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国際経済交流財団はࠊᡃࡀ国ㅖእ国の経済交流ಁࢆ㐍すྛࠊࡵࡓࡿ年おࡿࡅ

経済ၥ㢟ྲྀࢆりୖࠊࡆ᪥⡿の᭷㆑⪅㛫࡛ࡽࢀࡇのၥ㢟ゎỴ➼࡚࠸ࡘ㆟ㄽࢆ㔜࡚ࡡ

 。ࡿ࠸
᪥⡿࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇᴗはࠊᨻ⏺ࠊᐁ⏺ࠊᏛ⏺ࠊ⏘ᴗ⏺࡞ᨻ⟇ᥦゝᙳ㡪ຊࡘࡶࢆ᪥

⡿୧国ࢆ୰ᚰすࡿ᭷㆑⪅ࡀ一ᇽし࡚ࠊ୧国のඹ᭷すࡿㄢ㢟ࡁࡘ࡞ᚷ៸の

ࢆ᪥⡿༠ຊの一ᒙのᙉࠊඹࡿ㈨す国のᨻ⟇❧ࡀᡃࠊ࠸⾜ࢆពぢ交࠸࡞

ᅗりࡑの成ᯝࢆᗈࡃᬑཬࢆࡇࡿࡏࡉ┠ⓗし࡚ࡿ࠸。 
平成 30 年ᗘは2018ࠊ 年 5 月 25 ᪥（㔠）ࠊ⡿国࣡ࣥࢺࣥࢩ DC ࢵࣝࣈࠊ࡚࠸

 。ࡓᐇしࢆ࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇのඹദ࡛ᡤ✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟
 ᅇの࣓ࠕ࣐࣮ࢸࣥChallenges for the Global Economy and a Better Globalization 
（ୡ⏺経済ࡼりⰋࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸のㄢ㢟）ࠖ のࠊࡶ௨ୗの㸱ࡘのㄢ㢟 
 。ࡓࢀࡉ㆟ㄽࡀ⟇ᑐᛂࠊ⟇ゎỴࠊ㛵し
 

Session 1:ࠕA Better Globalization（ࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ㸯㸸ࡼりⰋࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸）ࠖ 
 
Session 2: ࠕFuture of Work（ࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ㸰㸸ປാのᮍ᮶）ࠖ  
 
Session 3: ࠕEnergy and Climate（ࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ㸱㸸࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚Ẽೃ）ࠖ  
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㸰��㛤ദᴫせ 

 
 

㸯 .  㛤ദ᪥㸸 2018 年 5 月 25 ᪥（㔠） 9:00am – 5:30 pm 
 
㸰. 㛤ദሙᡤ㸸 ࣡ࣥࢺࣥࢩ DC（⡿国） 
�ᡤෆ✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈ   ㆟ᐊ 

Stein Room, The Brookings Institution 
1775 Massachusetts Ave., NW, Washington, DC 20036, USA 

 
㸱. ദ⪅㸸 

᪥ᮏഃ㸸 一般財団法人国際経済交流財団㸭Japan Economic Foundation (JEF) 
⡿国ഃ㸸 ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈ◊✲ᡤ㸭The Brookings Institution 

 
㸲. ࣐࣮ࢸ㸸 
 “Challenges for the Global Economy and a Better Globalization” 
  （ୡ⏺経済ࡼりⰋࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸のㄢ㢟） 

Session 1: A Better Globalization 
 （ࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸りⰋࡼ㸯㸸ࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ）

Session 2: Future of Work 
 （㸰㸸ປാのᮍ᮶ࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ）

Session 3: Energy and Climate 
 （Ẽೃ࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚㸱㸸ࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ）

 
㸳. ฟᖍ⪅㸸 ᪥⡿ࡼりࢺࢫࣜࢿࣃ� ィ 19 ྡ 

 
㸺᪥ᮏഃ㸼ィ 5 ྡ                     （༑㡢㡰㸭ᩗ⛠␎） 
ᑠ⏣㒊 㝧一   ᪥ᮏ㟁Ẽᰴᘧ♫� 㢳ၥ 
ᕝཱྀ 㡰Ꮚ    Ṋⶶ㔝ᏛᐈဨᩍᤵࠊṊⶶ㔝国際⥲ྜ◊✲ᡤ࣮࢙ࣟࣇ 
᪥ୗ 一ṇ    一般財団法人国際経済交流財団 㛗 
ཎᒸ ┤ᖾ    一般財団法人国際経済交流財団 ᑓົ⌮�  
⚟ᒣ ‶⏤⨾   ᰴᘧ♫᪥❧〇సᡤ◊✲㛤Ⓨࣉ࣮ࣝࢢᢏ⾡ᡓ␎ᐊᢏ⾡⤫ᣓ࣮ࢱࣥࢭ㛗ව CIO 
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Darrell West      Brookings Institution 
Homi Kharas      Brookings Institution 
Indhira Santos    World Bank 
Jonathan Ostry     International Monetary Fund 
Jun-ichiro Kuroda    Embassy of Japan 

  Kemal Derviş      Brookings Institution 
Marilou Uy           Intergovernmental Group of Twenty-Four on International 

Monetary Affairs and Development 
Martin Baily      Brookings Institution 
Minji Jeong       Brookings Institution 
Nathan Hultman   University of Maryland 
Ryosuke Nakata   JICA USA Office 
Shahid Yusuf      George Washington University 
Takeshi Soda      Ministry of Economy, Trade & Industry 
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US-Japan Forum: Challenges for the Global 
Economy and a Better Globalization  
Friday, May 25, 9:00 am – 5:30 pm  
Stein Room, The Brookings Institution, 1775 Massachusetts Ave, NW, Washington, 
DC  
 
Context for the Forum:  
In recent years, a remarkable backlash against globalization has been observed in 
many parts of the world. Britain voted to leave the EU. The U.S. administration has 
an ‘America First’ slogan. Recent elections in France, Germany, and Italy show the 
rise of public support for anti-globalization policies. At the same time, international 
cooperation to address global challenges has seen major milestones through the 
Addis Ababa Action Agenda, UN Sustainable Development Goals, and the Paris 
Agreement on Climate Change. Moving towards a better globalization must address 
three challenges. It must promote a revival of global growth and a recoupling of 
growth with broad-based social advancement. It must foster innovation and the 
development of technology while tackling any adverse effects on work and combating 
rising inequality. It must deliver on the energy and climate agenda before the 
window for limiting global warming to less than 2 degrees closes.  
 
Agenda:  
 
9:00 am- 9:30 am     Coffee and Registration  
 
9:30 am – 10:00 am   Welcome and Opening Remarks  

࣭Homi Kharas, Interim Vice President & Director, Global 
Economy and Development, Brookings Institution  

࣭Kazumasa Kusaka, Chairman and CEO, Japan Economic 
Foundation  

 
 
 

－ 4 －



㸱㸬ヲ⣽᪥⛬ 

 
 

US-Japan Forum: Challenges for the Global 
Economy and a Better Globalization  
Friday, May 25, 9:00 am – 5:30 pm  
Stein Room, The Brookings Institution, 1775 Massachusetts Ave, NW, Washington, 
DC  
 
Context for the Forum:  
In recent years, a remarkable backlash against globalization has been observed in 
many parts of the world. Britain voted to leave the EU. The U.S. administration has 
an ‘America First’ slogan. Recent elections in France, Germany, and Italy show the 
rise of public support for anti-globalization policies. At the same time, international 
cooperation to address global challenges has seen major milestones through the 
Addis Ababa Action Agenda, UN Sustainable Development Goals, and the Paris 
Agreement on Climate Change. Moving towards a better globalization must address 
three challenges. It must promote a revival of global growth and a recoupling of 
growth with broad-based social advancement. It must foster innovation and the 
development of technology while tackling any adverse effects on work and combating 
rising inequality. It must deliver on the energy and climate agenda before the 
window for limiting global warming to less than 2 degrees closes.  
 
Agenda:  
 
9:00 am- 9:30 am     Coffee and Registration  
 
9:30 am – 10:00 am   Welcome and Opening Remarks  
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࣭Kazumasa Kusaka, Chairman and CEO, Japan Economic 
Foundation  

 
 
 

10:00 am – 11:45 am    Session 1: A Better Globalization 
Key questions:  

- How do participants view the prospects for strong, 
sustainable, balanced and inclusive growth against a 
backdrop of decelerating productivity?  

- What policy measures are needed to renew domestic social 
compacts and tackle rising inequality?  

- How can we restore trust and confidence in multilateral 
cooperation and multilateral institutions to deliver on 
better globalization?  

 
Moderator: (5-7 min.)  

࣭Homi Kharas, Interim Vice President & Director, Global 
Economy and Development, Brookings Institution  

 
Lead speakers: (8-10 min. each)  

࣭Yoichi Otabe, Advisor, NEC Corporation, Former Vice 
Minister for Economic Affairs in Japanese Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs  

࣭Jonathan Ostry, Deputy Director of the Research Department, 
International Monetary Fund  

࣭Martin Baily, Bernard L. Schwartz Chair in Economic Policy 
Development, Brookings Institution  

࣭Marilou Uy, Director, Intergovernmental Group of Twenty-
Four on International Monetary Affairs and Development (G-
24)  

 
Interactive discussion guided by the moderator (55-65 min.)  

 
12:00 pm – 1:00 pm  Luncheon  
 

Speaker: Kemal Derviş, Senior Fellow, Global Economy and 
Development, Brookings Institution  
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1:00 pm – 2:30 pm   Session 2: Future of Work  
Key questions:  
- What are the implications of globalization, technological 

change, and demographic transition for employment, 
wages, and inequality?  

- What are the implications for skills and life-time learning?  
- How does the changing nature of work affect developing 

countries’ development pathways?  
 

Moderator: (5-7 min.)  
࣭Naoyuki Haraoka, Executive Managing Director, Japan 

Economic Foundation  
Lead speakers: (8-10 min. each)  
࣭Mayumi Fukuyama, General Manager, CIO, Technology �

Management Center, Technology Strategy Office, Hitachi 
Ltd. Research & Development Group  

࣭Shahid Yusuf, Chief Economist of The Growth Dialogue, 
George Washington University School of Business  

࣭Darrell West, Vice President and Director, Governance 
Studies, Brookings Institution  

࣭Indhira Santos, Senior Economist, Social Protection and 
Labor Global Practice, The World Bank  

 
Interactive discussion guided by the moderator (45-55 min.)  
 

2:30 pm – 2:45 pm    Coffee Break  
 
2:45 pm – 4:15 pm    Session 3: Energy and Climate  

Key questions:  
- What are the prospects for and what actions are needed to 

keep the global climate goal on track?  
- How can we accelerate the shift to low-carbon energy 

systems taking advantage of rapidly developing 
technologies?  

- How can policy support and financing from international 
institutions help accelerate countries’ implementation of 
NDCs?  
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institutions help accelerate countries’ implementation of 
NDCs?  

 

Moderator: (5-7 min.)  
࣭Kazumasa Kusaka, Chairman and CEO, Japan Economic 

Foundation  
 
Lead speakers: (8-10 min. each)  
࣭Nathan Hultman, Director of the Center for Global 

Sustainability and� Associate Professor, University of 
Maryland School of Public Policy  

࣭Yoriko Kawaguchi, Fellow, Musashino Institute for Global 
Affairs, Musashino University, Former Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of Japan  

࣭Amar Bhattacharya, Senior Fellow, Global Economy and 
Development,  
Brookings Institution  

 
Interactive discussion guided by the moderator (45-55 min.)  
 

4:15 pm – 4:30 pm  Closing Remarks  
࣭Kazumasa Kusaka, Chairman and CEO, Japan Economic 

Foundation  
࣭Amar Bhattacharya, Senior Fellow, Global Economy and 

Development, Brookings Institution  
 
4:30 pm – 5:30 pm  Cocktail Reception   
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ィ19ྡ（ࢺࢵ࣋ࣇࣝ㡰） 
 
 Participants  Affiliations  
Amar Bhattacharya  Brookings Institution  
Darrell West  Brookings Institution  
Homi Kharas  Brookings Institution  
Indhira Santos  World Bank  
Jonathan Ostry  International Monetary Fund  
Jun-ichiro Kuroda  Embassy of Japan  
Kazumasa Kusaka  Japan Economic Foundation  
Kemal Derviş  Brookings Institution  
Marilou Uy  Intergovernmental Group of Twenty-

Four on International Monetary Affairs 
and Development  

Martin Baily  Brookings Institution  
Mayumi Fukuyama  Hitachi Ltd.  
Minji Jeong  Brookings Institution  
Naoyuki Haraoka  Japan Economic Foundation  
Nathan Hultman  University of Maryland  
Ryosuke Nakata  JICA USA Office  
Shahid Yusuf  George Washington University  
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Biographies of Panelists 
 
Welcome and Opening Remarks 
 

Homi Kharas 
Interim Vice President & Director of Global Economy and 
Development 
Brookings Institution 
 
Homi Kharas is the Interim Vice President and Director of the 

Global Economy and Development program. In that capacity, he studies policies 
and trends influencing developing countries, including aid to poor countries, the 
emergence of the middle class, and global governance and the G-20. He has served 
as the lead author and executive secretary of the secretariat supporting the High 
Level Panel, co-chaired by President Sirleaf, President Yudhoyono and Prime 
Minister Cameron, advising the U.N. Secretary General on the post-2015 
development agenda (2012-2013). The report, “A New Global Partnership: 
Eradicate Poverty and Transform Economies through Sustainable Development” 
was presented on May 30, 2013. His most recent co-authored/edited books are The 
Imperative of Development (The Wolfensohn Center at Brookings, 2017), The Last 
Mile in Ending Extreme Poverty (Brookings Press, 2015), Getting to Scale: How to 
Bring Development Solutions to Millions of Poor People (Brookings Press, 2013); 
After the Spring: Economic Transitions in the Arab World (Oxford University Press, 
2012); and Catalyzing Development: A New Vision for Aid (Brookings Press, 2011). 
He has published articles, book chapters and opinion pieces on global development 
policy, global trends, the global food crisis, international organizations, the G20, 
the DAC and private philanthropy. 
 
 

Kazumasa Kusaka 
Chairman and CEO 
Japan Economic Foundation 
 
Kazumasa Kusaka has been Chairman and CEO of the Japan 
Economic Foundation (JEF) since April 1, 2013, and is also a 
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Professor at University of Tokyo Graduate School of Public Policy. He previously 
served for 36 years in Japan’s Ministry of International Trade and Industry (MITI), 
rising to become vice-minister for international affairs in the reorganized Ministry 
of Economy, Trade and Industry (METI) in 2004. During his long career in public 
service, Kusaka was seconded to the International Energy Agency (IEA)/OECD 
and was Japan’s senior official for Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC). He 
played a central role in Asia’s economic integration, promoting FTAs in the region 
as well as serving as a senior official negotiating the Doha development agenda of 
the WTO. He was head of Japan’s Energy Agency and held director-general 
positions in technology and environmental policy in addition to trade and 
investment-related areas within METI. He was also instrumental in finalizing the 
Kyoto Protocol, and developing Japan’s energy and environment policies. Among 
many other posts Kusaka has held are Special Adviser to the Prime Minister on 
Global Warming, senior vice president of Mitsubishi Electric, executive adviser to 
Dentsu Inc., and president of the Japan Cooperation Center for the Middle East. 
 
 
 
Session 1. A Better Globalization 
 
 

Moderator: Homi Kharas 
Interim Vice President & Director of Global Economy and 
Development 
Brookings Institution 
 
See biography at page 1. 

 
 
 

Yoichi Otabe 
Advisor, NEC Corporation 
Former G8, G20 Sherpa 
 
Mr. Yoichi Otabe is currently an Advisor at NEC Corporation. 
Prior to his current position, he served as the Ambassador 

Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary, Permanent Mission of Japan to the 
International Organizations in Geneva, during the period between 2011 and 2016. 
Mr. Yoichi Otabe entered Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan in 1974. In his career 
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Mr. Yoichi Otabe entered Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan in 1974. In his career 

he served as the Director-General of Economic Affairs Bureau (G8 Foreign Affairs 
Sous-Sherpa, 2007-2008), and Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs (G8 ,G20 
Sherpa, 2009-2010). 
 
 

Jonathan Ostry 
Deputy Director of Research Department 
International Monetary Fund 
 
Jonathan D. Ostry is Deputy Director of the Research 
Department at the International Monetary Fund. His recent 
responsibilities include leading staff teams on: IMF-FSB Early 

Warning Exercises on global systemic macrofinancial risks; vulnerabilities 
exercises for advanced and emerging market countries; multilateral exchange rate 
surveillance, including the work of CGER, the Fund’s Consultative Group of 
Exchange Rates, and EBA, the External Balance Assessment; international 
financial architecture and reform of the IMF’s lending toolkit; capital account 
management (capital controls and prudential tools to manage capital inflows) and 
financial globalization issues; fiscal sustainability issues; and the nexus between 
income inequality and economic growth. Past positions include leading the division 
that produces the IMF’s flagship multilateral surveillance publication, the World 
Economic Outlook, and leading country teams on Australia, Japan, New Zealand, 
and Singapore. Mr. Ostry is the author/editor of a number of books on international 
macro policy issues, including, Taming the Tide of Capital Flows (MIT Press, 2017), 
and numerous articles in scholarly journals. His work has been widely cited in 
print and electronic media, including the BBC, the Economist, the Financial Times, 
the Wall Street Journal, the New York Times, the Washington Post, Business Week, 
and National Public Radio. His work on inequality and unsustainable growth has 
also been cited in remarks made by President Barack Obama. He earned his B.A. 
(with distinction) from Queen's University (Canada) at age 18, and went on to earn 
a B.A. and M.A. from Oxford University (Balliol College), and graduate degrees 
from the London School of Economics (M.Sc., 1984) and the University Chicago 
(Ph.D., 1988). He is listed in Who's Who in Economics (2003). 
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Martin Baily 
Bernard L. Schwartz Chair in Economic Policy Development, 
Senior Fellow 
Brookings Institution 
 
Baily re-joined Brookings in September 2007 to develop a 

program of research on business and the economy. He is studying productivity 
growth, retirement, and financial regulation.  He is a Senior Advisor to the 
McKinsey Global Institute and to the Albright Stonebridge Group. He is a member 
of the advisory panels of the Committee on Economic Development, and 
Macroeconomic Advisers. In August 1999 Dr. Baily was confirmed as Chairman of 
the Council of Economic Advisers. As Chairman, Dr. Baily served as economic 
adviser to the President, was a member of the President’s Cabinet and directed the 
staff of this White House agency. He completed his term as Chairman on January 
19, 2001. Dr. Baily previously served as one of the three Members of the President’s 
Council of Economic Advisers from October 1994 until August 1996. Baily was a 
member of the Squam Lake Group of financial economists and a Director of The 
Phoenix Companies of Hartford CT from 2005-16.  He was the co-chair of the 
Financial Regulatory Reform Initiative of the Bipartisan Policy Center, and an 
adviser to the Congressional Budget Office from 2006-09. Dr. Baily was a Principal 
at McKinsey & Company from September 1996 to July 1999.  From 2001 to 2007 
he was a Senior Fellow at the Peterson Institute where he published books on the 
European economy and on pension reform. Baily was the co-chair of the Taskforce 
on Financial Reform convened by the Pew Charitable Trusts. Dr. Baily earned his 
Ph.D. in economics in 1972 at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology. After 
teaching at MIT and Yale, he became a Senior Fellow at the Brookings Institution 
in 1979 and a Professor of Economics at the University of Maryland in 1989. He is 
the author of many professional articles and books, testifies regularly to House and 
Senate committees and is often quoted in the press. 

 
 

 
Marilou Uy 
Director 
Intergovernmental Group of Twenty-Four on International 
Monetary Affairs and Development 
 
Marilou Uy is Director of the Intergovernmental Group of 

－ 12 －



 
Martin Baily 
Bernard L. Schwartz Chair in Economic Policy Development, 
Senior Fellow 
Brookings Institution 
 
Baily re-joined Brookings in September 2007 to develop a 

program of research on business and the economy. He is studying productivity 
growth, retirement, and financial regulation.  He is a Senior Advisor to the 
McKinsey Global Institute and to the Albright Stonebridge Group. He is a member 
of the advisory panels of the Committee on Economic Development, and 
Macroeconomic Advisers. In August 1999 Dr. Baily was confirmed as Chairman of 
the Council of Economic Advisers. As Chairman, Dr. Baily served as economic 
adviser to the President, was a member of the President’s Cabinet and directed the 
staff of this White House agency. He completed his term as Chairman on January 
19, 2001. Dr. Baily previously served as one of the three Members of the President’s 
Council of Economic Advisers from October 1994 until August 1996. Baily was a 
member of the Squam Lake Group of financial economists and a Director of The 
Phoenix Companies of Hartford CT from 2005-16.  He was the co-chair of the 
Financial Regulatory Reform Initiative of the Bipartisan Policy Center, and an 
adviser to the Congressional Budget Office from 2006-09. Dr. Baily was a Principal 
at McKinsey & Company from September 1996 to July 1999.  From 2001 to 2007 
he was a Senior Fellow at the Peterson Institute where he published books on the 
European economy and on pension reform. Baily was the co-chair of the Taskforce 
on Financial Reform convened by the Pew Charitable Trusts. Dr. Baily earned his 
Ph.D. in economics in 1972 at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology. After 
teaching at MIT and Yale, he became a Senior Fellow at the Brookings Institution 
in 1979 and a Professor of Economics at the University of Maryland in 1989. He is 
the author of many professional articles and books, testifies regularly to House and 
Senate committees and is often quoted in the press. 

 
 

 
Marilou Uy 
Director 
Intergovernmental Group of Twenty-Four on International 
Monetary Affairs and Development 
 
Marilou Uy is Director of the Intergovernmental Group of 

Twenty-Four on International Monetary Affairs and Development (G-24). Prior to 
that, she was the Senior Adviser to the Managing Director at the World Bank. 
While at the World Bank, she also served as Sector Director for the Africa Financial 
and Private Sector Development Department from 2007 to 2011 and Director of 
the Financial Sector Operations and Policy Department in the Financial Sector 
Vice-Presidency as well as Chair of the Financial Sector Board from 2002 to 2007. 
Since joining the World Bank in 1985 as part of the Young Professionals Program, 
she has worked on financial sector and private sector development in Latin 
America, Middle East, South Asia, and Africa, and globally. She was also part of 
the Development Economics Group’s research team that prepared “The East Asian 
Miracle” in 1991, in which she focused on financial sector issues, together with 
Joseph Stiglitz. Ms. Uy pursued her graduate studies in economics and finance at 
the University of California, Los Angeles. 

