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Legislative policy proposal for Webhard operators' Regulation
- Focusing on "Telecommunications Business Act" -

Yoon, Seok-Jin *67)

For the 2000s, the webhard business flourished greatly as part of a national 

Internet-based culture content promotion policy. But, as it is  to tell, the webhard 

means that the main distribution of illegal content was greeted fate that has 

strengthened since the 2013 regulation. As a result, webhard business has been 

the subject of registered regulation, regulatory contents is being operated by a 

very strong framework of regulation does not permit even less regulation. On 

domestic webhard business's regulations had a hard pros and cons from Congress 

and industry at the time from introducing regulations and has continued so far. 

The core of the problem for the current of the webhard business is regulated in 

accordance from the ambiguity of the regulation with the "Telecommunications 

Business Act" and "Copyright Act". Web hard operators established by these 

laws is included in a special type of online service providers, here is that it has 

as well as web hard operators which can include the web applications of 

webhard skills and other Internet providers. But the problem is that the 

"Telecommunications Business Act" is decided differently regulated operators by 

declaration and registration. This problem is to cause a dead zone occurs 

regulation  or equity of regulation. In this paper, we present a desirable 

legislative policy proposal measures to solve this problem.

* Dept. of Law in Kangnam Univ., Assistant professor, Ph. D. in Law


