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<ABSTRACT>

A Study on the Measures to Foster
Maritime Venture Business Activities

The sea is a new frontier rich in such resources as minerals, living
things, energy and space. Especially, Korea is endowed with a lot of
maritime resources and located at the logistics center of North East Asia.
As a result, Korea will become one of major maritime venture business
pivats in the world if necessary investment is realized.

However, maritime venture business in Korea is at the very early stage
of development and dill has not secured self-supporting expansion
foundation. So, Korean Government is required to take all necessary
measures to boost maritime venture business activities. Firstly, the
Government should find out strategic maritime venture business activities
and subsidize their techndogy development, business establishment and
expansion by way of grant, loan and debt redemption guarantee. Secondly,
a technology development program should be implemented. For the growth
of maritime venture business industry, development in maritime technology
with market potential is imperative. Thirdly, business incubator for
maritime venture business is to be founded and operated. It can provide
newly established venture firms with business places, facilities, technology,
administrative aids, market information and so on. Fourthly, a regulation
regarding Governmental support policy and measures of maritime venture
business should be set up. Fifthly, the government should support newly
established maritime venture firms in securing markets for their products.

Sixthly, one of the most fundamenta conditions for venture business



development is social atmosphere that sets a high value on venture
business activities. The Government and people should cooperate in
creation of such a social atmaosphere.

On the other hand, maritime venture business industry is estimated to

be effective in creation of employment opportunities and national income.
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