 
 
 
Luncheon 
 

Speaker: Kemal Derviş 
Senior Fellow 
Global Economy and Development, Brookings Institution 
 
Kemal Derviş is a Senior Fellow and the Edward M. Bernstein 
Scholar with the Global Economy and Development program at 

the Brookings Institution in Washington, D.C. He was formally the Vice President 
of the Brookings Global Economy and Development program, Executive Head of 
the UNDP, member of the Turkish Parliament, and Minister for Economic Affairs 
and the Treasury of the Republic of Turkey, responsible for Turkey's recovery 
program after the devastating financial crisis of February 2001.Dr. Derviş earned 
his Bachelor’s �First Class Honours� and Master’s Degrees �with Distinction) from 
the London School of Economics, and his Ph.D. from Princeton University. He has 
published several books and articles in academic journals as well as current affairs 
publications in English, Turkish, French, and German, on topics ranging from 
mathematical models of economic growth to macroeconomic policy, social mobility, 
international trade, European affairs, global governance, and climate change. 
Recent books include a collection entitled Reflections on Progress, Essays on the 
Global Economy published by the Brookings Press in July 2016; Inequality in 
America: Facts, Trends, and International Perspectives (2012) co-authored with 
8ri Dadush and others� Europe’s Crisis, Europe’s Future �201�� co-edited with 
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Jacques Mistral; and G20 at Five: Time for Strategic Leadership (2014) co-edited 
with Peter Drysdale. Dr. Derviş also has a monthly column published in many 
languages in newspapers around the world through Project Syndicate. 
 
 
 
Session 2. Future of Work 
 
Moderator: Naoyuki Haraoka 

Executive Managing Director 
Japan Economic Foundation 
 
Born in Tokyo in 1955. After graduating the University of Tokyo 
in 1978 (Bachelor of Economics), he joined MITI (Ministry of 
International Trade and Industry) of Japanese government. 
Having been posted in the industrial policy section and the 

international trade policy section for a few years, he was enrolled in a two year 
MPA (Master of Public Administration) programme at Woodraw Wilson School of 
Princeton University in the US on a Japanese government sponsorship. After 
having acquired MPA at Princeton, he rejoined MITI in 1984 as an economist. Since 
then he had been posted as Deputy Director and Director of a number of MITI 
divisions including Research Division of International Trade Policy Bureau. He 
was also posted in Paris twice, firstly, Principal Economist of Trade Bureau of 
OECD (Organization of Economic Cooperation and Development) from 1988 to 92 
and secondly Counselor to Japanese Delegation of OECD from 1996 to 99. After 
coming back to MITI from his second stay in Paris, at the occasion of the 
government structural reform in 2001 when MITI was remodeled as METI 
(Ministry of Economy Trade and Industry) he joined the efforts to found METI 
research institute, Research Institute of Economy Trade and Industry as its 
Director of Administration. He became Chief Executive Director of JETRO San 
Francisco in 2003 and stayed in San Francisco until 2006. He was Director-General 
of METI Training Institute from 2006 until July, 2007 when he left METI 
permanently and joined JEF as Executive Managing Director. 
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Mayumi Fukuyama 
General Manager, CIO, Technology Management Center, 
Technology Strategy Office  
Hitachi Ltd. Research & Development Group 
 
Mayumi Fukuyama is currently General Manager and CIO 

Technology Management Center, Technology Strategy Office, Research & 
Development Group of Hitachi, Ltd. Fukuyama joined the Mechanical Engineering 
Research Laboratory at Hitachi, Ltd. in 1987 after completing her B.Sci. at the 
Kyoto university. She began her research career in mechanical engineering of 
power plants and worked on the research and development of reliability technology 
for societal infrastructure. Appointed General Manager of the Mechanical 
Engineering Center, Hitachi Research Laboratory in 2014, and took her current 
position in 2015. Fukuyama received her Ph.D. in engineering from the University 
of Tokyo in 2002. She is a member of the Science Council of Japan and the 
Engineering Academy of Japan. She is a fellow of the Japan Society of Mechanical 
Engineering. 
 

Shahid Yusuf 
Chief Economist of The Growth Dialogue 
George Washington University School of Business 
 
Shahid Yusuf is currently Chief Economist of The Growth 
Dialogue at the George Washington University, School of 

Business in Washington DC; a Non-Resident fellow of the Center for Global 
Development in Washington DC; and Adjunct Professor at the Paul H. Nitze School 
of Advanced International Studies, Johns Hopkins University. He holds a Ph.D. in 
Economics from Harvard University, and a BA in Economics from Cambridge 
University. Prior to joining the Growth Dialogue, Dr. Yusuf was on the staff of the 
World Bank. During his 35 year tenure at the World Bank, Dr. Yusuf was the team 
leader for the World Bank-Japan project on East Asia’s Future Economy from 
2000-2009. He was the Director of the World Development Report 1999/2000, 
Entering the 21st Century. Prior to that, he was Economic Adviser to the Senior 
Vice President and Chief Economist (1997-98), Lead Economist for the East Africa 
Department (1995-97) and Lead Economist for the China and Mongolia 
Department (1989-1993). Dr. Yusuf has written extensively on development issues, 
with a special focus on East Asia and has also published widely in various academic 
journals. He has authored or edited 30 books and monographs on industrial and 
urban development, innovation systems and tertiary education, many of which 
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have been translated into a number of different languages. His publications 
include: China and the Global Economy; Development Economics through the 
Decades; Economic Challenges for Korea (co-authored with Danny Leipziger and 
Carl Dahlman); Tiger Economies under Threat (co-authored with Kaoru 
Nabeshima,); Two Dragonheads: Contrasting development paths for Beijing and 
Shanghai (co-authored with Kaoru Nabeshima; and Some Small Countries Do It 
Better: Rapid Growth and its Causes in Singapore, Finland and Ireland (co-
authored with Kaoru Nabeshima). Dr. Yusuf lives in the Washington DC area and 
consults with a number of organizations. 
 

Darrel West 
Vice President and Director, Governance Studies 
Brookings Institution 

 
Darrell M. West is the Vice President of Governance Studies and 
Director of the Center for Technology Innovation at the 

Brookings Institution. He holds the Douglas Dillon Chair in Governance Studies.  
Previously, he was the John Hazen White Professor of Political Science and Public 
Policy and Director of the Taubman Center for Public Policy at Brown University.  
His current research focuses on technology policy, artificial intelligence, and data 
analytics. West is the author of 23 books including The Future of Work:  Robots, 
AI, and Automation (Brookings, 2018); Megachange: Economic Disruption, 
Political Upheaval, and Social Strife in the 21st Century (Brookings, 2016), 
Billionaires: Reflections on the Upper Crust (Brookings, 2014), Digital Schools 
(Brookings, 2012), The Next Wave:  Using Digital Technology to Further Social 
and Political Innovation (Brookings, 2011), Brain Gain:  Rethinking U.S. 
Immigration Policy (Brookings, 2010), Digital Medicine:  Health Care in the 
Internet Era (Brookings, 2009), Digital Government: Technology and Public Sector 
Performance, (Princeton University Press, 2005), and Air Wars: Television 
Advertising in Election Campaigns (Congressional Quarterly Press, 2013), among 
others. He is the winner of the American Political Science Association’s Don K. 
Price award for best book on technology (for Digital Government) and the 
American Political Science Association’s Doris Graber award for best book on 
political communications (for Cross Talk).  His books have been translated into 
Chinese, Japanese, and Korean, and he has delivered nearly 150 lectures in a 
dozen different countries, including China, Japan, Russia, Taiwan, Mexico, Brazil, 
Germany, Netherlands, Portugal, Turkey, Bahrain, and the United States, and has 
been quoted in leading newspapers, radio stations, and national television 
networks around the world.   
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Indhira Santos 
Senior Economist, Social Protection and Labor Global Practice 
The World Bank 
 
Indhira Santos is a Senior Economist at the World Bank. 
Currently, she is part of the World Development Report 

(“Internet for Development”) team. She is part of the Social Protection and Labor 
Global Practice. Before the WDR assignment, she worked in the Europe and 
Central Asia Region. She specializes on labor market issues and skills development 
for employment. Previously, she worked on similar issues in the South Asia Region. 
She joined the Bank in 2009 through the Young Professionals Program. Between 
2007 and 2009, she was a Research Fellow at Bruegel, a European policy think-
tank in Brussels. Previously, she was Researcher at the economic research center 
of PUCMM University and worked for the Ministry of Finance. She has also 
worked for the central Bank of Turkey. She holds a PhD in Public Policy from the 
Kennedy School of Government at Harvard University, with a specialization in 
economic development and public economics. 
 
 
Session 3. Energy and Climate 

 
Moderator: Kazumasa Kusaka 
Chairman and CEO 
Japan Economic Foundation 
See biography at page 2. 
 
 

 
Nathan Hultman 
Associate Professor; Director, Center for Global Sustainability 
University of Maryland School of Public Policy 
 
Nathan Hultman is Director of the Center for Global 
Sustainability and Associate Professor at the University of 

Maryland School of Public Policy. He is also a nonresident Senior Fellow at the 
Brookings Institution, and Associate Director of the Joint Global Change Research 
Institute, a collaboration between the University of Maryland and the Pacific 
Northwest National Laboratory. From 2014-2016, Hultman worked at the White 
House on the Obama Administration’s climate and energy policy team. During this 
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time, he helped develop the US 2025 climate target, worked on U.S. bilateral 
engagements with China, India, Brazil and others, and participated in the 
international climate negotiations in Lima and Paris. His research focuses on 
national climate target-setting and assessment, U.S. emissions mitigation policy, 
energy technology transitions in emerging economies and international climate 
policy. He has participated in the UN climate process since the Kyoto meeting, and 
is a contributing author to the IPCC Fifth Assessment Report and Special Report 
on Renewable Energy. He is currently co-chair of the America’s Pledge 2018 Report. 
Hultman was formerly a visiting fellow at the University of Oxford, assistant 
professor at Georgetown University, Fulbright fellow and NASA Earth Systems 
Science Fellow in climate sciences. He holds an M.S. and Ph.D. in Energy & 
Resources from the University of California, Berkeley and a B.A. in Physics from 
Carleton College. 
 
 

Yoriko Kawaguchi 
Fellow, Musashino Institute for Global Affairs 
Musashino University 
 
Yoriko Kawaguchi is Visiting Professor at Musashino University, 
and Fellow at Musashino Institute for Global Affairs. She also is 
Distinguished Fellow of Tokyo Foundation for Policy Research. 

Prior to this, Ms. Kawaguchi was Professor at Meiji University and the Institute 
for Global Affairs, Meiji University from 2013 to 2018; Member of the House of 
Councilors (Upper House, elected) for the Liberal Democratic Party from 2005 to 
2013; Special Adviser to the Prime Minister of Japan on foreign affairs from 2004 
to 2005; Minister for Foreign Affairs from 2002 to 2004 and Minister of the 
Environment from 2000 to 2002.  Ms. Kawaguchi received Master of Philosophy 
in Economics from Yale University and BA in International Relations from Tokyo
University. Ms. Kawaguchi was awarded the Order of the Grand Cordon of the 
Rising Sun in May 2017, Star of Jerusalem by Palestinian National Authority in 
October 2010 and Wilbur Cross Medal by Yale University in October 2008. Ms. 
Kawaguchi co-edited and co-authored a book titled, Future View of the Asia-Pacific 
– Networked Hegemony (Tokyo: Chuokeizai-sha, Inc.) published in Japanese in 
August 2017. It is on the question of whether Asia-Pacific can thrive peacefully in 
coming years with a focus on the "actors" to lead the regional order and the 
"structure."  
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Amar Bhattacharya 
Senior Fellow, Global Economy and Development 
Brookings Institution 
 
Amar Bhattacharya is Senior Fellow at the Global Economy and 
Development Program at Brookings Institution.  His focus 

areas are the global economy, development finance, global governance, and the 
links between climate and development including on the role of sustainable 
infrastructure. His latest major publication is a report on Delivering on 
Sustainable Infrastructure for Better Development and Better Climate.  From 
April 2007 until September 2014 he was Director of the Group of 24, an 
intergovernmental group of developing country Finance Ministers and Central 
Bank Governors. Prior to taking up his position with the G24, Mr. Bhattacharya 
had a long-standing career in the World Bank. His last position was as Senior 
Advisor and Head of the International Policy and Partnership Group. In this 
capacity, he was the focal point for the Bank’s engagement with key international 
groupings and institutions such as the G7/G8, G20, IMF, OECD and the 
Commonwealth Secretariat. He completed his undergraduate studies at the 
University of Delhi and Brandeis University and his graduate education at 
Princeton University.  
 
 
Closing Remarks 
 

Kazumasa Kusaka 
Chairman and CEO 
Japan Economic Foundation 
See biography at page 2. 
 
 
 
Amar Bhattacharya 
Senior Fellow, Global Economy and Development 
Brookings Institution 
See biography at page 9. 
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㸴㸬㆟せ᪨ 

 
 

（᪥ᮏㄒ） 
௨ୗの᪥ᮏㄒ࣮࣐ࣜࢧはࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈࠊ◊✲ᡤഃ࡛స成しࡓⱥᩥࢆ࣮࣐ࣜࢧᙜ財団࡛௬ヂし

 。ࡿ࠶の࡛ࡶࡓ

 （௬ヂ）࣮࣐ࣜࢧ

 

᪥⡿࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇ㸸 

ୡ⏺経済ࡼりⰋࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸のㄢ㢟 
 
 

国際経済交流財団（JEF）ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈ◊✲ᡤ 
 ㆟ྠྜࡿࡼのඹദ࣒ࣛࢢࣟࣉ経済࣭㛤Ⓨࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ

 
 

2018年5月25᪥（㔠） 
 

⡿国࣡ࣥࢺࣥࢩD C  ࣒࣮ࣝࣥࢱࣗࢩᡤ✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈࠊ
（S t e i n  R o o m ,  T h e  B r o o k i n g s  I n s t i t u t i o n ,  1 7 7 5  M a s s a c h u s e t t s  A v e ,  N W ,   

W a s h i n g t o n ,  D C ） 
 

㆟せ᪨ 
 
 の⫼ᬒ㸸࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇ
 
㏆年ࠊୡ⏺୰࡛ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢのືࡀ㢧ⴭࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ࡞。ⱥ国は E U 㞳⬺ࢆ㆟Ỵし

ࣇ㏆の᭱。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡆᥖࢆ࣮ࣥ࢞ࣟࢫࠖࢺࢫ࣮ࣇ࣭࣓࢝ࣜࠕはࢫ࢘ࣁࢺ࣡࣍。ࡓ

ᕷẸのᨭᣢのࡿᑐす⟇ᨻࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࠊの㑅ᣲ࡛は࡛ࣜࢱࠊࢶࢻࠊࢫࣥࣛ

㧗まりࡓࢀࡉ♧ࡀ。ྠࠊୡ⏺ⓗ࡞ㄢ㢟ᑐᛂすࡿ国際༠ຊ࡛は࣋ࢫࢹࠕࠊ

ᶆ┠ື⾜ࣂ 㛤Ⓨ┠ᶆ࡞⬟ྍ⥆国㐃のᣢࠕࠊࠖ ༠ᐃࣜࣃࡿ㛵すẼೃኚືࠕࠊࠖ ࢆ࡞ࠖ

㏻࡚ࡌ⏬ᮇⓗ࡞㐍ᒎࡼ。ࡓࢀࡽࡳࡀりⰋࢆࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸┠ᣦすは௨ୗの
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㸴㸬㆟せ᪨ 

 
 

（᪥ᮏㄒ） 
௨ୗの᪥ᮏㄒ࣮࣐ࣜࢧはࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈࠊ◊✲ᡤഃ࡛స成しࡓⱥᩥࢆ࣮࣐ࣜࢧᙜ財団࡛௬ヂし

 。ࡿ࠶の࡛ࡶࡓ

 （௬ヂ）࣮࣐ࣜࢧ

 

᪥⡿࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇ㸸 

ୡ⏺経済ࡼりⰋࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸のㄢ㢟 
 
 

国際経済交流財団（JEF）ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈ◊✲ᡤ 
 ㆟ྠྜࡿࡼのඹദ࣒ࣛࢢࣟࣉ経済࣭㛤Ⓨࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ

 
 

2018年5月25᪥（㔠） 
 

⡿国࣡ࢺࣥࢩ Dࣥ C  ࣒࣮ࣝࣥࢱࣗࢩᡤ✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈࠊ
（S t e i n  R o o m ,  T h e  B r o o k i n g s  I n s t i t u t i o n ,  1 7 7 5  M a s s a c h u s e t t s  A v e ,  N W ,   

W a s h i n g t o n ,  D C ） 
 

㆟せ᪨ 
 
 の⫼ᬒ㸸࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇ
 
㏆年ࠊୡ⏺୰࡛ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢのືࡀ㢧ⴭࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ࡞。ⱥ国は E U 㞳⬺ࢆ㆟Ỵし

ࣇ㏆の᭱。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡆᥖࢆ࣮ࣥ࢞ࣟࢫࠖࢺࢫ࣮ࣇ࣭࣓࢝ࣜࠕはࢫ࢘ࣁࢺ࣡࣍。ࡓ

ᕷẸのᨭᣢのࡿᑐす⟇ᨻࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࠊの㑅ᣲ࡛は࡛ࣜࢱࠊࢶࢻࠊࢫࣥࣛ

㧗まりࡓࢀࡉ♧ࡀ。ྠࠊୡ⏺ⓗ࡞ㄢ㢟ᑐᛂすࡿ国際༠ຊ࡛は࣋ࢫࢹࠕࠊ

ᶆ┠ື⾜ࣂ 㛤Ⓨ┠ᶆ࡞⬟ྍ⥆国㐃のᣢࠕࠊࠖ ༠ᐃࣜࣃࡿ㛵すẼೃኚືࠕࠊࠖ ࢆ࡞ࠖ

㏻࡚ࡌ⏬ᮇⓗ࡞㐍ᒎࡼ。ࡓࢀࡽࡳࡀりⰋࢆࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸┠ᣦすは௨ୗの

3 ）。ࡿ࠶ࡀᚲせࡴ⤌りྲྀのㄢ㢟ࡘ 1 ）ᆅ⌫つᶍの成㛗ᅇࢆ᥎㐍しࡑࠊの成㛗♫

のᗈ⠊࡞Ⓨᒎの㐃ື࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤࡡࡉಁࢆ。（ 2 ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࣥࣙࢩ࣮࣋ࣀ（

のⓎᒎಁࢆ㐍しࠊປാཬࡰすᝏᙳ㡪ᑐฎしࠊ᱁ᕪのᣑࢆᢚไし࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞

）。࠸ 3 ）ୡ⏺のẼ ୖ᪼ࢆ（⏘ᴗ㠉௨๓ẚ㍑し࡚） 2 Υᮍ‶ᢚࡿ࠼๐ῶ┠ᶆᮇ

㛫の⤊๓࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚ࠊẼೃၥ㢟のᑐ⟇ࢆᐇ⾜し࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞。 
 
 
㛤ᣵᣜ 
 
 㸸࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫ
 
 ࢫ࣭࣑ࣛ࢝࣍Ặ㸸ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈ◊✲ᡤ ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ経済࣭㛤Ⓨ࣒ࣛࢢࣟࣉ ᬻᐃ

 ࣮ࢱࢡࣞࢲවࢺࣥࢹࢪࣞࣉࢫࣂ
 ᪥ୗ一ṇẶ㸸国際経済交流財団 㛗ව C E O  
 
 
㛤ᣵᣜせ᪨㸸 
 
ୡ⏺はࠊᛴ⃭࡞ኚከࡃのႚ⥭ㄢ㢟┤㠃し࡚ࡿ࠸。ᚋ 1 5 年㛫࡛ࣛࢺࢫࣛࣇࣥ

はࢡࢵࢺࢫの࣮ࣕࢳࢡ 2 ಸ௨ୖࡿ࡞ண ࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡉ。㒔ᕷ人ཱྀはᛴ㏿ቑຍし࡚

おり࡛࢝ࣜࣇࠊは㞠⏝成㛗は人ཱྀᛴቑ㏣࠸࡞࠸࡚ࡅࡘ࠸。⏕⏘ᛶのఙࡧは㠀ᖖ

ప࠸。 C O 2 ฟ経済成㛗の㠀㐃ືࡶㄢ㢟࡛࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚。ࡿ࠶Ẽೃኚືの㛗ᮇ

ᑐᛂࡀᚲせ࡛ࡿ࠶。≀౯ୖ᪼⋡ᐇ㉁㔠ࡀప࠸୰ࠊᢏ⾡㐍ᒎࡿ࠶ࡀዲᶵࠊࡀࡿ࡞

 。ࡿ࠶ࡘࡘࢀࢃኻ㏿のᶵはᛴࡑ
 
ࡶၥ㢟࠺కࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࠊࡀࡓ࠸࡚ࢀࡽ࠼⪄᪉法ࡿࡵ㧗ࢆは⏕⏘ᛶࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ

⋠㈨ᮏẚࡿࡵ༨国Ẹᡤᚓ。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡁのᏳᐃは㠀㐃ືし࡚♫成㛗。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡌ⏕

はቑしࠊ㈤㔠᱁ᕪࡶᗈࡿ࠸࡚ࡗࡀ。ᕤሙのᆅඖປാ⪅ᩘはࢇのࡎࢃ㐣࠸࡞ࡂ。

）ࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸りⰋࡼのⴭ᭩ࠗࡑẶはࣗࢩࣅࣝࢹ࣭࣐ࣝࢣ A  B e t t e r  
G l o b a l i z a t i o n ࡿ࠶㔜せ࡛ࡀࡇࡿᐹす⪄ࡶのᨻは経済ຊࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࠊ࡛࠘（

