AZH MEH 2020 HES

Abstract

An Improvement of Alternative Dispute Resolution of

Copyright in Korea
- Facilitation of Copyright ADR Industry Based on

Korea Copyright Commission -
Joung, So Hyun*

(Copyrighted) works reflect the human’s thinking and feeling, In modern
society, the works are highly valued as intellectual property. However, in the
rapidly changing world, disputes related to the works can be linked with the
timeliness of settlement, so a speedy resolution is needed to the copyright
issue. Nonetheless, in Korea, people prefer to file a civil suit instead of other
ways yet, and in this reason, ADR(Alternative Dispute Resolution) system in
the copyright field is not commonplace. Since 1987, the Korean Copyright
Commission has been involved in copyright-related mediation, but only
hundreds of cases are received and processed in every year, Also, only few
research papers which deal with the ADR of copyright in detail were published.
In these days, the researches are increased, but the ADR system is still needed
to be studied more active,

The copyright field, which can be linked to various fields, can be applied
and utilized widely, so the legal issues of copyright should be processed
flexibly. The increasing trend and the diversity of copyright related disputes
imply the positive future of ADR of copyright in Korea, Based on strengths
of ADR compared to lawsuit system, economical and efficient, this paper
analyzed current copyright dispute mediation system in Korea and proposed

improvement plans based on efficiency, expertise, awareness.
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