in the process of introducing laws and 
systems, a social consensus system is required through mandatory process of collecting opinions with stakeholders. It is necessary 
to adopt a policy that considers the competitiveness of major industries by positively implementing support and mitigation policies 
instead of regulation.  