㏣ࢆࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸りⰋࡼࠊࡀဨࠎᡃ。（Derviş, 2005）ࡿ࠸࡚ࡅㄽ࡙⤖

ồすࠊࡀࡿ࠶࡛ࡁၥ㢟はࠕㄡのࡼࡵࡓりⰋ࠸のࡿ࠶࡛ࡇ࠺࠸ࠖ。 
 
ኚは㎿㏿࡛ྠࠊࡀ࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞ࢀࡑは៧៖ࢆᘬࡁ㉳ࡇすࣜࡿ࠶ࡀࢡࢫ。⌧

ᅾはࠊ᪩すࡿࡂኚࡿࡼືࢆᠱᛕし࡚ࠊᨻ⟇Ỵᐃ⪅ࡀ᪉㔪Ỵᐃࢆ㐜࠺ࡼࡏࡽດ

のࡇࠊりࡼのᗈまりࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢのྎ㢌࣒ࢬࣜࣗࣆ࣏。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡵ 3 年㛫はୡ⏺

୰࡛࡞ࡁኚࡀ㉳ࡓࡁ࡚ࡁ。ᡃࠎはಖㆤ⩏の国際ⓗ࡞ᠱᛕ᪂ࢫࣥࢼࣂ࢞࡞ࡓ
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యไ┤㠃し࡚おり㇟⌧ࣉࣥࣛࢺࠊはఱࠊᯝࡓし࡚ 1 人の࣮ࣜࠊࡀ࣮ࢲⰋࡶࡃᝏ

 。ࡿ࠸ᝎまし࡚ࢆ㢌࠸ၥ࠺࠸ࠊのࡿࡁ࡛ࡀࡇすࡽࡓࡶࢆ࠸㐪ࡶࡃ
 
₯ᅾⓗ࡞ゎỴ⟇のከࡃはࡽࡉࠊᗈࡃୡ⏺ⓗ࡞༠ຊࢆᚲせすࡿ。経済㠃ࡃ࡞࡛ࡅࡔ

ᨻ㠃ࠊ♫㠃ࠊࡶࡽ国ෆእのࡉまࡊま࡞㛵⪅ࢆໟᣓⓗ㞟⤖ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞ࡏࡉ

。࠸࡞ 1 国のᨻᗓ࡛ࡅࡔはࠊẼೃ┠ᶆࢆ㐩成࡛ࠊࡀ࠸࡞ࡁ 1 人のඖ㤳࡛ࡅࡔは㐍ᒎࢆṆ

。࠸࡞ࢀࡽࡵ G 7 のṔྐࢆり㏉ࠊࡿẸไᗘお࡚࠸ᨻຊḞ࣮ࢲ࣮ࣜࡓࡅはࠊ

国ෆⓗᚲせࠊࡀࡔᛣりࡓࡕ‶国ෆ᭷ᶒ⪅࡚ࡗはホ࡞᪉⟇のᢎㄆࢆᚓࡵࡓࡿ

㈼᫂ࢆ⪅㛵ࠊ⪅㛵ࡿすࡃࡌྠࢆはព㆑ࠎᡃ。ࡓしᚲせࢆពྜ࡞国際ⓗࠊ

 。ࡿ࠶ᚲせ࡛ࡀ࣒ࢸࢫࢩࡿࡁ࡛⏝ά
 
ししୡ⏺ⓗ࡞༠ຊはᅔ㞴ࡽ࡞ࡐ࡞。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡁ࡚ࡗ࡞⌧௦はࠊ᪂⯆経済国ࡴྵࢆከ

ࡧ経済ຊの㞟୰は。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡵࡓࡿ࠶ࡀࡁࡘࡽࡤ࡞ࡁ経済ຊࠊの国の㛫࡛ࡃ G 2
ࡸ G 3 のᙧ成ࡑࠊࡀ࠺ྥの᪂࡞ࡓᵓ成国࡛ࡿ࠶⡿国ࠊ୰国ࢻࣥࠊはࡌྠࠊព㆑

のࡇࠊ࡚ࡗࡀࡓし。࠸࡞はࡇࡿまし࡚まࣉ࣮ࣝࢢࡘᣢࢆ 3 ┿ࢆ⟇国はゎỴ࢝

⟇ᨻຊのほⅬ࡛ゎỴ࡞ᑐⓗ┦ࠊࡃ࡞は࡛ࡽ経済ⓗほⅬࠊり࠶ࡀᛶ⬟ྍ࠸࡞࠼⪄

 。࠸࡞ࡡし࠺ࡼ࠼⪄ࢆ
 
 
 
 ࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸りⰋࡼ1㸸ࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ
 
せ࡞ㄽⅬ㸸 
 
 ⏕⏘ᛶのῶ㏿࠺࠸≧ἣの୰࡛ࠊᙉᅛࠊࠊᣢ⥆ྍ⬟࡛ࠊᆒ⾮࡛࠶りࡘࠊໟᦤⓗ

 。ࡿ࠸ணし࡚࠺ࡼのཧຍ⪅は࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇࢆ成㛗࡞
 国ෆの♫ዎ⣙ࢆ᭦᪂しࠊᣑすࡿ᱁ᕪྲྀり⤌ࡵࡓࡴᚲせ࡞ᨻ⟇ᥐ⨨はఱ

 。
 ࡼりⰋࢆࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸ᐇ㊶すࠊࡵࡓࡿከ国㛫༠ຊࡸከ国㛫ไᗘのಙ

㢗ಙ௵ࢆᅇすࡿはの࠺ࡼすࡤࢀⰋ࠸。 
 
 
 㸸࣮ࢱ࣮ࣞࢹࣔ
 
ࣂᬻᐃ ࣒ࣛࢢࣟࣉ経済࣭㛤Ⓨࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ ᡤ✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈẶ㸸ࢫ࣭࣑ࣛ࢝࣍

 ࣮ࢱࢡࣞࢲවࢺࣥࢹࢪࣞࣉࢫ
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యไ┤㠃し࡚おり㇟⌧ࣉࣥࣛࢺࠊはఱࠊᯝࡓし࡚ 1 人の࣮ࣜࠊࡀ࣮ࢲⰋࡶࡃᝏ

 。ࡿ࠸ᝎまし࡚ࢆ㢌࠸ၥ࠺࠸ࠊのࡿࡁ࡛ࡀࡇすࡽࡓࡶࢆ࠸㐪ࡶࡃ
 
₯ᅾⓗ࡞ゎỴ⟇のከࡃはࡽࡉࠊᗈࡃୡ⏺ⓗ࡞༠ຊࢆᚲせすࡿ。経済㠃ࡃ࡞࡛ࡅࡔ

ᨻ㠃ࠊ♫㠃ࠊࡶࡽ国ෆእのࡉまࡊま࡞㛵⪅ࢆໟᣓⓗ㞟⤖ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞ࡏࡉ

。࠸࡞ 1 国のᨻᗓ࡛ࡅࡔはࠊẼೃ┠ᶆࢆ㐩成࡛ࠊࡀ࠸࡞ࡁ 1 人のඖ㤳࡛ࡅࡔは㐍ᒎࢆṆ

。࠸࡞ࢀࡽࡵ G 7 のṔྐࢆり㏉ࠊࡿẸไᗘお࡚࠸ᨻຊḞ࣮ࢲ࣮ࣜࡓࡅはࠊ

国ෆⓗᚲせࠊࡀࡔᛣりࡓࡕ‶国ෆ᭷ᶒ⪅࡚ࡗはホ࡞᪉⟇のᢎㄆࢆᚓࡵࡓࡿ

㈼᫂ࢆ⪅㛵ࠊ⪅㛵ࡿすࡃࡌྠࢆはព㆑ࠎᡃ。ࡓしᚲせࢆពྜ࡞国際ⓗࠊ

 。ࡿ࠶ᚲせ࡛ࡀ࣒ࢸࢫࢩࡿࡁ࡛⏝ά
 
ししୡ⏺ⓗ࡞༠ຊはᅔ㞴ࡽ࡞ࡐ࡞。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡁ࡚ࡗ࡞⌧௦はࠊ᪂⯆経済国ࡴྵࢆከ

ࡧ経済ຊの㞟୰は。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡵࡓࡿ࠶ࡀࡁࡘࡽࡤ࡞ࡁ経済ຊࠊの国の㛫࡛ࡃ G 2
ࡸ G 3 のᙧ成ࡑࠊࡀ࠺ྥの᪂࡞ࡓᵓ成国࡛ࡿ࠶⡿国ࠊ୰国ࢻࣥࠊはࡌྠࠊព㆑

のࡇࠊ࡚ࡗࡀࡓし。࠸࡞はࡇࡿまし࡚まࣉ࣮ࣝࢢࡘᣢࢆ 3 ┿ࢆ⟇国はゎỴ࢝

⟇ᨻຊのほⅬ࡛ゎỴ࡞ᑐⓗ┦ࠊࡃ࡞は࡛ࡽ経済ⓗほⅬࠊり࠶ࡀᛶ⬟ྍ࠸࡞࠼⪄

 。࠸࡞ࡡし࠺ࡼ࠼⪄ࢆ
 
 
 
 ࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸りⰋࡼ1㸸ࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ
 
せ࡞ㄽⅬ㸸 
 
 ⏕⏘ᛶのῶ㏿࠺࠸≧ἣの୰࡛ࠊᙉᅛࠊࠊᣢ⥆ྍ⬟࡛ࠊᆒ⾮࡛࠶りࡘࠊໟᦤⓗ

 。ࡿ࠸ணし࡚࠺ࡼのཧຍ⪅は࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇࢆ成㛗࡞
 国ෆの♫ዎ⣙ࢆ᭦᪂しࠊᣑすࡿ᱁ᕪྲྀり⤌ࡵࡓࡴᚲせ࡞ᨻ⟇ᥐ⨨はఱ

 。
 ࡼりⰋࢆࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸ᐇ㊶すࠊࡵࡓࡿከ国㛫༠ຊࡸከ国㛫ไᗘのಙ

㢗ಙ௵ࢆᅇすࡿはの࠺ࡼすࡤࢀⰋ࠸。 
 
 
 㸸࣮ࢱ࣮ࣞࢹࣔ
 
ࣂᬻᐃ ࣒ࣛࢢࣟࣉ経済࣭㛤Ⓨࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ ᡤ✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈẶ㸸ࢫ࣭࣑ࣛ࢝࣍

 ࣮ࢱࢡࣞࢲවࢺࣥࢹࢪࣞࣉࢫ
 
 
 

せ࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫ㸸 
 
 ᑠ⏣㒊㝧一Ặ㸸 N E C 㢳ၥ እົ┬ඖእົᑂ㆟ᐁ（経済ᢸᙜ） 
 ࣮ࣜࢺࢫ࣭࢜ࣥࢧࢼࣙࢪẶ㸸国際㏻㈌ᇶ㔠 ◊✲㒊 ᒁ㛗 
 ࣮࣭ࣜ࣋ࣥࢸ࣮࣐Ặ㸸ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈ◊✲ᡤ 経済ᨻ⟇㛤Ⓨ㒊㛛 ࣮ࢼ࣮ࣂ

L࣭ࢻ  ࣮࢙ࢳ࣭ࢶࣝ࣡ࣗࢩ࣭
 ࣭࣮࣐࢘ࣝࣜẶ㸸国際㏻㈌ཬࡧ㛤Ⓨ௳㛵すࡿ 2 4 G）ࣉ࣮ࣝࢢ国ᨻᗓ㛫࢝ - 2 4 ） 

ᒁ㛗 
 
 
㆟せ᪨㸸 
 
ୡ⏺経済のぢ㏻しはࡃࡁኚし࡚ࡿ࠸。ᡃࠎはᚋ 1 0 㹼 1 5 年㛫࡛ࠊ⌧ᅾのす࡚の

㒔ᕷのࠊୗ┠。ࡿ࡞ࡇࡿഛすᩚࢆࣛࣇࣥ࡞ࡓ᪂ࠊࡿ࠼㉸ࢆࢡࢵࢺࢫࣛࣇࣥ

ࣜࣇし࡚。ࡿ࠸し࡚ື⛣㒔ᕷࡀṔྐୖ᭱の人ཱྀࠊり࠶ࡘࡘ࠼㏄ࢆᮇࢡ࣮ࣆ

࠺ࡼのࡇ。ࡿ࠶࡛࠺ࡑࡉまࡀ人ཱྀቑຍ࡞ᛴ⃭ࡘᚋ࡛つᶍ᭱ࠊࡿࢀࡽࡳ㝣࡛࢝

ࡇしし。ࡿ࠶ࡀᢲすዲᶵࢆの⫼୰ࠎᡃ࠺ࡼ࠺⾜ࡃṇしࢆ≀ࠊࠊᬒ⫼ࢆἣ≦࡞

のࠊࡶࢫࣥࣕࢳᚋ1 5 年のᮇ㛫࡛㛢࡚ࢀࡉࡊしま࠺ࢁ࠶࡛࠺。 
 
ㄢ㢟の⥭ᛴᛶࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࠊࡤࢀ࠼⪄ࢆのࢫࢭࣟࣉのࢆࢻ࣮ࣆࢫⴠすの࡛はࠊࡃ࡞

ࡇࡿࡵ㐍ࢆࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࠊᡭ法࡛ࡿ࠼ᢚࢆࢡࢫࣜࡘࡘά⏝しࡃま࠺ࢆࢺࢵの࣓ࣜࡑ

ㄽ࡞のᐇ㉁ⓗ࡚࠸ࡘᙳ㡪ຊ࡞まࡊまࡉࡿࡏࡉኚࢆ⏺ୡࠊࡽࡇࡇ。ࡿ࠶ṇゎ࡛ࡀ

Ⅼ̿̿⏕⏘ᛶのୖ᪼ࠊ᱁ᕪのᣑࠊ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国ࡀᯝࡓすᙺのᣑࠊമົᣢ⥆ྍ⬟ᛶ

のㄢ㢟ࡀ̿̿࡞ᘬࡁฟࡿࢀࡉ。 
 
⏕⏘ᛶのୖ᪼は経済成㛗のಁ㐍㔜せ࡛ࡑࠊࡵࡓࡿ࠶のࡀᠱᛕࡓࡁ࡚ࡗ࡞。⏕

⏘ᛶୖ᪼のはୡ⏺㔠⼥༴ᶵ（࣮ࣜࢡࢵࣙࢩ࣐ࣥ）㛵㐃ࢀࡑࠊࡀࡓࡁ࡚ࢀࡽࡅ

௨๓Ⓨ⏕し࡚ࡓ࠸の࡛は࠺࠸࠸࡞㆟ㄽࡿ࠶ࡶ。⡿国࡛の⏕⏘ᛶୖ᪼のは〇

㐀㒊㛛≉ࠊ〇㐀ᴗのࢡࢸࣁ㒊㛛㉳ᅉし࡚ࡿ࠸。〇㐀ᴗࡀ経済ཬࡰすᙳ㡪はࡶ

はࡸࡃࡁはࠊࡀ࠸࡞⏕⏘ᛶୖ᪼の㈉⊩は࠸まࡔ㠀ᖖ࠸ࡁ。 1 9 9 0 年௦ࠊ〇㐀

ᴗのࢡࢸࣁ㒊㛛は⏕⏘ᛶୖ᪼のᅽಽⓗ࡞㈉⊩ࡑࠊࡀࡓࡏࡳࢆのᚋኻ㏿しࠊ⏕⏘ᛶ

ୖ᪼般Ỉࢆᕪしࢫࣅ࣮ࢧ。ࡓ⏘ᴗ࡛の࡞࣮ࢹ࣮ࣆࢫ⏘ᴗᵓ㐀転はࠊ〇㐀ᴗ

ẚ࡚はࡿᅔ㞴࡛ࡸ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ。ࡿ࠶〇㐀ᡭ法のᑟධはࢫࣅ࣮ࢧࠊᴗẚࠊ

〇㐀ᴗの᪉ࡀᐜ࡛᫆ࡿ࠶。の࠺ࡶ 1 ࠊの⌮⏤はࡘ 1 9 9 0 年௦の༺࣭ᑠ㒊㛛࡛の

ᛴ㏿࡞⏕⏘ᛶのୖ᪼ࡀ⤊↉し࡞ࣥࢰ࣐。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇࡓのࣥࣛࣥ࢜ᑠᴗ⪅ࡼ

࡞ᑠᴗ⪅の◚ቯⓗࣥࣛࣥ࢜ࡽࢀࡇ。ࡓࡗ࡞はࡇࡿす᪼ୖࡃࡁࡀᛶ⏘⏕࡚ࡗ

ᙳ㡪ຊࠊࡀ⏕⏘ᛶのࢫࣛࣉのᐤࢆᅽಽし࡚しまࡿ࠶࡛ࡽࡓࡗ。⥲㟂せのప㏞ࠊࡶ

⏕⏘ᛶୖ᪼のせᅉࡓࡗ࡞（R e m e s  e t  a l . ,  2 0 1 8 ）。 
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ࡗ࡞はࡇࡿ᥇⏝すࡀ⡿国ࢆ⟇経済ᨻࣟࢡ࣐ࡿ㈨す成㛗ࠊࡶᬒの⫼࡞࠺ࡼのࡇ

ᒁは⣼⤖ࡿ財ᨻᣑすࠊり࠶財ᨻᣑはせ࡛࡞はᖜ㞠⏝ࠖ経済ࠕ。ࡓ

✚മົ༴ᶵ㝗࡚ࡗしまࡿ࠶ࡀࡇ࠺。ቑ⛯ࡀ経済成㛗ࢆ㜼ᐖしࡇ࠸࡞はṔྐࡀ♧

し࡚ࡿ࠸。ປാຊはኚし࡚おりࠊᑗ᮶のປാは⌧ᅾは␗ࠊࡵࡓࡿ࡞ປാຊᨻ⟇ࡀ

ᡃࠎはᚲせ࡛ࡿ࠶。まࠊࡓᮍ⇍⦎ປാ⪅の⬟ຊྥୖのࡵࡓのᨻ⟇ࡶᚲせ࡛ࡇ。ࡿ࠶

 。ࡿ࠶ྍḞ࡛ࡵࡓ成㛗の୧᪉のᐇ⌧の࡞㏿㎿ໟᣓⓗ成㛗ࠊのᨻ⟇はࡽࢀ
 
࡚ࢀࡉணすࡰཬࢆᙳ㡪࡞Ᏻᐃࡀࡔ㔜せࠊᑐしᛶのୖ᪼⏘⏕ࠊは࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ

。ࡿ࠶ࡀぢゎ࡞はᑐ↷ⓗ ᛶୖ᪼のண⏘⏕ࡓ㛵㐃し࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ。ࡿ࠸ 1 ࠊはࡘ

⡆༢ᡭᒆࡃ成ᯝ࡚࠸ࡘはす࡛ᡃࠎはᡭධ࡚ࢀしまࡿ࠸࡚ࡗの࡛ࢀࡑࠊ௨እ

の᪂しࡳ⏕ࢆࢹ࠸ฟすのはᅔ㞴࠺࠸ぢ᪉࡛ࡿ࠶（ B l o o m  e t  a l . ,  2 0 1 7 ࢀࡇ。（

ま࡛のᩘ年㛫ࠊ⏕⏘ᛶୖ᪼ࡀし࡚ࡇࠊࡤࢀ࠼⪄ࢆࡇࡓࡁの㆟ㄽはࡿ࡞࠸ㄝ

ᚓຊ࠺ࡶ。ࡿ࠶ࡀ 1 ࢆ♫ࠊࡅ⥆は㐍Ṍし࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࠊᴦほⓗ࡛ࡗࡶのぢゎはࡘ

ኚ㠉すࡶ࠺࠸ࡿの࡛ࡿ࠶（M o k y r ,  2 0 1 4 ）。ᡃࠎは㯤㔠ᮇ̿̿➨ḟୡ⏺ᡓᚋの

ᮇ̿̿ᡠࡇࡿは࡛ࡶ࠸࡞ࡁし࠸࡞ࢀ。ししࢀࡑࠊは⏕⏘ᛶのຍ㏿ⓗୖ᪼ࡀ

ᚋᮇᚅ࡛࠺࠸࠸࡞ࡁព࡛はࣝࢱࢪࢹ。࠸࡞ᢏ⾡のᙳ㡪ຊは経済యᚎࠎᗈࡀ

ࢡࢸ。ࡿ࠶の࡛ࡿࢀぢ㎸まࡿす᪼ୖ࣮ࢹ࣮ࣆࢫᛶは⏘⏕ࠊᚋࠊの࡛ࡃ࠸࡚ࡗ

ࡀᛶ⬟ྍࡿᚓࢆぢ㏉り࠺࠸し࡚⏕⏘ᛶୖ᪼ᯝ⤖ࠊࡀすࡇ㉳ࡁᘬࢆはΰ࣮ࢪࣟࣀ

 。ࡿ࠶
 
の㔜せ࡞ㄽⅬし࡚ࠊ᱁ᕪᑐす࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࡿのᙳ㡪ࡀ

ࢀࡑࠊࡀࡓࡁ࡚ࡵ㞟ࢆ┠のὀࡃし࡚ከは᱁ᕪのಁ㐍せᅉ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ㈠᫆。ࡿ࠶

平➼のಁ㐍せᅉࡿ国ෆእ࡛ቑすࠊࡶࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ⼥㔠ࡓࡗ࡞ࡇ࡚ࢀࡉ┠ὀ

ศ㓄のᙳ㡪ᙳ㡪࡞のయⓗࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ⼥㔠。ࡓࡁし࡚ࡓᯝࢆᙺᅇり࡞し࡚㔜せ

の୧᪉ࢆ経済ⓗศᯒすࠊࡿ㔠⼥ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࣃࡿࡼᣑຠᯝは㝈ࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡽ

）ࡿศࡀࡇࡿ࠶㢧ⴭ࡛ศ㓄のᙳ㡪はᐇࠊࡀ F u r c e r i  e t  a l . ,  2 0 1 8 ）。⏕⏘ᛶのࢆࡳ㔜

せどし࡚ࠊໟᣓⓗ࡞ศ㓄は⮬↛ࡇࡿ࠼⪄ࡿࡃ࡚࠸ࡘはࠊ㠀ᖖ༴㝤࡞㉃࠶࡛ࡅ

 。ࡿ
 
㔠⼥ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢはࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࠊの┈࡚࠸ࡘࢺࢫࢥの㆟ㄽの一㒊ࡿࡵྵ

