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Extended Producer Responsibility Policy in OECD Member Countries

and its Effect on Market Structure and Firm Conduct
QTIAN Yong

(Center for Industrial and Business Organization Research, DUFE Dalian 116025 China)

Abstract; Extended producer responsibility (EPR) as a regulatory policy instrument, in which a producer’ s responsibili-
ty for a produce is extended to the post— consumer stage of a produce s life cyce is first implemented in OECD member
countries. This paper illustrates how enterprises cope with EPR policy through typical cases. On the basis of that, EPR poli-
cy s efect under public and private products taking— back system on market structure and firm conduct is analyzed respec-
tively according to the theory of industrial organization. The main conclusions are (1) the public products taking— back sys-
tem unravels a problem that small and medium sized enterprises exit from market for being hard to bear the product taking—
back responsibility independently, thus keeping market contestable, but the taking—back link of this system is hard to meet
the requirements of both environmental regulation and economic efficiency simultaneously; and (2) the prerequisite for pri-
vate products taking— back system is a vertical integration enterprises w hose scope of business includes manufacture, sale and
taking— back, as increases the barriers to entry and monopolistic degree of the market.

Key words;: O ECD member countries; extended producer responsibility policy; market structurg firm conduct
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On the Change of Industrial Relationship in the Informatization Process
ZHOU Zhenhua

(Institute of Economics of Shanghai Academy of Social Sciences, Shanghai 200020 China)

Abstract Though the industrial relationship in reality is extremely complex, the essential factor of industrial relation-
ship can be abstracted to two issues which are material flow s and information flows. Informatization prcess is deeply chang-
ing the traditional layout in industrial relationship in which material flows are leading information flows. And information
flows once become the essential factor in industrial relationshiop, since it is different from the special poperty that material
flows have and it can completely break through the restriction of transmitting orbit of “upper reaches—middle reaches—lower
reaches” of material flows. Therefore, in larger scope, it carries out system integration. This not only accelerates the speed of
material flow s in industrial relationship but more importantly, openes a new transmitting route in industunal relationship.

Key words; informatization; industrial relationship; material flow s; information flows