ᐹす⪄ྠࢆศ㓄のᙳ㡪ᙳ㡪࡞のᨻ⟇のయⓗ࡚すࡿ᥎ዡすࡀࠎᡃ。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡁ

ࢀࡅ࡞は᳨ウしࠎᡃࢆ⟇ᨻࡿࡁ๐ῶ࡛ࢆࢺࢫࢥ㈨ᮏࡏࡉᣑࢆᛶ⏘⏕。ࡿ࠶ࡀᚲせࡿ

ࠊの࡞⟇ᨻ࣏ࠖࣥࣜࣥࣛࢺࠕࡿࡺࢃ࠸ࠊࡓࡗ࠸ồ⫋ᨭࡸ⦏ᴗカ⫋。࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤ

 。ࡿ࠶ࡀᚲせࡿウす᳨ࢆ⟇ⓗᨻ⿵࡞まࡊまࡉࡿᑐᛂすࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ
 
㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国はࠊඛ㐍ㅖ国௨ୖࠊୡ⏺ⓗ࡞ኚࡉࡿࡼまࡊま࡞ᙳ㡪┤㠃し࡚ࡿ࠸。

ከࡃの㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡚ࡗの㔜せ࡞ၥ㢟は࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࠊのᐇ際のࢫࢭࢡ᪉法ࠊ

⏕⏘ᛶୖ᪼のࢆ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࡵࡓά⏝す᭱ࡿⰋの᪉法࡛ࡿ࠶。ከࡃの国࡛はࠊ᱁ᕪ
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ࡗ࡞はࡇࡿ᥇⏝すࡀ⡿国ࢆ⟇経済ᨻࣟࢡ࣐ࡿ㈨す成㛗ࠊࡶᬒの⫼࡞࠺ࡼのࡇ

ᒁは⣼⤖ࡿ財ᨻᣑすࠊり࠶財ᨻᣑはせ࡛࡞はᖜ㞠⏝ࠖ経済ࠕ。ࡓ

✚മົ༴ᶵ㝗࡚ࡗしまࡿ࠶ࡀࡇ࠺。ቑ⛯ࡀ経済成㛗ࢆ㜼ᐖしࡇ࠸࡞はṔྐࡀ♧

し࡚ࡿ࠸。ປാຊはኚし࡚おりࠊᑗ᮶のປാは⌧ᅾは␗ࠊࡵࡓࡿ࡞ປാຊᨻ⟇ࡀ

ᡃࠎはᚲせ࡛ࡿ࠶。まࠊࡓᮍ⇍⦎ປാ⪅の⬟ຊྥୖのࡵࡓのᨻ⟇ࡶᚲせ࡛ࡇ。ࡿ࠶

 。ࡿ࠶ྍḞ࡛ࡵࡓ成㛗の୧᪉のᐇ⌧の࡞㏿㎿ໟᣓⓗ成㛗ࠊのᨻ⟇はࡽࢀ
 
࡚ࢀࡉணすࡰཬࢆᙳ㡪࡞Ᏻᐃࡀࡔ㔜せࠊᑐしᛶのୖ᪼⏘⏕ࠊは࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ

。ࡿ࠶ࡀぢゎ࡞はᑐ↷ⓗ ᛶୖ᪼のண⏘⏕ࡓ㛵㐃し࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ。ࡿ࠸ 1 ࠊはࡘ

⡆༢ᡭᒆࡃ成ᯝ࡚࠸ࡘはす࡛ᡃࠎはᡭධ࡚ࢀしまࡿ࠸࡚ࡗの࡛ࢀࡑࠊ௨እ

の᪂しࡳ⏕ࢆࢹ࠸ฟすのはᅔ㞴࠺࠸ぢ᪉࡛ࡿ࠶（ B l o o m  e t  a l . ,  2 0 1 7 ࢀࡇ。（

ま࡛のᩘ年㛫ࠊ⏕⏘ᛶୖ᪼ࡀし࡚ࡇࠊࡤࢀ࠼⪄ࢆࡇࡓࡁの㆟ㄽはࡿ࡞࠸ㄝ

ᚓຊ࠺ࡶ。ࡿ࠶ࡀ 1 ࢆ♫ࠊࡅ⥆は㐍Ṍし࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࠊᴦほⓗ࡛ࡗࡶのぢゎはࡘ

ኚ㠉すࡶ࠺࠸ࡿの࡛ࡿ࠶（M o k y r ,  2 0 1 4 ）。ᡃࠎは㯤㔠ᮇ̿̿➨ḟୡ⏺ᡓᚋの

ᮇ̿̿ᡠࡇࡿは࡛ࡶ࠸࡞ࡁし࠸࡞ࢀ。ししࢀࡑࠊは⏕⏘ᛶのຍ㏿ⓗୖ᪼ࡀ

ᚋᮇᚅ࡛࠺࠸࠸࡞ࡁព࡛はࣝࢱࢪࢹ。࠸࡞ᢏ⾡のᙳ㡪ຊは経済యᚎࠎᗈࡀ

ࢡࢸ。ࡿ࠶の࡛ࡿࢀぢ㎸まࡿす᪼ୖ࣮ࢹ࣮ࣆࢫᛶは⏘⏕ࠊᚋࠊの࡛ࡃ࠸࡚ࡗ

ࡀᛶ⬟ྍࡿᚓࢆぢ㏉り࠺࠸し࡚⏕⏘ᛶୖ᪼ᯝ⤖ࠊࡀすࡇ㉳ࡁᘬࢆはΰ࣮ࢪࣟࣀ

 。ࡿ࠶
 
の㔜せ࡞ㄽⅬし࡚ࠊ᱁ᕪᑐす࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࡿのᙳ㡪ࡀ

ࢀࡑࠊࡀࡓࡁ࡚ࡵ㞟ࢆ┠のὀࡃし࡚ከは᱁ᕪのಁ㐍せᅉ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ㈠᫆。ࡿ࠶

平➼のಁ㐍せᅉࡿ国ෆእ࡛ቑすࠊࡶࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ⼥㔠ࡓࡗ࡞ࡇ࡚ࢀࡉ┠ὀ

ศ㓄のᙳ㡪ᙳ㡪࡞のయⓗࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ⼥㔠。ࡓࡁし࡚ࡓᯝࢆᙺᅇり࡞し࡚㔜せ

の୧᪉ࢆ経済ⓗศᯒすࠊࡿ㔠⼥ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࣃࡿࡼᣑຠᯝは㝈ࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡽ

）ࡿศࡀࡇࡿ࠶㢧ⴭ࡛ศ㓄のᙳ㡪はᐇࠊࡀ F u r c e r i  e t  a l . ,  2 0 1 8 ）。⏕⏘ᛶのࢆࡳ㔜

せどし࡚ࠊໟᣓⓗ࡞ศ㓄は⮬↛ࡇࡿ࠼⪄ࡿࡃ࡚࠸ࡘはࠊ㠀ᖖ༴㝤࡞㉃࠶࡛ࡅ

 。ࡿ
 
㔠⼥ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢはࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࠊの┈࡚࠸ࡘࢺࢫࢥの㆟ㄽの一㒊ࡿࡵྵ

ᐹす⪄ྠࢆศ㓄のᙳ㡪ᙳ㡪࡞のᨻ⟇のయⓗ࡚すࡿ᥎ዡすࡀࠎᡃ。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡁ

ࢀࡅ࡞は᳨ウしࠎᡃࢆ⟇ᨻࡿࡁ๐ῶ࡛ࢆࢺࢫࢥ㈨ᮏࡏࡉᣑࢆᛶ⏘⏕。ࡿ࠶ࡀᚲせࡿ

ࠊの࡞⟇ᨻ࣏ࠖࣥࣜࣥࣛࢺࠕࡿࡺࢃ࠸ࠊࡓࡗ࠸ồ⫋ᨭࡸ⦏ᴗカ⫋。࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤ

 。ࡿ࠶ࡀᚲせࡿウす᳨ࢆ⟇ⓗᨻ⿵࡞まࡊまࡉࡿᑐᛂすࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ
 
㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国はࠊඛ㐍ㅖ国௨ୖࠊୡ⏺ⓗ࡞ኚࡉࡿࡼまࡊま࡞ᙳ㡪┤㠃し࡚ࡿ࠸。

ከࡃの㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡚ࡗの㔜せ࡞ၥ㢟は࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࠊのᐇ際のࢫࢭࢡ᪉法ࠊ

⏕⏘ᛶୖ᪼のࢆ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࡵࡓά⏝す᭱ࡿⰋの᪉法࡛ࡿ࠶。ከࡃの国࡛はࠊ᱁ᕪ

のᝏࠊ㞠⏝のฟの㊊ࠊⱝ年ᒙのኻᴗ⋡のቑࡀ㉳ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗࡇ。᱁ᕪのၥ㢟はࠊ

㞠⏝ฟ⟇ࠊࡸᢏ⾡ኚ㠉のᝏᙳ㡪ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ⿕ࢆ人ࠎのಖㆤ⟇㛵ಀし࡚ࡿ࠸。国ෆᨻ

ᢏࠊᨭしࢆᬑཬࡿ࡞ࡽࡉすᙺ̿̿ᢏ⾡のࡓከ国㛫♫のᯝࠊࡀ࠺ࢁ࠶㔜せ࡛ࡶ⟇

⾡ኚ㠉ࡉ࡚ࡗࡼまࡊま࡞ᶵࡀࡿࢀࡽ࠼≧ἣࢆฟ࡛ྛ࠺ࡼࡿࡁ国ࢆᨭすࡇࡿ

 。ࡿ࡞ㄽⅬࡶ̿̿
 
㛤Ⓨの㈨㔠ㄪ㐩࡚࠸ࡘはࠊ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡛の国ෆ㈨※ືဨࡀᴟ࡚ࡵ㔜せ࡛ࡿ࠶。国ෆ

⛯ไᨵ㠉のྲྀり⤌ࡳຍࠊ࠼ຠᯝⓗ࡞国際⛒⛯༠ㄪࡶᚲせ࡛ࡿ࠶。⌧ᅾࠊ国際⛒⛯༠

ㄪの㐍ᒎはࡶࡿ࠶ののࠊ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国ࡀୡ⏺యの⛯のṇᙜ࡞ศࡅ๓ࢆᅇ࡛ࡼࡿࡁ

ࡿࡅഴࢆ⪥ᠱᛕࡸศ࠸㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国のゝࠊりࡓ࠶ࡿす❧☜ࢆไᗘࠊไᐃしࢆつ๎࠺

ࡽ࠶ࠊࡃ࡞࡛ࡅࡔ࡚࠸おపᡤᚓ国ࠊከ国㛫㛤Ⓨ㖟⾜は。ࡿ࠶ᚲせ࡛ࡀດຊࡿ࡞ࡽࡉ

 。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡁすࡓᯝࢆᙺ࡞ゐ፹ⓗの㈨㔠ືဨࡵࡓ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国の᪂⯆ᕷሙࡿࡺ
 
മົᣢ⥆ྍ⬟ᛶはࠊ㛤Ⓨのࡵࡓの㈨㔠ㄪ㐩おࡿࡅ㔜せ࡞ㄢ㢟࡛ࡿ࠶。ㄪ㐩㈨㔠࣮ࢽ

。ࡿ࡞ࡇࡿ౫Ꮡすධ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国はᚲ↛ⓗࠊࡿ៖す⪄ࢆࡇࡿ࠶࡛⏒ࡀࢬ

മົࢆ㐺ษࡘຠᯝⓗ⏝すࠊࡤࢀすࡄඖࡿࢀࡀはࠊࡀࡿ࠶࡛ࡎၥ㢟はࢀࡑࠊ

ࡀ࠺のࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡉᢞ㈨ࢺࢡ࢙ࢪࣟࣉฟすࡳ⏕ࢆ┈ࡿし࡚┦ᛂすࡓᯝࡀ

。ࡿ࠶ࡀᚲせࡿᰝᐃすりຠ⋡ⓗࡼࢆ௨ୗࠊ国際♫は。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇ࠸࡞ࡽศࢇ

す1）ࡕࢃ࡞ ）മົのᐜ2）ࠊ ）മົᣢ⥆ྍ⬟ᛶࢆ㐩成࡛ࡿࡁᡭẁࠊ（ 3 ）බⓗ㒊㛛

മᶒ⪅♫ࡼࠊࡀりከࡃ㈐௵ࢆᯝࡓしྛࠊ国のമົᵓ㐀のࡿ࡞ࡽࡉᅇຊ࣓ࡿࡆୖࢆ

ࡓࡿࡵ㧗ࢆ௵㈐りㄪᩚຊࡓ࠶ࡿ㈚す㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国ࡀ⪅മᶒࠊഛしᩚࢆ࣒ࢬࢽ࢝

 。ࡿ࠶࡛ࠊࡿࡁ࡛ࡀఱࡽࡉࡵ
 
ୡ⏺ⓗ࡞ኚの₻流ࡸᙳ㡪ຊはࠊ≧ἣࡸ⎔ቃ࡚ࡗࡼᕥྑࢸࣥࣟࣇ。ࡿࢀࡉᴗ

はࢀࡑࠊ௨እのᴗは␗ࡿ࡞ၥ㢟┤㠃し࡚ࡿ࠸。〇㐀ᴗはࢫࣅ࣮ࢧᴗは㐪࠺ㄢ

㢟ࢆᢪࡿ࠸࡚࠼。㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国はඛ㐍ㅖ国はูの≧ἣࡇ。ࡿ࠸࡚ࢀ⨨のࡉ࡞࠺ࡼ

まࡊま࡞┦㐪ࢆ⪃៖すࠊࡿከ国㛫༠ຊはໟᣓⓗ࠸ࡿ࠶はᢳ㇟ⓗ㆟ㄽ࡛࡞࠺ࡼࡿࡁ

ୡࠊࡘࡘㄆ㆑しࢆ㐪┦ࡿ࠶ሙ㠃࡞まࡊまࡉไᗘのࡓし࠺ࡇࠊはࠎᡃ。࠸࡞の࡛はࡶ

⏺つᶍの༠ຊࢆ᥎㐍すࡿᨻ⟇ࢆ㑅ᢥすࡿᚲせࡿ࠶ࡀ。 
 
 
 ࢳ࣮ࣆࢫࣥࣙࢳࣥࣛ
 
 㸸࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫ
 
ࢩ ࣒ࣛࢢࣟࣉ経済࣭㛤Ⓨࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ ᡤ✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈẶ㸸ࣗࢩࣅࣝࢹ࣭࣐ࣝࢣ
 ࣮࢙ࣟࣇࢽ
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 せ᪨㸸ࢳ࣮ࣆࢫ
 
⌧ᅾࠊᡃࠎは㠀ᖖᅔ㞴࡛࠶りࡘࠊ᪂し࠸ᒁ㠃ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ❧。⌧௦ୡ⏺ࡑࠊし࡚ࢢ

せᅉはࡿ࠸し࡚のࡶ࠸㞴しࢆࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟ 5  。ࡿ࠶ࡘ
 
1 㐍ࡀᵓ㐀ኚ㠉࡞ほⅬ࡛の᰿ᮏⓗ࠺࠸国ෆ経済の㔜せᛶࡿࡵ༨ୡ⏺経済ࠊは┠ࡘ

⾜୰ࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇ࠺࠸ࡔはࠊ 1 9 9 0 年௦ࢺ࢚ࣅࢯࠊ㐃㑥ࡑの

⾨ᫍ国ࡀᕷሙᚿྥⓗୡ⏺㛛ᡞࢆ㛤ࡁࡓ࠸ጞまりࠊ⡿国はከࡃのⅬ࡛⤯࡞ຊ

ࡶᮇ࡛ࡓࡗጞまᐇ際ࠊࡀ⛬㐣ࡿᩡすඛ㐍経済ࡀは㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国ࢀࡑ。ࡓࡗᣢࢆ

。ࡓࡗ࠶ 1 9 9 0 年௦ึ㢌ẚ㍑し࡚⌧ᅾのୡ⏺ࢆ⪃ᐹすࠊࡿᡃࠎはࡉまࡊま࡞㠃࡛ま

 。ࡿ࠸ከᴟᛶの ୰ࡉ
 
୰国は経済国し࡚⡿国ᙇりྜ࡚ࡗおりࠊ୰国ࡼࡀり㏿ࡃ経済成㛗し⥆࠸ࡿࡅ

ࠊ㝈り࠸࡞ࡁ㉳ࡀ༴ᶵ࡞㔜国ෆྠࠊ୰国は。ࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡽ࡚❧ࡀぢ㏻し࠺ 1 0 㹼 2 0 年
ᚋはඃࢩࣟ。࠺ࢁ࠶࡛ࡘ❧は౫↛し࡚㌷国࡛ࡑ。ࡿ࠶の㌷ຊ㌷

国のࡽは᫂ࢩࣟࠊࡤࢀ៖す⪄ࢆື⾜ 1 。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡘ E U は౫↛し࡚⡿国ࡼり

。ࡿ࠸᭷し࡚ࢆ経済ຊ࡞ࡁ E U はຍ┕国ࡀ一యࠊࡤࢀ࠶ࡶࡁࡿࡁ࡛ࡀື⾜࡚ࡗ࡞

➨⡿国は。ࡿ࠶ࡶࡁ࠸࡞࡛࠺ࡑ 4 ᴟ࡛ࢀࡑࠊࡀࡿ࠶はࡼりከᴟࡀ㐍ࡔࢇୡ⏺お

ᇶࠊほⅬ࡛は࠺࠸国Ẹ国ᐙࠊሙྜࡓࡳࢆࢫࣥࢼࣂ࣭࢞ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ。ࡿ࠶のヰ࡛࡚࠸

ᮏᵓ㐀はᚑ᮶は࡞り␗ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ࡞。ᡃࡀࠎ I M F ࠊ⾜ୡ⏺㖟ࠊ G 2 0 ࠊ G 7 ࠊ W T O ࡘ

ࡽ࡞は࡚ࢀᛀࢆࡇࡿ࠸りከᴟし࡚ࡼࡀ⏺ୡࡿ࡞の⫼ᬒࡑࠊは際ࡿ㆟ㄽす࡚࠸

 。࠸࡞
 
2 ࠸ࠊࡿ࠸㈠᫆⮬⏤の㒊ศはし࡚࡞ᐜ᫆ࠊつไのほⅬ࡛は㈠᫆ࠊは┠ࡘ

㈠᫆交΅のㄽ㢟。ࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡉ๐ῶᖜ࡛ࢁࡇࡿࡺࡽ࠶㛵⛯⋡は。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇ࠺

యࡼり῝ࡃ㛵㐃し࡚ࡿ࠸のはࠊつไࡸ国ቃෆᥐ⨨㛵すࡿၥ㢟࡛ࡀࢀࡇ。ࡿ࠶ᚑ᮶

の㈠᫆交΅の᰿ᮏⓗ࡞┦㐪࡛ࡿ࠶。⌧ᅾの㈠᫆交΅のㄽ㢟はࠊ国Ẹ国ᐙࡀෆᨻၥ㢟

つࡃ࡞㈠᫆ᨻ⟇࡛は࡞ḟのᡭ㡰はఏ⤫ⓗ。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡽࡿ㛵㐃すၥ㢟ࡿ࠸࡚ࡌಙࡔ

ไ㛵㐃しࡶࡓの࡛ࢀࡇࠊま࡛ࡼりࡗࡎᅔ㞴ࡶ࡞のࡿࡃ࡚ࡗ࡞。ၥ㢟の 1 ࠊはࡘ

ୡ⏺経済お࡚࠸はつไࢆの⛬ᗘ⤫一すࡿᚲせࣛࣉ。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇ࠺࠸ࡿ࠶ࡀ

りඃඛࡼ⏤⌮࡞のྜ⌮ⓗࢀࡒࢀࡑ国ྛࠊ㛵し࡚は国ᐙのᙺࠊᡤᚓศ㓄ࠊ࣮ࢩࣂ

㡰ࡀ㐪ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ。ᚲせࡿ࡞のはࡇࠊの࡞࠺ࡼඃඛ㡰ࢆ⪃៖すࡿ࠶࡛ࡇࡿ。し

ま࡛ࡇࡿࡏࡉศ࣮࣑ࣀࢥ࢚ࣈࢧ複ᩘのࡿࢀࡉつไಶูࠊࢆしୡ⏺経済య

は࡛࠸࡞ࡁ。ඃඛ㡰のᑛ㔜ດࠊࡇࡿࡵୡ⏺ᕷሙ࠶ࡀまりከࡃの⣽ศࢆ⿕

 。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡁぢฟすࢆࢫࣥࣛࣂ࡞の㛫࡛の㐺ษࡇࡿす࠺ࡼ࠸࡞ࡽ
 
3 ࢡࢸᡭ。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇࡓࡗ࠶ࡀኚ࡞᰿ᮏⓗ⥺άືのྛ✀㈝⏝᭤࡞㔜せࠊは┠ࡘ

⏝㈝⏺㝈ࠊ一᪉࡛࠸㧗ᅛᐃ㈝⏝は㠀ᖖࡸ⥺のྛ✀㈝⏝᭤ࡑࠊはࡃᴗのከ࣮ࢪࣟࣀ
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 せ᪨㸸ࢳ࣮ࣆࢫ
 
⌧ᅾࠊᡃࠎは㠀ᖖᅔ㞴࡛࠶りࡘࠊ᪂し࠸ᒁ㠃ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ❧。⌧௦ୡ⏺ࡑࠊし࡚ࢢ

せᅉはࡿ࠸し࡚のࡶ࠸㞴しࢆࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟ 5  。ࡿ࠶ࡘ
 
1 㐍ࡀᵓ㐀ኚ㠉࡞ほⅬ࡛の᰿ᮏⓗ࠺࠸国ෆ経済の㔜せᛶࡿࡵ༨ୡ⏺経済ࠊは┠ࡘ

⾜୰ࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇ࠺࠸ࡔはࠊ 1 9 9 0 年௦ࢺ࢚ࣅࢯࠊ㐃㑥ࡑの

⾨ᫍ国ࡀᕷሙᚿྥⓗୡ⏺㛛ᡞࢆ㛤ࡁࡓ࠸ጞまりࠊ⡿国はከࡃのⅬ࡛⤯࡞ຊ

ࡶᮇ࡛ࡓࡗጞまᐇ際ࠊࡀ⛬㐣ࡿᩡすඛ㐍経済ࡀは㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国ࢀࡑ。ࡓࡗᣢࢆ

。ࡓࡗ࠶ 1 9 9 0 年௦ึ㢌ẚ㍑し࡚⌧ᅾのୡ⏺ࢆ⪃ᐹすࠊࡿᡃࠎはࡉまࡊま࡞㠃࡛ま

 。ࡿ࠸ከᴟᛶの ୰ࡉ
 
୰国は経済国し࡚⡿国ᙇりྜ࡚ࡗおりࠊ୰国ࡼࡀり㏿ࡃ経済成㛗し⥆࠸ࡿࡅ

ࠊ㝈り࠸࡞ࡁ㉳ࡀ༴ᶵ࡞㔜国ෆྠࠊ୰国は。ࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡽ࡚❧ࡀぢ㏻し࠺ 1 0 㹼 2 0 年
ᚋはඃࢩࣟ。࠺ࢁ࠶࡛ࡘ❧は౫↛し࡚㌷国࡛ࡑ。ࡿ࠶の㌷ຊ㌷

国のࡽは᫂ࢩࣟࠊࡤࢀ៖す⪄ࢆື⾜ 1 。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡘ E U は౫↛し࡚⡿国ࡼり

。ࡿ࠸᭷し࡚ࢆ経済ຊ࡞ࡁ E U はຍ┕国ࡀ一యࠊࡤࢀ࠶ࡶࡁࡿࡁ࡛ࡀື⾜࡚ࡗ࡞

➨⡿国は。ࡿ࠶ࡶࡁ࠸࡞࡛࠺ࡑ 4 ᴟ࡛ࢀࡑࠊࡀࡿ࠶はࡼりከᴟࡀ㐍ࡔࢇୡ⏺お

ᇶࠊほⅬ࡛は࠺࠸国Ẹ国ᐙࠊሙྜࡓࡳࢆࢫࣥࢼࣂ࣭࢞ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ。ࡿ࠶のヰ࡛࡚࠸

ᮏᵓ㐀はᚑ᮶は࡞り␗ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ࡞。ᡃࡀࠎ I M F ࠊ⾜ୡ⏺㖟ࠊ G 2 0 ࠊ G 7 ࠊ W T O ࡘ

ࡽ࡞は࡚ࢀᛀࢆࡇࡿ࠸りከᴟし࡚ࡼࡀ⏺ୡࡿ࡞の⫼ᬒࡑࠊは際ࡿ㆟ㄽす࡚࠸

 。࠸࡞
 
2 ࠸ࠊࡿ࠸㈠᫆⮬⏤の㒊ศはし࡚࡞ᐜ᫆ࠊつไのほⅬ࡛は㈠᫆ࠊは┠ࡘ

㈠᫆交΅のㄽ㢟。ࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡉ๐ῶᖜ࡛ࢁࡇࡿࡺࡽ࠶㛵⛯⋡は。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇ࠺

యࡼり῝ࡃ㛵㐃し࡚ࡿ࠸のはࠊつไࡸ国ቃෆᥐ⨨㛵すࡿၥ㢟࡛ࡀࢀࡇ。ࡿ࠶ᚑ᮶

の㈠᫆交΅の᰿ᮏⓗ࡞┦㐪࡛ࡿ࠶。⌧ᅾの㈠᫆交΅のㄽ㢟はࠊ国Ẹ国ᐙࡀෆᨻၥ㢟

つࡃ࡞㈠᫆ᨻ⟇࡛は࡞ḟのᡭ㡰はఏ⤫ⓗ。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡽࡿ㛵㐃すၥ㢟ࡿ࠸࡚ࡌಙࡔ

ไ㛵㐃しࡶࡓの࡛ࢀࡇࠊま࡛ࡼりࡗࡎᅔ㞴ࡶ࡞のࡿࡃ࡚ࡗ࡞。ၥ㢟の 1 ࠊはࡘ

ୡ⏺経済お࡚࠸はつไࢆの⛬ᗘ⤫一すࡿᚲせࣛࣉ。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇ࠺࠸ࡿ࠶ࡀ

りඃඛࡼ⏤⌮࡞のྜ⌮ⓗࢀࡒࢀࡑ国ྛࠊ㛵し࡚は国ᐙのᙺࠊᡤᚓศ㓄ࠊ࣮ࢩࣂ

㡰ࡀ㐪ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ。ᚲせࡿ࡞のはࡇࠊの࡞࠺ࡼඃඛ㡰ࢆ⪃៖すࡿ࠶࡛ࡇࡿ。し

ま࡛ࡇࡿࡏࡉศ࣮࣑ࣀࢥ࢚ࣈࢧ複ᩘのࡿࢀࡉつไಶูࠊࢆしୡ⏺経済య

は࡛࠸࡞ࡁ。ඃඛ㡰のᑛ㔜ດࠊࡇࡿࡵୡ⏺ᕷሙ࠶ࡀまりከࡃの⣽ศࢆ⿕

 。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡁぢฟすࢆࢫࣥࣛࣂ࡞の㛫࡛の㐺ษࡇࡿす࠺ࡼ࠸࡞ࡽ
 
3 ࢡࢸᡭ。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇࡓࡗ࠶ࡀኚ࡞᰿ᮏⓗ⥺άືのྛ✀㈝⏝᭤࡞㔜せࠊは┠ࡘ

⏝㈝⏺㝈ࠊ一᪉࡛࠸㧗ᅛᐃ㈝⏝は㠀ᖖࡸ⥺のྛ✀㈝⏝᭤ࡑࠊはࡃᴗのከ࣮ࢪࣟࣀ

は㠀ᖖప↛⮬ࠊࡵࡓ࠸⊂༨ᴗࡿ࡞ഴྥࡽࢀࡇ。ࡿ࠶ࡀの㈝⏝ᵓ㐀ࢆつไすࡿ

ࡼࡇࡿつไすࢆᴗࡿ᭷すࢆ⥺ᚑ᮶ᆺの㈝⏝᭤࠸࡞ࡃ㏆ࣟࢮࡀ⏝㈝⏺㝈ࠊはࡇ

りはࡿᅔ㞴࡛ࠊ⡆༢࠼⟆࡞はࡇ。࠸࡞のㄽⅬはࠊ㈠᫆つไのㄽⅬ┦ࡧ⤖

ࡤࢀ࠸ᙉࢆ⟇தᨻ➇࡞࠺ࡼの࡚࠸ࡘ⥺の✀のྛ✀㈝⏝᭤ࡇࠊࡤ࠼。ࡿ࠸࡚࠸ࡘ

ሙྜは࠸㧗㠀ᖖࡀ㈝ᅛᐃࠊの࡞ࡁࡿすࢆດຊ࠺ࡼしࢆཧධࠊの࠸࠸

 。ࡿ࠶࡛࡞ࠊのࡿす࠺
4 ⏘⏕⥲国ෆ。ࡿ࠶Ⅼ࡛࠺࠸ࠊ࠸ࡁࡗࡎりࡼま࡛ࢀࡇࡀᾘ㈝⪅వࠊは┠ࡘ

ᑐすࡿ経済ཌ⏕ࢆ⪃ᐹす࡚ࡗࡓ࠶ࡿはࠊᾘ㈝⪅వࡿ࠼⪄ࢆᚲせࡿ࠶ࡀ。᪥のᾘ

㈝⪅వはከࡃの᪂⯆㒊㛛࡛㠀ᖖࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ࡞ࡃࡁ。ከࡃの㒊㛛ࡀ௨๓ࡼりศし

࡚おりࢀࡒࢀࡑࠊの≧ἣࢆࢳ࣮ࣟࣉࡓࡏࢃྜᚲせし࡚ࡿ࠸。ᾘ㈝⪅వࡀࡁ

࡞ࡽࡘࡳはの᪉法はᐜ᫆ࡑࠊࡿつไす࠺ࡼのࢆᕷሙࡿ࠸し࡚ࡓᯝࢆᙺ࡞

 。࠸
 
5 国ෆのࠊ࠺㢪࠸ࡓࡵ㧗ࢆதຊ➇࡞の国際ⓗࡑࠊࢀࡉり㛤ᨺࡼࡀ経済ࠊは┠ࡘ

♫㐃ᖏࡼࢆりከࡃᚲせす࠺࠸ࠊࡿⅬ࡛ࡿ࠶（ R o d r i k ,  1 9 9 8 ）。ᕷሙ㛤ᨺ国際༠

ຊのࡵࡓຊࢆᑾࡃしࣥࣟࢡ࣐࣭࢚ࣝࣗࢽ࣐࢚ࡓ⤫㡿はࡑࠊのᕷሙ㛤ᨺᨻ⟇ࣃ

పᡤ᭱。࠺ࢁࡔࡿ࡞ᚲせࡀࡇࡿࡅࡘࡧ⤖ࡶࢪ࣮ࢣࢵࣃ⟇㐃ᖏᨻ♫ࢆࢪ࣮ࢣࢵ

ᚓಖ㞀࠺࠸ᵓはࠊ国Ẹࡀ団⤖すࡿไᗘの☜❧ࢆពし࡚おりࠊಶ人のಖㆤࢆಶ人

の㧗ືྍ࠸ᛶ（転⫋ࡸ転ᒃ）ࡿ࠸࡚ࡏࢃྜࡳ⤌Ⅼ࡛⯆῝ࡿ࠶࡛ࢳ࣮ࣟࣉ࠸。 
 
国࣭ࣝ࣋国ෆࣞࠊࡇࡿࡃ࡚ࡗ㐪ୡ⏺は࠺ྥࡽࢀࡇࡀࠎᡃࠊのኚはࡽࢀࡇ

際ࣞࣝ࣋の୧᪉࡛ᨻ⟇ࢆ⦎りୖࡀࡇࡿࡆ㞴しࢆࡇࡿ࡞ࡃ♧し࡚ࡿ࠸。Ἴཬຠᯝࡀ

ࡑࠊり࠶㔜せ࡛Ἴཬຠᯝは㠀ᖖࠊしし。࠸࡞ᚲせはࡿつไす国際ⓗࠊࡤࢀࡅ࡞

のࢺ࢙࢘はࡽࡉࡿ࠸࡚ࡁ࡚ࡗ࡞ࡃࡁ。᪂し࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ࠸はࠊἼཬຠᯝ┦

స⏝࠺࠸どⅬࡀᚲせࡿ࡞。国のඃඛ㡯ࢆᑛ㔜しࠊୡ⏺୰࡛㐠⏝ྍ⬟࣮ࢹࠊ࡞

៖⪄ࢆἼཬຠᯝ。࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞ࡅࡘࡳࢆのᑐᛂ法࣮ࢩࣂࣛࣉࢱ࣮ࢹ⌮⟶ࢱ

すࠊࡿ国際༠ຊはᚋᴟ࡚ࡵ㔜せࡿ࡞。 
 
ᚋ 1 0 年㛫はࠊୡ⏺ࡀ᪂し࠸ไᗘࢆぢฟ࠺ࡑヨ࠸ࡿ࠶ࠊࡿࡳは᪤Ꮡのไᗘࢆ᪂し࠸

ㄢ㢟㐺ྜ࠺ࡼࡏࡉすࡿᮇࡇ。࠺ࢁ࡞の㥑ࡅᘬࡶ࡛ࡁ᪥⡿㛵ಀは㔜せ࡛ࡿ࠶。

ከࡃのሙᡤ࡛࣒ࢬࣜࢼࣙࢩࢼ࢜ࢿのྎ㢌ࠊࡵࡓࡿࢀࡽࡳࡀ⚾はᚋのᩘ年㛫࠶ࢆまり

ᴦほどし࡚࠸࡞࠸。ᆅඖ᭷ᶒ⪅の๓࡛㔜せ࡞国際ၥ㢟ࢆᣢࡕฟし࡚ࡗࡼࢀࡑࠊ⮬ศ

のᚓ⚊ᩘࢆቑ࠺ࡑࡸᮇᚅすࡇࡿは㠀ᖖ㞴し࠸。㔜࡛ᝒ࡞ฟ᮶ࡀ㉳࡞ࡽࡇ

࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡇ࠺࠸ࠊ࠸࡞ࡵは┠ぬୡ⏺༠ຊのᚲせᛶ࡞りᙉᅛࡼはࠎ人ࠊࡤࢀࡅ

ᛶ≉࡞ࡓᾘ㈝⪅వの᪂⥺᭤⏝㈝ࠊᘬຊはࢇࡅࡿࢀ⁄㨩ຊࡶ᭱。ࡿ࠸࡛ࢇᮃ࠺ࡼ

の⏘ฟ࡛࠶りࡇࠊの࡞࠺ࡼ≉ᛶࡀ国ෆእのつไの࡞࠺ࡼᙳ㡪ࢆཬࡰすの࡛࠺ࢁ࠶

 。
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せ࡞ㄽⅬ㸸 
 
 ࠊࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢᢏ⾡㠉᪂ࡑࠊし࡚ࠊ㞠⏝ࠊ㈤㔠ࠊ᱁ᕪの㠃࡛の人ཱྀືែ

の᥎⛣はࠊの࡞࠺ࡼពࢆᣢࡘの。 
 ࣝ࢟ࢫ⏕ᾭᏛ⩦はࠊの࡞࠺ࡼពࢆᣢࡘの。 
 ປാのᛶ㉁ࡀኚࡿࢃ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国のⓎᒎの㐨➽の࡞࠺ࡼᙳ㡪ࡿ࠶ࡀの。 
 
 
 㸸࣮ࢱ࣮ࣞࢹࣔ
 
ཎᒸ┤ᖾẶ㸸国際経済交流財団 ᑓົ⌮ 
 
せ࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫ㸸 
 
 ⚟ᒣ‶⏤⨾Ặ㸸ᰴᘧ♫᪥❧〇సᡤ ◊✲㛤Ⓨࣉ࣮ࣝࢢ ᢏ⾡ᡓ␎ᐊ ᢏ⾡⤫ᣓࢭ

㛗 ව C࣮ࢱࣥ I O  
 ࣇࢫ࣭ࣘࢻࢵࣄࣕࢩẶ㸸ࣥࢺࣥࢩ࣡ࢪ࣮ࣙࢪᏛ ࣮ࣝࢡࢫࢫࢿࢪࣅ T h e  G r o w t h  

D i a l o g u e  ࢺࢫ࣑ࣀࢥ࢚ࣇ࣮ࢳ 
 ࢺࢫ࢙࣭࢘ࣝࣞࢲẶ㸸ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈ◊✲ᡤ ࢫࣥࢼࣂ࢞◊✲ᢸᙜ࣮ࢱࢡࣞࢹ

වᡤ㛗 
 ࢫࢺࣥࢧ࣭ࣛࢹࣥẶ㸸ୡ⏺㖟⾜ ♫ⓗಖㆤ࣭ୡ⏺ປാ័⾜ᢸᙜࢥ࢚ࢽࢩ

 ࢺࢫ࣑ࣀ
 
 
㆟せ᪨㸸 
 
㞠⏝ࠊ㈤㔠ࠊ᱁ᕪの㔜せ࡞ពྜࢆ࠸ᣢࡘ 2 。ࡿ࠶ࡀ流₻࡞ࡁのࡘ 1 ⾡ᢏࠊは┠ࡘ

㠉᪂࡛ࠊࢺࢵ࣎ࣟ。ࡿ࠶人ᕤ▱⬟ࣥࣙࢩ࣮࣓ࢺ࣮࢜ࠊ࣒ࢬࣜࢦࣝࠊはࠊከࡃの㒊㛛

࡛ປാࢆኚࡿ࠸࡚ࡏࡉ。 2 の⪅⏝㠀ṇつ㞠。ࡿ࠶の転࡛ࣝࢹࣔࢫࢿࢪࣅは┠ࡘ

౫Ꮡࣝࢱࢫࢺ࣓ࣥࢪࢿ࣐࣮ࣥࣜࠊのᑟධࠊ⤌⧊のࢺࢵࣛࣇᇶ࡙ࡃ⟶⌮ᡭ法ࡀぢ

 。ࡓࡗ࡞࠺ࡼࡿࢀࡽ
 
経済࣭ᨻ㠃࡛ṇしࡃๅ᪂࡛ࠊࡤࢀࡁᡃࠎは 2 0 5 0 年ま࡛は⣲ᬕࡽし࠸≧ែ╔ᆅし

㎰ᴗ経済ࠊࡶ⡿国。ࡿ࠸し࡚♧ࡿ࠶࡛⬟ྍࡀࢀࡑࠊṔྐは。࠺ࢁ࠶࡛ࡇࡿ࠸࡚

ࢆ一㐃の経済࣭ᨻᨵ㠉。ࡿ࠸経㦂し࡚ࢆᨵ㠉ࠖࠕᵝのྠࠊの⛣⾜ᕤᴗ経済ࡽ

⮳ែ≦࠸りⰋࡼ⡿国は᭱⤊ⓗࠊ経࡚ࢆኚࡓしΰἁࡪཬ༑年ᩘࠊᯝ⤖ࡓࡅ⥆
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せ࡞ㄽⅬ㸸 
 
 ࠊࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢᢏ⾡㠉᪂ࡑࠊし࡚ࠊ㞠⏝ࠊ㈤㔠ࠊ᱁ᕪの㠃࡛の人ཱྀືែ

の᥎⛣はࠊの࡞࠺ࡼពࢆᣢࡘの。 
 ࣝ࢟ࢫ⏕ᾭᏛ⩦はࠊの࡞࠺ࡼពࢆᣢࡘの。 
 ປാのᛶ㉁ࡀኚࡿࢃ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国のⓎᒎの㐨➽の࡞࠺ࡼᙳ㡪ࡿ࠶ࡀの。 
 
 
 㸸࣮ࢱ࣮ࣞࢹࣔ
 
ཎᒸ┤ᖾẶ㸸国際経済交流財団 ᑓົ⌮ 
 
せ࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫ㸸 
 
 ⚟ᒣ‶⏤⨾Ặ㸸ᰴᘧ♫᪥❧〇సᡤ ◊✲㛤Ⓨࣉ࣮ࣝࢢ ᢏ⾡ᡓ␎ᐊ ᢏ⾡⤫ᣓࢭ

㛗 ව C࣮ࢱࣥ I O  
 ࣇࢫ࣭ࣘࢻࢵࣄࣕࢩẶ㸸ࣥࢺࣥࢩ࣡ࢪ࣮ࣙࢪᏛ ࣮ࣝࢡࢫࢫࢿࢪࣅ T h e  G r o w t h  

D i a l o g u e  ࢺࢫ࣑ࣀࢥ࢚ࣇ࣮ࢳ 
 ࢺࢫ࢙࣭࢘ࣝࣞࢲẶ㸸ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈ◊✲ᡤ ࢫࣥࢼࣂ࢞◊✲ᢸᙜ࣮ࢱࢡࣞࢹ

වᡤ㛗 
 ࢫࢺࣥࢧ࣭ࣛࢹࣥẶ㸸ୡ⏺㖟⾜ ♫ⓗಖㆤ࣭ୡ⏺ປാ័⾜ᢸᙜࢥ࢚ࢽࢩ

 ࢺࢫ࣑ࣀ
 
 
㆟せ᪨㸸 
 
㞠⏝ࠊ㈤㔠ࠊ᱁ᕪの㔜せ࡞ពྜࢆ࠸ᣢࡘ 2 。ࡿ࠶ࡀ流₻࡞ࡁのࡘ 1 ⾡ᢏࠊは┠ࡘ

㠉᪂࡛ࠊࢺࢵ࣎ࣟ。ࡿ࠶人ᕤ▱⬟ࣥࣙࢩ࣮࣓ࢺ࣮࢜ࠊ࣒ࢬࣜࢦࣝࠊはࠊከࡃの㒊㛛

࡛ປാࢆኚࡿ࠸࡚ࡏࡉ。 2 の⪅⏝㠀ṇつ㞠。ࡿ࠶の転࡛ࣝࢹࣔࢫࢿࢪࣅは┠ࡘ

౫Ꮡࣝࢱࢫࢺ࣓ࣥࢪࢿ࣐࣮ࣥࣜࠊのᑟධࠊ⤌⧊のࢺࢵࣛࣇᇶ࡙ࡃ⟶⌮ᡭ法ࡀぢ

 。ࡓࡗ࡞࠺ࡼࡿࢀࡽ
 
経済࣭ᨻ㠃࡛ṇしࡃๅ᪂࡛ࠊࡤࢀࡁᡃࠎは 2 0 5 0 年ま࡛は⣲ᬕࡽし࠸≧ែ╔ᆅし

㎰ᴗ経済ࠊࡶ⡿国。ࡿ࠸し࡚♧ࡿ࠶࡛⬟ྍࡀࢀࡑࠊṔྐは。࠺ࢁ࠶࡛ࡇࡿ࠸࡚

ࢆ一㐃の経済࣭ᨻᨵ㠉。ࡿ࠸経㦂し࡚ࢆᨵ㠉ࠖࠕᵝのྠࠊの⛣⾜ᕤᴗ経済ࡽ

⮳ែ≦࠸りⰋࡼ⡿国は᭱⤊ⓗࠊ経࡚ࢆኚࡓしΰἁࡪཬ༑年ᩘࠊᯝ⤖ࡓࡅ⥆

ᨻᨵࠊり࠶ࡀ࡞ᩍ⫱ไᗘのᣑࠊኻᴗಖ㝤ࠊಖ㞀ไᗘ♫ࠊは経済ᨵ㠉。ࡓࡗ

㠉はࠊ㑅ᣲẸᒙのᣑࠊ᠇法ಟṇࡿࡼᡤᚓ⛯のᑟධࡓࡗ࠶ࡀ࡞。 
 
⡿国ࡀ᪥のㄢ㢟ᑐฎすࡵࡓࡿはࠊಶ人ࡀ㈐௵ࢆ㈇࠺ഴྥࡽ♫ࡀ㈐௵ࢆ㈇࠺

ᙧ⛣⾜しࣝࢱࢪࢹࠊࡎࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞経済の⛣⾜の୰࡛ᕷẸࡰࡁ࡚࠸⨨ࡀりࡽ࡞

ࡘࡃ࠸࡞⩦ᾭᏛ⏕ࡸ⫱はປാ⪅のᩍࠎᡃ。࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞ពし␃࠺ࡼ࠸࡞

のᨻ⟇ᡭẁࡼ。ࡿ࠶ࡀりᛴ㐍ⓗ࡞ᡭẁはࠊ⡿国のᐩ⿱ᒙのୖ 1 㸣ࠊ㐃ᖏ⛯࠺࠸

財⏘⛯ࢆ 1 㸣ㄢすࡶ࠺࠸の࡛ࡿ࠶（W e s t ,  2 0 1 8 ）。⌧⾜のᨻไᗘはࡇの⛯ࢆᐇ

すࡵࡓࡿᚲせࡶ࡞のはഛࠊࡀ࠸࡞࠸࡚ࡗࢃ一㐃のᨻ⟇ᨵ㠉࡚ࡗࡼኚྍࡿࢀࡽ࠼⬟

ᛶࡿ࠶ࡀ。 
 
ୡ⏺୰࡛⏘ᴗ࣭♫ࣛࣇࣥのࣝࢱࢪࢹࡀຍ㏿し࡚おり࣮࢛ࣇࢫࣥࣛࢺࣝࢱࢪࢹࠊ

♫ࡸປാຊ㊊ࠊ᪥ᮏᨻᗓは。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ࡞の国の⏘ᴗ経済の≉ᚩࡃはከࣥࣙࢩ࣮࣓

ಖ㞀㈝のୖ᪼࡞の♫ၥ㢟ࢆゎỴしࠊࡘࡘ人㛫ࢆ୰ᚰࡿ࠼⪄᪂し࠸♫ࢧࢯࠕ

ࢸ࢚ 5 . 0（S o c i e t y  5 . 0 ࢸ࢚ࢧࢯࠕ᪥ᮏのෆ㛶はࠊ年。ࡓᥦၐしࢆᴫᛕ࠺࠸ࠖ（ 5 . 0 ࠖ
㐩成のࡵࡓのᨵ㠉ࢆ᥇ᢥし5ࢸ࢚ࢧࢯࠕ。ࡓ . 0 のࠖ 5 ᮏᰕはࠊձᗣ࣭་⒪࣭ㆤ࣮ࢧ

のᵓࡇ。ࡿ࠶࡛⼥し࡚յ㔠ࡑࠊ㒔ᕷ㛤Ⓨࣛࣇࣥմࠊりࡃの࡙ࡶճࠊື⛣ղࠊࢫࣅ

ࢆ⫼ᬒࠊ᪥❧ࣉ࣮ࣝࢢはࢱ࣮ࢹᇶ࡙ࡁປാ⪅のᖾ⚟ᗘࢩࣝࢱࢪࢹࡿࡏࡉୖྥࢆ

ࠊのヨ㦂࡛は࣒ࢸࢫࢩྠ。ࡓ㛤Ⓨしࢆ࣒ࢸࢫ A I ࠼⪅ཧຍࢆࢫࣂࢻࡓά⏝しࢆ

♧ࢆ㠃ࢫࣛࣉᢏ⾡のࣝࢱࢪࢹはࢀࡇ。ࡓࢀࡉㄆ☜ࡀࡇࡿりάᛶすࡼࡀሙ⫋ࠊࡿ

し࡚ࡿ࠸。 
 
ᢏ⾡ᑐすࡿ᪥ᮏのᴦほⓗ࡞ᒎᮃは␗࡞りࡑࠊのの国≉ࠊ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国のከࡃはࠊ

᪂ᢏ⾡ࡽࡓࡶࡀすᶵ᭱ࢆ㝈ά⏝࡛ࠕ。࠸࡞࠸࡚࠼⪄ࡿࡁࡿ࡞࠸ᩡࠖࡀᛴ

）࠸࡞࠼はᛮࡿࡁ㉳㏿ B a l d w i n ,  2 0 1 6 ࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸᪂しࠊẶはࣥ࢘ࢻ࣮ࣝ࣎。（

ࡓࡁ๐ῶし࡚ᖜࢆࢺࢫࢥࡿࡏࡉື⛣ࢆࢹ࡚࠼㉺ࢆ国ቃࠊはࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮ

ሗᢏ⾡ࢇࡅ࡚ࡗࡼᘬࡿࢀࡉ♧၀し࡚ࡿ࠸。ししࡘࡃ࠸ࡽࡀ࡞のせᅉࡼりࠊ

。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡌឤࢆはၥࠎᡃᛶ⬟ྍࡿࡇ㉳ᐇ際ࡀࢀࡑ 1 ࠊ国際ྲྀᘬࠊのせᅉは┠ࡘ

࠶࡛ࡇ࠺࠸࠸࡞ࡁຍ㏿はᮇᚅ࡛࡞のᖜࡑࠊし࡚おりࡀࡧရྲྀᘬのఙၟ≉

。ࡿ 2 ぢࡿ࡞ࡵṑṆ࡞ࡓ国際ྲྀᘬάᛶの᪂ࠊⓎ⏕しࡀ㈠᫆㞀ቨ࠸᪂しࠊは┠ࡘ

㎸まࡿ࠶࡛ࡇࡿࢀ。 3 ますます㧗まࡀᛶ⬟ྍࡿ㐍ᒎすࡀάືのᒁᆅ⏘⏕ࠊは┠ࡘ

の࠺క のணࡇ。࠺ࢁ࠶࡛ࡿ㞟୰すᑡᩘの国ࡀࡃのከ⏘⏕。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ

ᚋᢲしすࡀࣥࣙࢩ࣮࣓ࢺ࣮࢜のⅬ࡛はࡇ。ࡿ࠶㟂せの㧗まり࡛ࢬ࣐ࢱࢫ࢝〇ရのࡀ

 。ࡿࢀࡽࡆᣲࡀⅬࡿ࠸࡛ࢇᮃࢆಖㆤ〇㐀ᴗの国ෆᅇᖐࡀඛ㐍国ࠊᚋ᭱。࠺ࢁ࠶࡛ࡿ
 
᪂ᢏ⾡の࣓ࣜࢺࢵは㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国ࡁ⾜Ώࡇࡿは࠸࡞。㏆年のࢫࣇࢨ࢝ࠊࣆ࢜ࢳ࢚

の࢝ࣜࣇ༡ࠊࣥࢱࢫ࢟ࣃࠊࣥࢱ G D P はୗ㝆࠸ࡿ࠶࠸ࡤᶓࠊ〇㐀ᴗのྜはࡿࡵ༨

し࡚ࡇ。ࡿ࠸の⌧≧ࢆኚࡽࢀࡇࡵࡓࡿ࠼の国は࠺す࠸࠸ࡤࢀの。〇㐀のࢳࢵࢽ

－ 29 －



ࡀࡇぢฟすࢆ 1 ᐇ⌧はᅔ㞴ࠊ୰ࡿኚす㏿ᛴࡀ⏺ୡࠊࡀࡿ࠶は࡛ࢳ࣮ࣟࣉのࡘ

࠶ࡀᛶ⬟ྍࡿࢀま⏕ࡀ成㛗のᶵࡤࢀ⏝す㎰ᴗࢆ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࣝࢱࢪࢹ。ࡿ࠶࡛

⬟ྍࡶの㛤Ⓨࢫࣅ࣮ࢧࣝࢱࢪࢹ。ࡿ࡞ࡇࡿࡏࡉኻᴗࢆの人ࡃはከࢀࡇࠊののࡶࡿ

ᛶはࢀࡑࠊࡀࡿ࠶はࡿ࠶✀のࢆࣝ࢟ࢫᖜ㧗ᗘࡿࡏࡉᚲせࡇ。ࡿ࠶ࡀの࡞࠺ࡼ

≧ἣ࡛ࡼࠊりከᩘ᪂ᢏ⾡ࢆᾐ㏱ࡵࡓࡿࡏࡉはࠊ㐲㝸ᩍ⫱ࢆά⏝しࡓᢏ⬟ྥୖ

ࠊࡤࢀ࠼⪄ࢆࡇ࠸࡞ᑡࡀᩍ⫱ಀ࠸㉁の㧗ࠊしし。ࡿ࠶ࡀᚲせࡴ⤌りྲྀ┿ࡽࡉ

▷ᮇ㛫࡛࡞ࡁ㐪ࡳ⏕ࢆ࠸ฟࡿࡏの࠺はࢃし࠸。ูのศ㔝は R & D （◊✲㛤Ⓨ）

༙の㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国は。ࡿ࠶࡛ R & D ᱁ᕪのゎᾘは㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖࣛࣇࣥ。࠸పࡀのᢞ㈨㢠

国࡚ࡗはᘓタⓗ࡞せ⣲ࠊࡀ࠺ࢁ࡞⏝ྍ⬟࡞㈨※ࢀࡑࠊࡿ࠼⪄ࢆᛴ㏿

ࣟࣀࢡࢸࣝࢱࢪࢹࡸ㟁Ẽ㏻ಙࡿࡁ࡛⏝࡛࡞࢝ࣜࣇᮾࠊࡓま。࠸࡞ࡶ࠺ࡑࡁ࡛

のຠࢫࢭࢡのࢫࣅ࣮ࢧ⼥㔠ࡸ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ⼥㔠ࠊࡓࡁ࡚ࡗ࡞⬟ྍ࡚ࡌ㏻ࢆ࣮ࢪ

ᯝࡀ⏕⏘ᛶྥୖࡸ成㛗ࢆᚋᢲしす࠺ࡿは࠸ࠊまࡔ᫂☜࡛ࡿ࠶。 
 
ࠊࡀࡔࡕࡀᙜ࡚ࢆⅬ↔ࢫ࣮ࢣඛ㐍国࡛のࠊࡿ࡞ᠱᛕのヰࡿࢃࡘま࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ

㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国おࡿࡅၥ㢟はࡿ࠶࡛ࡇ࠺࠸࠸࡞ࢇࡀ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࠊ。㐣ཤ

ẚࡀ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࠊࡤࢀఏし࡚ࢻ࣮ࣆࢫࡃ࠸は㏿ࡶࡓࡗ࡞ࡃののࠊ⏝⋡は㠀ᖖ

。࠸పࡽࡉᶵはࡿࢀࡉ⏝άⓗ⏝㏵⏘⏕ࡀ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ࡞࠺ࡼのࡇࠊ࠼࠺࠸ప

ᴗは⣙ࡿ᭷すࢆ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ⏝άࢱ࣮ࢹ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡛ࠊࡤ࠼ࡓ 3 0 㸣㐣࠸࡞ࡂ。

ඛ㐍国࡛はศᴟࡀၥ㢟ࠊࡀࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ࡞㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡛はヰはࡗࡶ複㞧࡛ࡿ࠶。ከ

ࡀྜࡿࡵ༨㞠⏝యࡀし࡚༢⣧ປാ↛౫ࡶᶵᲔのᑟධᚋࠊの㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡛はࡃ

౫↛し࡚ቑຍし࡚ࡿ࠸。ၥ㢟はࠊ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡛㞠⏝య༨ࡿࡵ༢⣧ປാの㟂せࠊࡀ

ඛ㐍国࡛の㐣ཤの㟂せࡼりࡶపࡿ࡞ࡃ≧ἣୗ࡛㞠⏝యࢡ࣮ࣆࡀ㐩す࠶࡛ྰࡿ

 。ࡿ
 
のၥ㢟はࠊᢏ⬟ྲྀᚓの࢝ࣜࣇࠊࡤ࠼ࡓ。ࡿ࠶࡛࡚࠸ࡘࢺ࣮࣏ࢧのከࡃの国࡛

は㆑Ꮠ⋡ࡀ㠀ᖖప࠸。ᨻ⟇Ỵᐃ⪅は⌧ᅾのປാ⪅のᢞ㈨ᮍ᮶ୡ௦のᢞ㈨の⊃

㛫࡛㞴し࠸㑅ᢥ㏕ࡑ。ࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡽの⟅࠼は国ࡘࡃ࠸。࠺ࢁࡔࡿ࡞␗࡚ࡗࡼの㛤

Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡛はࠊ⌧ᅾࠊປാ⪅は㆑Ꮠ⋡ࡀ㠀ᖖప࠸ࡿ࠶ࠊ࠸は㠀ᖖⱝ࠸年㱋ࡽ

ാࡁጞࡿ࠸࡚ࡵ。᱁ᕪのᠱᛕは࠺ࡶ㸯ࡘのၥ㢟࡛ࡿ࠶。㏆年ࠊ᱁ᕪはቑし࡚࠸࡞࠸

㏆᪥Ⓨ⾜ணᐃの。ࡿ࠸は៧៖し࡚ࠎ人࠸࡞ࢀしࡶࡿᑗ᮶はቑすࠊࡀ 2 0 1 9 年∧ୡ

⏺㛤Ⓨሗ࿌はࡇࠊのၥ㢟ᑐᛂすࡵࡓࡿ᪂し࠸国ෆ♫ዎ⣙ࢆの࠺ࡼ⏝࡛ࡁ

 。ࡿ࠸ᥦゝし࡚࡚࠸ࡘࡿ
 
ປാᕷሙのኚᑐฎすࡵࡓࡿのᨻ⟇Ỵᐃはࡽࡃ࠸のすࡁ㛫ࢱ࣓ࡿ࠶。ࡿ࠶ࡀศ

ᯒࠊࡤࢀࡼ㞠⏝ᨵၿࡸ㞠⏝の㉁ྥୖ࠺࠸㠃࡛᭷ຠ࡞ປാᕷሙ࣒ࣛࢢࣟࣉはࠊయ

の⣙ 3 ศの 1 ࢆࢳ࣮ࣟࣉのᨭಖ㞀♫ࠊඛ㐍国࡛は㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国。࠸࡞ࡂ㐣

㐪࠺ᙧ࡛㐍࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞ࡵ。国࡚ࡗࡼはࠊの 8 0 㹼 9 0 㸣࣐࣮࢛ࣝࣇࣥࡀ㒊

㛛࡛ࡿ࠶。⌮ㄽୖඃࡿ࠸࡚ࢀᛮࡑࠊࡶ࣒ࢸࢫࢩࡿࢀࢃの࡞࠺ࡼ国࡛は国Ẹのಖㆤ

－ 30 －



ࡀࡇぢฟすࢆ 1 ᐇ⌧はᅔ㞴ࠊ୰ࡿኚす㏿ᛴࡀ⏺ୡࠊࡀࡿ࠶は࡛ࢳ࣮ࣟࣉのࡘ

࠶ࡀᛶ⬟ྍࡿࢀま⏕ࡀ成㛗のᶵࡤࢀ⏝す㎰ᴗࢆ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࣝࢱࢪࢹ。ࡿ࠶࡛

⬟ྍࡶの㛤Ⓨࢫࣅ࣮ࢧࣝࢱࢪࢹ。ࡿ࡞ࡇࡿࡏࡉኻᴗࢆの人ࡃはከࢀࡇࠊののࡶࡿ

ᛶはࢀࡑࠊࡀࡿ࠶はࡿ࠶✀のࢆࣝ࢟ࢫᖜ㧗ᗘࡿࡏࡉᚲせࡇ。ࡿ࠶ࡀの࡞࠺ࡼ

≧ἣ࡛ࡼࠊりከᩘ᪂ᢏ⾡ࢆᾐ㏱ࡵࡓࡿࡏࡉはࠊ㐲㝸ᩍ⫱ࢆά⏝しࡓᢏ⬟ྥୖ

ࠊࡤࢀ࠼⪄ࢆࡇ࠸࡞ᑡࡀᩍ⫱ಀ࠸㉁の㧗ࠊしし。ࡿ࠶ࡀᚲせࡴ⤌りྲྀ┿ࡽࡉ

▷ᮇ㛫࡛࡞ࡁ㐪ࡳ⏕ࢆ࠸ฟࡿࡏの࠺はࢃし࠸。ูのศ㔝は R & D （◊✲㛤Ⓨ）

༙の㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国は。ࡿ࠶࡛ R & D ᱁ᕪのゎᾘは㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖࣛࣇࣥ。࠸పࡀのᢞ㈨㢠

国࡚ࡗはᘓタⓗ࡞せ⣲ࠊࡀ࠺ࢁ࡞⏝ྍ⬟࡞㈨※ࢀࡑࠊࡿ࠼⪄ࢆᛴ㏿

ࣟࣀࢡࢸࣝࢱࢪࢹࡸ㟁Ẽ㏻ಙࡿࡁ࡛⏝࡛࡞࢝ࣜࣇᮾࠊࡓま。࠸࡞ࡶ࠺ࡑࡁ࡛

のຠࢫࢭࢡのࢫࣅ࣮ࢧ⼥㔠ࡸ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ⼥㔠ࠊࡓࡁ࡚ࡗ࡞⬟ྍ࡚ࡌ㏻ࢆ࣮ࢪ

ᯝࡀ⏕⏘ᛶྥୖࡸ成㛗ࢆᚋᢲしす࠺ࡿは࠸ࠊまࡔ᫂☜࡛ࡿ࠶。 
 
ࠊࡀࡔࡕࡀᙜ࡚ࢆⅬ↔ࢫ࣮ࢣඛ㐍国࡛のࠊࡿ࡞ᠱᛕのヰࡿࢃࡘま࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ

㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国おࡿࡅၥ㢟はࡿ࠶࡛ࡇ࠺࠸࠸࡞ࢇࡀ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࠊ。㐣ཤ

ẚࡀ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࠊࡤࢀఏし࡚ࢻ࣮ࣆࢫࡃ࠸は㏿ࡶࡓࡗ࡞ࡃののࠊ⏝⋡は㠀ᖖ

。࠸పࡽࡉᶵはࡿࢀࡉ⏝άⓗ⏝㏵⏘⏕ࡀ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ࡞࠺ࡼのࡇࠊ࠼࠺࠸ప

ᴗは⣙ࡿ᭷すࢆ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ⏝άࢱ࣮ࢹ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡛ࠊࡤ࠼ࡓ 3 0 㸣㐣࠸࡞ࡂ。

ඛ㐍国࡛はศᴟࡀၥ㢟ࠊࡀࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ࡞㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡛はヰはࡗࡶ複㞧࡛ࡿ࠶。ከ

ࡀྜࡿࡵ༨㞠⏝యࡀし࡚༢⣧ປാ↛౫ࡶᶵᲔのᑟධᚋࠊの㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡛はࡃ

౫↛し࡚ቑຍし࡚ࡿ࠸。ၥ㢟はࠊ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡛㞠⏝య༨ࡿࡵ༢⣧ປാの㟂せࠊࡀ

ඛ㐍国࡛の㐣ཤの㟂せࡼりࡶపࡿ࡞ࡃ≧ἣୗ࡛㞠⏝యࢡ࣮ࣆࡀ㐩す࠶࡛ྰࡿ

 。ࡿ
 
のၥ㢟はࠊᢏ⬟ྲྀᚓの࢝ࣜࣇࠊࡤ࠼ࡓ。ࡿ࠶࡛࡚࠸ࡘࢺ࣮࣏ࢧのከࡃの国࡛

は㆑Ꮠ⋡ࡀ㠀ᖖప࠸。ᨻ⟇Ỵᐃ⪅は⌧ᅾのປാ⪅のᢞ㈨ᮍ᮶ୡ௦のᢞ㈨の⊃

㛫࡛㞴し࠸㑅ᢥ㏕ࡑ。ࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡽの⟅࠼は国ࡘࡃ࠸。࠺ࢁࡔࡿ࡞␗࡚ࡗࡼの㛤

Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡛はࠊ⌧ᅾࠊປാ⪅は㆑Ꮠ⋡ࡀ㠀ᖖప࠸ࡿ࠶ࠊ࠸は㠀ᖖⱝ࠸年㱋ࡽ

ാࡁጞࡿ࠸࡚ࡵ。᱁ᕪのᠱᛕは࠺ࡶ㸯ࡘのၥ㢟࡛ࡿ࠶。㏆年ࠊ᱁ᕪはቑし࡚࠸࡞࠸

㏆᪥Ⓨ⾜ணᐃの。ࡿ࠸は៧៖し࡚ࠎ人࠸࡞ࢀしࡶࡿᑗ᮶はቑすࠊࡀ 2 0 1 9 年∧ୡ

⏺㛤Ⓨሗ࿌はࡇࠊのၥ㢟ᑐᛂすࡵࡓࡿ᪂し࠸国ෆ♫ዎ⣙ࢆの࠺ࡼ⏝࡛ࡁ

 。ࡿ࠸ᥦゝし࡚࡚࠸ࡘࡿ
 
ປാᕷሙのኚᑐฎすࡵࡓࡿのᨻ⟇Ỵᐃはࡽࡃ࠸のすࡁ㛫ࢱ࣓ࡿ࠶。ࡿ࠶ࡀศ

ᯒࠊࡤࢀࡼ㞠⏝ᨵၿࡸ㞠⏝の㉁ྥୖ࠺࠸㠃࡛᭷ຠ࡞ປാᕷሙ࣒ࣛࢢࣟࣉはࠊయ

の⣙ 3 ศの 1 ࢆࢳ࣮ࣟࣉのᨭಖ㞀♫ࠊඛ㐍国࡛は㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国。࠸࡞ࡂ㐣

㐪࠺ᙧ࡛㐍࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞ࡵ。国࡚ࡗࡼはࠊの 8 0 㹼 9 0 㸣࣐࣮࢛ࣝࣇࣥࡀ㒊

㛛࡛ࡿ࠶。⌮ㄽୖඃࡿ࠸࡚ࢀᛮࡑࠊࡶ࣒ࢸࢫࢩࡿࢀࢃの࡞࠺ࡼ国࡛は国Ẹのಖㆤ

㞠ࠊ㛤Ⓨしࢆ⬟ୡ⏺࡛ᢏࡿኚすࠊ࡚ࡗࡀࡓし。࠺ࢁ࠶࡛࠸࡞࠼࠸はⅬ࡛᭷ຠ࠺࠸

ࡤࡡࡵ῝ࢆ㆟ㄽ⾜ヨࠊ࡚࠸ࡘࡿᐃす⟇࠺ࡼのࢆ⟇ᨻࡿࡁ࡛ࡀࡇࡿᏲࢆ⏝

 。࠸࡞ࡽ࡞
 
 
 Ẽೃ࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚3㸸ࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ
 
せ࡞ㄽⅬ㸸 
 
 ୡ⏺ⓗ࡞Ẽೃኚືᑐ⟇の┠ᶆ㐩成のぢ㏻しはࠊ࠺まࠊࡓ┠ᶆ࡚ࡗྥ㐍

 。はఱື⾜࡞ᚲせࡵࡓࡴ
 ᛴ㏿Ⓨᒎすࡿᢏ⾡ࢆά⏝しࠊపⅣ⣲࣒ࢸࢫࢩ࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚の⛣⾜ಁࢆ㐍すࡓࡿ

 。はఱ⟇の᪉ࡵ
 国際ⓗ࡞ᶵ㛵ࡽのᨻ⟇ᨭࡸ㈨㔠౪⤥はࠊዴఱし࡚ྛ国ࡿࡼ N D C

（ N a t i o n a l l y  D e t e r m i n e d  C o n t r i b u t i o n 㸸⮬国ࡀỴᐃすࡿ㈉⊩）のᐇࢆຍ㏿ࢀࡽࡏࡉ

 。
 
 
 㸸࣮ࢱ࣮ࣞࢹࣔ
 
᪥ୗ一ṇẶ㸸国際経済交流財団 㛗වC E O  
 
 
せ࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫ㸸 
 
 ࣐ࣥࢺࣝࣁ࣭ࣥࢧࢿẶ㸸ࢡࣞࢹ ࣮ࢱࣥࢭ࣭ࢸࣜࣅࢼࢸࢫࢧ࣭ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ

 Ꮫ බඹᨻ⟇Ꮫ㝔 ᩍᤵࢻ࣮࣓ࣥࣛࣜ ව ࣮ࢱ
 ᕝཱྀ㡰ᏊẶ㸸Ṋⶶ㔝Ꮫ 国際⥲ྜ◊✲ᡤ㢳ၥ（࣮࢙ࣟࣇ） ඖእົ⮧ 
 ࣖࣜࣕࢳࢱࢵࣂ࣭࣮࣐ࣝẶ㸸ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈ◊✲ᡤ ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ経済࣭㛤Ⓨࣉ

 ࣮࢙ࣟࣇࢽࢩ ࣒ࣛࢢࣟ
 
 
㆟せ᪨㸸 
 
ࠊ༠ᐃはྠ。ࡓࡗࡔษりᮐࡿࡏࡉ一ኚࢆ༠ᐃは≧ἣࣜࣃ 2 0 3 0 年㛤Ⓨࡳ⤌ࢲ࢙ࣥࢪ

2ࠊ㛤Ⓨ┠ᶆ࡞⬟ྍ⥆ᣢࡓࢀまࡇ 0 1 5 年7 月᥇ᢥࡓࢀࡉ㛤Ⓨ㈨㔠㛵すࢫࢹࠕࡿ

ᶆ┠ື⾜ࣂ࣋ ⾜ࠕࢆのࡶࡿẼೃኚືのពすࠊり㊊ࢆ㛵࡞りᗈ⠊ᅖࡼのࠖ

ୡ⏺の平ᆒẼࠊ༠ᐃの┠ᶆはࣜࣃ。ࡓ࠼ኚ成㛗ࠖᢞ㈨ࠕࡽࠖ⏝㈝ࡿせすື
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ࢆ᪼ୖ  2 Υᮍ‶ᢚࠊ࠼ୡ⣖ᚋ༙୰ࢆࣥࣙࢩࢵ࣑࢚࣭ࣟࢮ࣭ࢺࢵࢿ㐩成すࡿ

௳༠ᐃの┠ᶆẼ 㐩成のせྠࠊののࡶࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡉࡇは㉳ື⾜ࠊᅾ⌧。ࡿ࠶の࡛ࡶ࠺࠸

ࡃᇶ࡙ࢪࢵࣞࣉ⾜⌧ࡓࢀࡉ༠ᐃ࡛ฟࣜࣃ。ࡿ࠶ࡀりࡓ㝸࡞ࡁࡔはまの㛫 2 0 3 0
年ま࡛の⥲ฟ㔞は年㛫 5 5 㹼 6 0  G t C O 2 ࢀࡽࡶ✚ぢは㏻ᖖのᴗ㐠Ⴀࢀࡇࠊり࠶࡛

年㛫ࡿ 6 0 㹼6 8  G t C O 2 ࡿ㐩成すࢆ ༠ᐃの┠ᶆẼࣜࣃᐇ際ࠊしし。ࡿ࠸࡚ࢀりඃࡼ

ࠊは 2 0 3 0 年ま࡛の⥲ฟ㔞ࢆ年㛫⣙4 0  G t C O 2  。ࡿ࠶ࡀᚲせࡿす
 
年の⡿国のࣜࣃ༠ᐃ㞳⬺⾲᫂はࠊ࡞ࡁ㞴ၥࢆᥦ♧しࡓ。ṇᘧはまࡔ㞳⬺し࡚࠸

ࠊの⾲᫂はࡇࠊࡀ࠸࡞ C O 2 ฟ๐ῶࢆᅗ࡞࠺ࡼࡿ᪂ᨻ⟇は⡿国ෆ࡛⾜し࠺࠸࠸࡞

ࢆ⩼の一࣮ࢲ༠ᐃ交΅の࣮ࣜࣜࣃ⡿国は࡚ࡘ。ࡿ࠸ពし࡚ࢆᨻᶒのពྥࣉࣥࣛࢺ

ᢸࠊ࠸㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国の㈨㔠༠ຊのᐇ㔜せ࡞ᙺࢆᯝࡓし࡚ࠊࡅࡔࡓ࠸ᅇの⡿

国の⩻ពのᙳ㡪はᅗり▱࠸࡞ࢀ。 
 
ᐊ ࠊ⡿国の๓ᨻᶒはࠊりࡓ࠶ࡿලయすࢆࢺ࣓ࣥࢺࢵ࣑ࢥのࡑࠊࡶ༠ᐃのࣜࣃ

ຠᯝࢫ࢞ฟつไ࡚࠸ࡘはす࡛ྍỴ済࡛ࡳはࡉࠊࡀࡿ࠶まࡊまゎ㔘ࠊࢀࡉ⾜

ࠊࡤ࠼ࡓ。ࡓࡁά⏝し࡚࠸ࢆ⨨の⾜ᨻᥐࠎᩘࠊࡵࡓࡿᐇ⾜すࢆ法ᚊࡓࢀࡉ

ࠊはࠖࣥࣛࣉ࣭࣮࣡ࣃ࣮ࣥࣜࢡࠕ 1 9 7 0 年௨㝆ᨵṇࢆ㔜ࡓࡁ࡚ࡡẼί法（ C l e a n  A i r  
A c t ࣮ࣥࣜࢡࠕࠊ⤫㡿はࣉࣥࣛࢺ。ࡿ࠶࡛⨨つไᥐࡿす法ⓗ᰿ᣐࢆ᪤Ꮡ法࠺࠸（

ࡑศは⮬ࠊࡽࡿ࠶の࡛ࡶࡓබ⾲しࡀᇳ⾜ᶵ㛵ࠊり࠶࡛⨨は⾜ᨻᥐࠖࣥࣛࣉ࣭࣮࣡ࣃ

のつไᥐ⨨ࢆ⾜しࠊ࠸࡞ᚋ㏥࠸ࡿ࠶ࠊࡿࡏࡉは᧔ᅇすࡿᶒ㝈ࡿ࠶ࡀㄒࢡࠕ。ࡓࡗ

ࠊࡓま。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡳぢ㎸ࡿࢀࡉᚋ᧔ᗫࠊおり࡚ࢀࡉ␃は⌧ᅾಖࠖࣥࣛࣉ࣭࣮࣡ࣃ࣮ࣥࣜ

⡿国はูのศ㔝のᨻ⟇ࡶそしࢀࡑ。ࡓは㍺㏦ศ㔝おࡿࡅ C O 2 ฟ㛵ࡿࢃつ๎࡛࠶

ࡼ⡿๓ᨻᶒࠊ⡿⎔ቃಖㆤᗇは。ࡿ࠶ࡀ一㐃のつ๎ࡿไす⤫ࢆ㈝⇞⡿国࡛は㌴୧。ࡿ

りไᐃࡓࢀࡉつ๎ࢆ⦆すࡿពᅗࢆ⾲᫂しࡓ。᪂ᨻᶒはࠊつไᥐ⨨の᧔ᗫまࡓは

ぢ┤しయ⣔ⓗࢆ࡚つไᥐ⨨のす࡞まࡊまࡉᨻᶒの࣐ࣂ࢜ࠊ࡚ࡗࡶࢆពᅗ࠺࠸⾜

ၥ㢟の࡞⡿国ไᗘのགྷࠊࡽࡀ࡞しし。ࡿ࠸࡚ 1 ࡺࡽ࠶つไᥐ⨨のぢ┤しのࠊはࡘ

のࡑࠊ࡚ࡗࡀࡓし。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇ࠺࠸ࡿ࠶ࡀࡁ⥆法ⓗᡭ࡞複㞧㠀ᖖࠊࣉࢵࢸࢫࡿ

は㛫ࡴ㋃ࢆࡁ⥆ᡭࡁࡿし。࠸࡞ࡁは࡛ࡇࡿ᧔ᅇす༢⣧ࢆ⨨つไᥐ࡞࠺ࡼ

 。ࡿ࠺り࠶ࡶሙྜ࠸࡞し࡚㐍まࠎ㐜ࠊࡵࡓࡿࡀ
 
⡿国ෆ࡛㐃㑥ᨻᗓࢆࣉࢵࢩ࣮ࢲ࣮ࣜࡀⓎしࡇ࠸࡞はᦆኻ࡛ࠊࡀࡿ࠶㠀㐃㑥ᨻᗓࣞ

ࣉࣥࣛࢺࠊ年。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ࡞άⓎは㠀ᖖࡳ⤌りྲྀࡿ㛵すẼೃኚືࠊは࡛ࣝ࣋

⤫㡿ࣜࣃࡀ༠ᐃ㞳⬺ࢆ⾲᫂すࡑࠊࡿの࠶ 7 2 㛫の㛫ࠕᡃࠎはࣜࣃ༠ᐃṧࡿ

（W e  A r e  S t i l l  I n Wࠕᅾ⌧。ࡓጞືしࡀ⧊⤌㐃ྜࡿす⛠ࠖ（ e  A r e  S t i l l  I n ⡿ࠊはࠖ

2 , 7 0 0 のᆅ᪉⮬యࠊᕞᨻᗓࠊᴗࡀཧຍし࡚ࡿ࠸。ྠ⤌⧊は 1 ൨ 5 , 9 0 0 人の⡿国人ࠊ

⡿国 G D P の 5 0 㸣㉸ࢆ௦⾲し࡚ࢀࡇ。ࡿ࠸はୡ⏺の G D P ➨ 4 ༉ᩛすࡇ。ࡿの⤌⧊

ཧຍすࡿ㛵ಀ⪅は₯ᅾⓗ࡞ࡁᐇຊࢆᣢࠊࡕᕞ࡛ࣞࣝ࣋㔜せ࡞ᨻ⟇のᙳ㡪ຊࢆ᭷

し࡚ࡿ࠸。ྠ⤌⧊はࠊ᧔ᅇ࠸࡞࠸࡚ࢀࡉ㐃㑥の⾜ືす࡚の㠀㐃㑥ྜࢆື⾜ࡿࡼ
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ࢆ᪼ୖ  2 Υᮍ‶ᢚࠊ࠼ୡ⣖ᚋ༙୰ࢆࣥࣙࢩࢵ࣑࢚࣭ࣟࢮ࣭ࢺࢵࢿ㐩成すࡿ

௳༠ᐃの┠ᶆẼ 㐩成のせྠࠊののࡶࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡉࡇは㉳ື⾜ࠊᅾ⌧。ࡿ࠶の࡛ࡶ࠺࠸

ࡃᇶ࡙ࢪࢵࣞࣉ⾜⌧ࡓࢀࡉ༠ᐃ࡛ฟࣜࣃ。ࡿ࠶ࡀりࡓ㝸࡞ࡁࡔはまの㛫 2 0 3 0
年ま࡛の⥲ฟ㔞は年㛫 5 5 㹼 6 0  G t C O 2 ࢀࡽࡶ✚ぢは㏻ᖖのᴗ㐠Ⴀࢀࡇࠊり࠶࡛

年㛫ࡿ 6 0 㹼6 8  G t C O 2 ࡿ㐩成すࢆ ༠ᐃの┠ᶆẼࣜࣃᐇ際ࠊしし。ࡿ࠸࡚ࢀりඃࡼ

ࠊは 2 0 3 0 年ま࡛の⥲ฟ㔞ࢆ年㛫⣙4 0  G t C O 2  。ࡿ࠶ࡀᚲせࡿす
 
年の⡿国のࣜࣃ༠ᐃ㞳⬺⾲᫂はࠊ࡞ࡁ㞴ၥࢆᥦ♧しࡓ。ṇᘧはまࡔ㞳⬺し࡚࠸

ࠊの⾲᫂はࡇࠊࡀ࠸࡞ C O 2 ฟ๐ῶࢆᅗ࡞࠺ࡼࡿ᪂ᨻ⟇は⡿国ෆ࡛⾜し࠺࠸࠸࡞

ࢆ⩼の一࣮ࢲ༠ᐃ交΅の࣮ࣜࣜࣃ⡿国は࡚ࡘ。ࡿ࠸ពし࡚ࢆᨻᶒのពྥࣉࣥࣛࢺ

ᢸࠊ࠸㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国の㈨㔠༠ຊのᐇ㔜せ࡞ᙺࢆᯝࡓし࡚ࠊࡅࡔࡓ࠸ᅇの⡿

国の⩻ពのᙳ㡪はᅗり▱࠸࡞ࢀ。 
 
ᐊ ࠊ⡿国の๓ᨻᶒはࠊりࡓ࠶ࡿලయすࢆࢺ࣓ࣥࢺࢵ࣑ࢥのࡑࠊࡶ༠ᐃのࣜࣃ

ຠᯝࢫ࢞ฟつไ࡚࠸ࡘはす࡛ྍỴ済࡛ࡳはࡉࠊࡀࡿ࠶まࡊまゎ㔘ࠊࢀࡉ⾜

ࠊࡤ࠼ࡓ。ࡓࡁά⏝し࡚࠸ࢆ⨨の⾜ᨻᥐࠎᩘࠊࡵࡓࡿᐇ⾜すࢆ法ᚊࡓࢀࡉ

ࠊはࠖࣥࣛࣉ࣭࣮࣡ࣃ࣮ࣥࣜࢡࠕ 1 9 7 0 年௨㝆ᨵṇࢆ㔜ࡓࡁ࡚ࡡẼί法（ C l e a n  A i r  
A c t ࣮ࣥࣜࢡࠕࠊ⤫㡿はࣉࣥࣛࢺ。ࡿ࠶࡛⨨つไᥐࡿす法ⓗ᰿ᣐࢆ᪤Ꮡ法࠺࠸（

ࡑศは⮬ࠊࡽࡿ࠶の࡛ࡶࡓබ⾲しࡀᇳ⾜ᶵ㛵ࠊり࠶࡛⨨は⾜ᨻᥐࠖࣥࣛࣉ࣭࣮࣡ࣃ

のつไᥐ⨨ࢆ⾜しࠊ࠸࡞ᚋ㏥࠸ࡿ࠶ࠊࡿࡏࡉは᧔ᅇすࡿᶒ㝈ࡿ࠶ࡀㄒࢡࠕ。ࡓࡗ

ࠊࡓま。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡳぢ㎸ࡿࢀࡉᚋ᧔ᗫࠊおり࡚ࢀࡉ␃は⌧ᅾಖࠖࣥࣛࣉ࣭࣮࣡ࣃ࣮ࣥࣜ

⡿国はูのศ㔝のᨻ⟇ࡶそしࢀࡑ。ࡓは㍺㏦ศ㔝おࡿࡅ C O 2 ฟ㛵ࡿࢃつ๎࡛࠶

ࡼ⡿๓ᨻᶒࠊ⡿⎔ቃಖㆤᗇは。ࡿ࠶ࡀ一㐃のつ๎ࡿไす⤫ࢆ㈝⇞⡿国࡛は㌴୧。ࡿ

りไᐃࡓࢀࡉつ๎ࢆ⦆すࡿពᅗࢆ⾲᫂しࡓ。᪂ᨻᶒはࠊつไᥐ⨨の᧔ᗫまࡓは

ぢ┤しయ⣔ⓗࢆ࡚つไᥐ⨨のす࡞まࡊまࡉᨻᶒの࣐ࣂ࢜ࠊ࡚ࡗࡶࢆពᅗ࠺࠸⾜

ၥ㢟の࡞⡿国ไᗘのགྷࠊࡽࡀ࡞しし。ࡿ࠸࡚ 1 ࡺࡽ࠶つไᥐ⨨のぢ┤しのࠊはࡘ

のࡑࠊ࡚ࡗࡀࡓし。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇ࠺࠸ࡿ࠶ࡀࡁ⥆法ⓗᡭ࡞複㞧㠀ᖖࠊࣉࢵࢸࢫࡿ

は㛫ࡴ㋃ࢆࡁ⥆ᡭࡁࡿし。࠸࡞ࡁは࡛ࡇࡿ᧔ᅇす༢⣧ࢆ⨨つไᥐ࡞࠺ࡼ

 。ࡿ࠺り࠶ࡶሙྜ࠸࡞し࡚㐍まࠎ㐜ࠊࡵࡓࡿࡀ
 
⡿国ෆ࡛㐃㑥ᨻᗓࢆࣉࢵࢩ࣮ࢲ࣮ࣜࡀⓎしࡇ࠸࡞はᦆኻ࡛ࠊࡀࡿ࠶㠀㐃㑥ᨻᗓࣞ

ࣉࣥࣛࢺࠊ年。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ࡞άⓎは㠀ᖖࡳ⤌りྲྀࡿ㛵すẼೃኚືࠊは࡛ࣝ࣋

⤫㡿ࣜࣃࡀ༠ᐃ㞳⬺ࢆ⾲᫂すࡑࠊࡿの࠶ 7 2 㛫の㛫ࠕᡃࠎはࣜࣃ༠ᐃṧࡿ

（ W e  A r e  S t i l l  I n ࠕᅾ⌧。ࡓጞືしࡀ⧊⤌㐃ྜࡿす⛠ࠖ（ W e  A r e  S t i l l  I n ⡿ࠊはࠖ

2 , 7 0 0 のᆅ᪉⮬యࠊᕞᨻᗓࠊᴗࡀཧຍし࡚ࡿ࠸。ྠ⤌⧊は 1 ൨ 5 , 9 0 0 人の⡿国人ࠊ

⡿国 G D P の 5 0 㸣㉸ࢆ௦⾲し࡚ࢀࡇ。ࡿ࠸はୡ⏺の G D P ➨ 4 ༉ᩛすࡇ。ࡿの⤌⧊

ཧຍすࡿ㛵ಀ⪅は₯ᅾⓗ࡞ࡁᐇຊࢆᣢࠊࡕᕞ࡛ࣞࣝ࣋㔜せ࡞ᨻ⟇のᙳ㡪ຊࢆ᭷

し࡚ࡿ࠸。ྠ⤌⧊はࠊ᧔ᅇ࠸࡞࠸࡚ࢀࡉ㐃㑥の⾜ືす࡚の㠀㐃㑥ྜࢆື⾜ࡿࡼ

年ࠊࢆのሗ࿌᭩࡚࠸ࡘ成ᯝのศᯒ⤖ᯝࡿࢀࡽᚓ࡚ࡏࢃ 9 月බ⾲すࡗ࡞ࡇࡿ

ࡿࢀࡉ㐩成࡚ࡗࡼの⣙᮰ࡽࢀࡇ。ࡿ࠸࡚ C O 2 ๐ῶ㔞࠺࠸ほⅬࠊࡃ࡞࡛ࡅࡔࡽ 9
月ࢽ࢛ࣝࣇࣜ࢝ᕞ࡛㛤ദࡿࢀࡉୡ⏺Ẽೃ⾜ືࢺࢵ࣑ࢧ᮶年㛤ദࡿࢀࡉ国㐃ົ

⥲㛗ࡿࡼ国㐃Ẽೃࡶࢺࢵ࣑ࢧ㛵㐃࡚ࡏࡉⓎ⾲すࡿぢ㎸まࡼࠊࡿࢀり⦎りୖࠊࡓࡆ

ࡿࡼ⣙᮰࡞はពḧⓗ࠸ࡿ࠶ C O 2 ๐ῶ㔞のほⅬࡇࠊࡶࡽのศᯒは⯆῝ࡶ࠸の࡞

ᶒ国ᐙのୗ）࡞ࣝࢼࣙࢩࢼࣈࢧのࡽࢀࡇࠊのはࡿ࠸ᧁし࡚┠ࡀࠎᡃࠊᅾ⌧。࠺ࢁ

⡿国経済のࠊࡀ⪅の）㛵ಀࣝ࣋ࣞ C O 2 ๐ῶᑐすࡼࡿり㛗ᮇΏࡿᣢ⥆ⓗྲྀ࡞り⤌ࡳ

࠺࠸ࠊࡿ࠸࡚ࡗᢸࢆ௵㈐࡞ࡁ㠀ᖖࠊࡵࡓࡃ⠏ࢆ♏ののᇶࡶࡿ࠶ᛶの⬟ྍࡿ࡞

 。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡇ
 
⡿国はẼೃኚືのᏳಖ㞀ⓗ࡞㠃ࡼりከࡃのὀពࢆᡶࡿ࠶࡛ࡁ࠺。୰国はࣝࢿ࢚

ࠊ୰国は⌧ᅾ。࠺ࢁ࡞ࡇすࡓᯝࢆᙺ࡞㔜せのᏳಖ㞀࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚⟇ᨻ࣮ࢠ

㟁Ẽ⮬ື㌴⏕ྍ⬟࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚タഛの᭱⏕⏘国࡛࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚。ࡿ࠶ᨻ⟇おࡿࡅ

⡿国のᙉࡳはࠊኳ↛ࢫ࢞の✚ࠊ▼Ἔ㍺㏦㔜せ࣮࣮ࣥࣞࢩ࡞㜵⾨ຊ࡛ࡿ࠶。ᚋࠊ

୰国ࡀ⏕ྍ⬟࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚㔜せ࡞ᙺࢆᯝࡓすࡇࠊࡿ࡞࠺ࡼのᶒຊᇶ┙の転

 。࠺ࢁࡔࡿࡇ㉳ࡀ
 
は࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚。すࡓᯝࢆᙺ࡞㔜せ༠ᐃの┠ᶆ㐩成ࣜࣃは࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚ C O 2 ฟ㔞

の⣙ 7 0 㸣ࢆ༨࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡵࡓࡿࡵ転のຍ㏿ࡓ࠶りࠊᡃࠎは 2 ࡞ࡁのࡘ

ㄢ㢟┤㠃し࡚ࡿ࠸。 1 。ࡿ࠶ᚲせᛶ࡛ࡿࡏࡉୖྥࢆࢫࢭࢡ࣭࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚ࠊは┠ࡘ

ྜ⌮ⓗࢆࢫࢭࢡ࣭࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚࡞ᚓࡵࡓࡿᚲせ࡞ 1 ḟ࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚はおࡑࡼ 1 0 0  G J 㸭
人㸭年ࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡉ。ししୡ⏺୰の人㛫ࢀࡒࢀࡑࡀ 1 0 0  G J ࣮ࣥ࣎࢝ࠊࡤࢀᾘ㈝すࢆ

）ࢺࣥࣜࣉࢺࢵࣇ C O 2 ฟ㔞）ᑐᛂ࡛ࡿ࡞ࡃ࡞ࡁᜍࡿ࠶ࡀࢀ（ E n e r g y  T r a n s i t i o n s  
C o m m i s s i o n 㹙࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚転ጤဨ㹛,  2 0 1 7 ）。➨2 のㄢ㢟はࠊ⬺Ⅳ⣲࡛ࡿ࠶。▼Ⅳ

の࡛ࡶࡿࡼ⌮はᕷሙཎࢀࡑࠊࡀ࠸࡞ࡀのవᆅ࠸ࡇࡿࢀࡉᗫṆẁ㝵ⓗࡀ

࢞↛ኳ。ࡿ࠶࡛៏⦅りࡼの㏿ᗘは▼Ⅳࡑࠊࡶし࡚ࡃ࠸Ἔᾘ㈝㔞はῶᑡし࡚▼。ࡿ࠶

 。ࡿ࡞┈࡚ࡗは⡿国ࢀࡇࠊࢀぢ㎸まࡿࡅ⥆し࡚成㛗し※は௦᭰㈨ࢫ
 
ᨻ⟇は࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚ࠊの᰿ᮏⓗ࡞転࡞ࡁᙺࢆᯝࡓす。ࢢࣥࢩࣛࣉ࣮ࣥ࣎࢝

（Ⅳ⣲౯᱁ไᗘ）は㠀ᖖ㔜せ࡛ࡿ࠶。Ⅳ⣲౯᱁ࣝ࣋ࣞࣁጤဨはࠊⅣ⣲౯᱁のỈ

‽はࠊ▷ᮇ࡛は 4 0 㹼 8 0 㸭ࣝࢻ t C O 2 ୰ᮇ࡛はࠊ 5 0 㹼 1 0 0 㸭ࣝࢻ t C O 2 ⤖ࡿ࠶࡛ࡁす

ㄽし࡚ࡿ࠸（ C a r b o n  P r i c i n g  L e a d e r s h i p  C o a l i t i o n 㹙ࣉࢵࢩ࣮ࢲ࣮ࣜࢢࣥࢩࣛࣉ࣮ࣥ࣎࢝

㐃ྜ㹛,  2 0 1 7 りⰋࡼࠊの⤥㔠㈋ᅔᒙࠊ‽ᩱຠ⋡ᇶ⇞ࠊはࢢࣥࢩࣛࣉ࣮ࣥ࣎࢝。（

ࠊし࡚⟇ののᨻࡑ。࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞のつ๎࡛⿵し࡞⟇᥇⏝ᨻ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ࠸

▼⇞ᩱ⿵ຓ㔠ࡿ࠶ࡀ。▼⇞ᩱ⿵ຓ㔠ࢆ㢠ᗫṆすࠊࡤࢀฟ㔞は⣙ 3 7  G t C O 2 పῶ

G）࠺ࢁ࠶࡛ࡿࡁ࡛ e r a s i m c h u k  e t  a l . ,  2 0 1 7 ）。 
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࠺ࡶࡿᘬすࢇࡅࢆ転࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚は࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ 1 ࣝࢿ࢚⬟ྍ⏕。ࡿ࠶のせ⣲࡛ࡘ

ࢇ㐍㏿ᛴࡶ経㈝๐ῶࠊの⤖ᯝࡑࠊࡳ㐍ሀㄪ㛤Ⓨはண௨ୖ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸの࣮ࢠ

。ࡔ 2 0 1 7 年6 月௨᮶ࠊ⡿国はᐜ㔞 9  G W の⏕ྍ⬟࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚タഛࡀタ⨨ࠊࡀࡓࢀࡉ

のෆの2ࡑ . 1  G W ศは1 月࣭2 月୰࡛ࡅࡔしࡓ。▼Ⅳはᕷሙཎ⌮の࠶おり࠸࡚ࡅཷࢆ

ࡑࡼ⡿国の᥇Ⅳᚑ⪅ᩘはお。ࡿ 5 人࡛ࠊ▼Ⅳ㛵㐃ᴗの㞠⏝⥲ᩘはࠊ▼ⅣⅆຊⓎ

㟁ᡤࡸのὴ⏕ᴗࡶ࡚ࡵྵࢆおࡑࡼ 1 5 人㐣࠸࡞ࡂ。ኴ㝧࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚㛵㐃ࡸ㢼ຊ

⣙ࢀࡒࢀࡑࠊࡿࡳࢆᩘ⪅⏝㛵㐃の㞠࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚ 1 5 人࡛ࠊ⡿国࡛は᥎ᐃ࡛⣙ 3 0 0 
人ࠊࡀタഛの┬࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚࣮ࣥࣜࢡ࡞ࢿ࢚㛵㐃のᚑし࡚ࡿ࠸。▼Ⅳは㐣ཤ

1 0 年ࠊ࡞ࡁ㟂せῶ㏥ࢆ┠のᙜࡓりしࡇࠊの≧ἣは㐣ཤᩘ年࡛ຍ㏿し࡚ࣝࣈ。ࡿ࠸

㐣ཤࠊの᥎ᐃ࡛はࢫࣥࢼࣇ࣭࣮ࢪࢼ࢚࣭࣮ࣗࢽ࣭ࢢ࣮ࣂ࣒࣮ 6 年㛫࡛す࡚の▼

ⅣⅆຊⓎ㟁ᡤの༙ศࡀ㉥Ꮠ࡛✌ാし࡚ࡿ࠸（ R y a n ,  2 0 1 8 ）。G E はࢥ࣭ࣥࣅ࣮ࢱࢫ࢞ࠊ

の㟂せはࢺࣥࣛࣉⓎ㟁ࣝࢡࢧࢻࣥࣂࣥ 1 年๓のண ẚ 5 0 㸣పῶしࡑࠊの࡞

ཎᅉはࠊከࡃのබඹᴗࡀ⏕ྍ⬟࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚タഛࢆᣑᙇしࡿ࠶࡛ࡇࡓሗ࿌し࡚

 。ࡿ࠸
 
ᑟධࡀࢫࣥࢼࣇ࣮ࣥࣜࢢ。ࡿ࠶㈨㔠ㄪ㐩࡛ࠊᘬ⟇はࢇࡅ転の᭱ᚋの࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚

ࡎࢃのはࡓࢀࡉ 1 1 年๓ࡓࡗࡔ。 2 0 1 3 年ま࡛ࢫࣥࢼࣇ࣮ࣥࣜࢢは 1 1 0 ൨ࣝࢻ

㐩しࠊ年（ 2 0 1 8 ）は1 , 5 0 0 ൨ࢆࣝࢻ㉸ࡿ࠼ぢ㎸まࡿ࠸࡚ࢀ。Ẽೃ㛵㐃財ົࢡࢫࢹ

࠶㔜せ࡛࡛࠼࠺ࡿዡບすࢆの転Ẽೃኚືᑐᛂのᢞ㈨ࡸపⅣ⣲♫ࠊࡶ࣮ࣕࢪ࣮ࣟ

⏺ୡ。ࡿ 2 3 0 のᡭᴗࡀす࡛Ẽೃ㛵㐃財ົ࣮ࣕࢪ࣮ࣟࢡࢫࢹ㈶ྠし࡚ࡿ࠸。

㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡛のᣢ⥆ྍ⬟࡞ᢞ㈨ࢇࡅࢆᘬすࡶ᭱ࡿ㔜せ࡞㔠⼥ᶵ㛵࡞りࡿ࠺のはࠊ国

際㛤Ⓨ㔠⼥ᶵ㛵（M D B 2ࡽᅾ⌧。ࡿ࠶࡛（ 0 3 0 年ま࡛࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚㒊㛛࡛ᚲせࡿ࡞

㈨㔠⥲㢠はࠊおࡑࡼ 2 5 㹼 3 0 ࣝࢻのࡿࡰ。㔠㢠ࢆ⪃៖すࠊࡿ㈨㔠の༙はẸ㛫

㒊㛛ࡽㄪ㐩しࡑࠊࡀ࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞の際ᚲせ࡞のはࣜࢡࢫの⦆ಁࢆ㐍すࡇࡿ

。ࡿ࠶࡛ M D B はྛ国⏤⮬ࡀᢞ㈨ࢆしᩘࠊࢆࣝࢻά⏝すࡿ際し࡚ࣜࢆࢡࢫప

ῶࠊ⌮⟶ࠊඹ᭷し࡚⾜ࡃの᭱㐺࡞ᶵ㛵࡛ࡿ࠶。 
 
G 2 0 ࡸ G 7 のᙺは㔜せࡿ࡞。 G 2 0 は࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚ࠊ転ࢆຍ㏿ࡿࡏࡉỴᐃのᙧ成ಁࢆ

しࠊ国際㔠⼥ᶵ㛵༠ຊし࡚ࣜࣃ༠ᐃの⾜ࢆᚋᢲし࡛ࡿࡁ。 G 2 0 はࠊᣢ⥆ྍ⬟࡞成

㛗ᡓ␎ࡃࡘࡧ⤖Ẽೃኚືᑐ⟇ᑐすࣥࣙࢩ࣮࣋ࢳࣔࡿのᙉࠊ࠺࠸㔜せ࡞ᙺࢆ

ᯝࡓすࡿ࠶࡛ࡁ。まࡓ G 2 0 はࠊẼೃኚືの⦆⟇㐺ᛂ⟇の୧᪉のᢞ㈨のࡵࡓの

༑ศ࡞㈨㔠ᯟࢆ☜ಖし࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞。年ࠊ G 2 0 は 3 。ࡿ࠶ࡀの┠ᶆࡘ 1 は┠ࡘ

Ẽೃኚືᑐすࡿᅇຊ㐺ᛂの⾜ືィ⏬のస成࡛ࡿ࠶。 2 ࠊは┠ࡘ G 2 0 は㛗ᮇ転

は᫂☜࡛はࡿࡁព࡛ྜලయⓗ┠ᶆ࡞࠺ࡼのࠊࡀࡔ。ࡇ࠺࠸ࡿࡅ⥆ὀ┠し

。࠸࡞ 3 ࠊは┠ࡘ N D C のᐇ⾜ᚲせ࡞౪⤥㈨㔠ࢆᰝᐃすࡿ࠶࡛ࡇࡿ。 G 7 ࡛はࢼ࢝ࠊ

はࢲ 6 月の G 7 ࡓま。ࡿ࠶り࡛ࡶࡘࡿࡆୖヰ㢟ࢆẼೃኚື࡛ࢺࢵ࣑ࢧ 9 月は⎔ቃ

⮧ྜࡶ㛤ദࡿࢀࡉணᐃ࡛ࡿ࠶。ྠྜ࡛はࠊᾏὒࡳࡈࢡࢵࢸࢫࣛࣉ㝖ࡸᣢ⥆ྍ

。ᣦす┠ࢆの≉ᐃศ㔝࡛のྜព࡞㈨㔠ㄪ㐩࡞⬟ G 7 ࡸ G 2 0 の᭷ຠᛶはࠊẼೃ࢙ࣥࢪ
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࠺ࡶࡿᘬすࢇࡅࢆ転࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚は࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸ 1 ࣝࢿ࢚⬟ྍ⏕。ࡿ࠶のせ⣲࡛ࡘ

ࢇ㐍㏿ᛴࡶ経㈝๐ῶࠊの⤖ᯝࡑࠊࡳ㐍ሀㄪ㛤Ⓨはண௨ୖ࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸの࣮ࢠ

。ࡔ 2 0 1 7 年6 月௨᮶ࠊ⡿国はᐜ㔞 9  G W の⏕ྍ⬟࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚タഛࡀタ⨨ࠊࡀࡓࢀࡉ

のෆの2ࡑ . 1  G W ศは1 月࣭ 2 月୰࡛ࡅࡔしࡓ。▼Ⅳはᕷሙཎ⌮の࠶おり࠸࡚ࡅཷࢆ

ࡑࡼ⡿国の᥇Ⅳᚑ⪅ᩘはお。ࡿ 5 人࡛ࠊ▼Ⅳ㛵㐃ᴗの㞠⏝⥲ᩘはࠊ▼ⅣⅆຊⓎ

㟁ᡤࡸのὴ⏕ᴗࡶ࡚ࡵྵࢆおࡑࡼ 1 5 人㐣࠸࡞ࡂ。ኴ㝧࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚㛵㐃ࡸ㢼ຊ

⣙ࢀࡒࢀࡑࠊࡿࡳࢆᩘ⪅⏝㛵㐃の㞠࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚ 1 5 人࡛ࠊ⡿国࡛は᥎ᐃ࡛⣙ 3 0 0 
人ࠊࡀタഛの┬࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚࣮ࣥࣜࢡ࡞ࢿ࢚㛵㐃のᚑし࡚ࡿ࠸。▼Ⅳは㐣ཤ

1 0 年ࠊ࡞ࡁ㟂せῶ㏥ࢆ┠のᙜࡓりしࡇࠊの≧ἣは㐣ཤᩘ年࡛ຍ㏿し࡚ࣝࣈ。ࡿ࠸

㐣ཤࠊの᥎ᐃ࡛はࢫࣥࢼࣇ࣭࣮ࢪࢼ࢚࣭࣮ࣗࢽ࣭ࢢ࣮ࣂ࣒࣮ 6 年㛫࡛す࡚の▼

ⅣⅆຊⓎ㟁ᡤの༙ศࡀ㉥Ꮠ࡛✌ാし࡚ࡿ࠸（ R y a n ,  2 0 1 8 ）。 G E はࢥ࣭ࣥࣅ࣮ࢱࢫ࢞ࠊ

の㟂せはࢺࣥࣛࣉⓎ㟁ࣝࢡࢧࢻࣥࣂࣥ 1 年๓のண ẚ 5 0 㸣పῶしࡑࠊの࡞

ཎᅉはࠊከࡃのබඹᴗࡀ⏕ྍ⬟࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚タഛࢆᣑᙇしࡿ࠶࡛ࡇࡓሗ࿌し࡚

 。ࡿ࠸
 
ᑟධࡀࢫࣥࢼࣇ࣮ࣥࣜࢢ。ࡿ࠶㈨㔠ㄪ㐩࡛ࠊᘬ⟇はࢇࡅ転の᭱ᚋの࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚

ࡎࢃのはࡓࢀࡉ 1 1 年๓ࡓࡗࡔ。 2 0 1 3 年ま࡛ࢫࣥࢼࣇ࣮ࣥࣜࢢは 1 1 0 ൨ࣝࢻ

㐩しࠊ年（ 2 0 1 8 ）は1 , 5 0 0 ൨ࢆࣝࢻ㉸ࡿ࠼ぢ㎸まࡿ࠸࡚ࢀ。Ẽೃ㛵㐃財ົࢡࢫࢹ

࠶㔜せ࡛࡛࠼࠺ࡿዡບすࢆの転Ẽೃኚືᑐᛂのᢞ㈨ࡸపⅣ⣲♫ࠊࡶ࣮ࣕࢪ࣮ࣟ

⏺ୡ。ࡿ 2 3 0 のᡭᴗࡀす࡛Ẽೃ㛵㐃財ົ࣮ࣕࢪ࣮ࣟࢡࢫࢹ㈶ྠし࡚ࡿ࠸。

㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国࡛のᣢ⥆ྍ⬟࡞ᢞ㈨ࢇࡅࢆᘬすࡶ᭱ࡿ㔜せ࡞㔠⼥ᶵ㛵࡞りࡿ࠺のはࠊ国

際㛤Ⓨ㔠⼥ᶵ㛵（M D B 2ࡽᅾ⌧。ࡿ࠶࡛（ 0 3 0 年ま࡛࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚㒊㛛࡛ᚲせࡿ࡞

㈨㔠⥲㢠はࠊおࡑࡼ 2 5 㹼 3 0 ࣝࢻのࡿࡰ。㔠㢠ࢆ⪃៖すࠊࡿ㈨㔠の༙はẸ㛫

㒊㛛ࡽㄪ㐩しࡑࠊࡀ࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞の際ᚲせ࡞のはࣜࢡࢫの⦆ಁࢆ㐍すࡇࡿ

。ࡿ࠶࡛ M D B はྛ国⏤⮬ࡀᢞ㈨ࢆしᩘࠊࢆࣝࢻά⏝すࡿ際し࡚ࣜࢆࢡࢫప

ῶࠊ⌮⟶ࠊඹ᭷し࡚⾜ࡃの᭱㐺࡞ᶵ㛵࡛ࡿ࠶。 
 
G 2 0 ࡸ G 7 のᙺは㔜せࡿ࡞。 G 2 0 は࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚ࠊ転ࢆຍ㏿ࡿࡏࡉỴᐃのᙧ成ಁࢆ

しࠊ国際㔠⼥ᶵ㛵༠ຊし࡚ࣜࣃ༠ᐃの⾜ࢆᚋᢲし࡛ࡿࡁ。 G 2 0 はࠊᣢ⥆ྍ⬟࡞成

㛗ᡓ␎ࡃࡘࡧ⤖Ẽೃኚືᑐ⟇ᑐすࣥࣙࢩ࣮࣋ࢳࣔࡿのᙉࠊ࠺࠸㔜せ࡞ᙺࢆ

ᯝࡓすࡿ࠶࡛ࡁ。まࡓ G 2 0 はࠊẼೃኚືの⦆⟇㐺ᛂ⟇の୧᪉のᢞ㈨のࡵࡓの

༑ศ࡞㈨㔠ᯟࢆ☜ಖし࠸࡞ࡽ࡞ࡤࢀࡅ࡞。年ࠊ G 2 0 は 3 。ࡿ࠶ࡀの┠ᶆࡘ 1 は┠ࡘ

Ẽೃኚືᑐすࡿᅇຊ㐺ᛂの⾜ືィ⏬のస成࡛ࡿ࠶。 2 ࠊは┠ࡘ G 2 0 は㛗ᮇ転

は᫂☜࡛はࡿࡁព࡛ྜලయⓗ┠ᶆ࡞࠺ࡼのࠊࡀࡔ。ࡇ࠺࠸ࡿࡅ⥆ὀ┠し

。࠸࡞ 3 ࠊは┠ࡘ N D C のᐇ⾜ᚲせ࡞౪⤥㈨㔠ࢆᰝᐃすࡿ࠶࡛ࡇࡿ。 G 7 ࡛はࢼ࢝ࠊ

はࢲ 6 月の G 7 ࡓま。ࡿ࠶り࡛ࡶࡘࡿࡆୖヰ㢟ࢆẼೃኚື࡛ࢺࢵ࣑ࢧ 9 月は⎔ቃ

⮧ྜࡶ㛤ദࡿࢀࡉணᐃ࡛ࡿ࠶。ྠྜ࡛はࠊᾏὒࡳࡈࢡࢵࢸࢫࣛࣉ㝖ࡸᣢ⥆ྍ

。ᣦす┠ࢆの≉ᐃศ㔝࡛のྜព࡞㈨㔠ㄪ㐩࡞⬟ G 7 ࡸ G 2 0 の᭷ຠᛶはࠊẼೃ࢙ࣥࢪ
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はᮃࣜࣃ。࠸࡞࠺ࡑࡵ༠ᐃのつ๎㞟の年࡛のྜពࠊ࡞ C O P ᯟෆ࡛㐍ᒎし⥆ࡅ

ࡵࡓࡿࢆື⾜࡞㛵し࡚ᙉ㠎⟇Ẽೃኚືᑐࠊのは࡞ᚋ㔜せ。ࡿ࠶㔜せ࡛ࡀࡇࡿ

の㐃ྜࢆ⥔ᣢしࡽࡉࠊゝࡤ࠼ᣑすࡿ࠶࡛ࡇࡿ。 
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Summary of the Conference 

 
Context for the Forum: 
In recent years, a remarkable backlash against globalization has been observed in 
many parts of the world. Britain voted to leave the EU. The US administration has 
an ‘America First’ slogan. Recent elections in France, Germany, and Italy show the 
rise of public support for anti-globalization policies. At the same time, 
international cooperation to address global challenges has seen major milestones 
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Summary of the Conference 

 
Context for the Forum: 
In recent years, a remarkable backlash against globalization has been observed in 
many parts of the world. Britain voted to leave the EU. The US administration has 
an ‘America First’ slogan. Recent elections in France, Germany, and Italy show the 
rise of public support for anti-globalization policies. At the same time, 
international cooperation to address global challenges has seen major milestones 

through the Addis Ababa Action Agenda, UN Sustainable Development Goals, and 
the Paris Agreement on Climate Change. Moving towards a better globalization 
must address three challenges. It must promote a revival of global growth and a 
recoupling of growth with broad-based social advancement. It must foster 
innovation and the development of technology while tackling any adverse effects 
on work and combating rising inequality. It must deliver on the energy and climate 
agenda before the window for limiting global warming to less than 2 degrees closes.  

 
Welcome and Opening Remarks 
Speakers: 

• Homi Kharas, Interim Vice President & Director, Global Economy and 
Development, Brookings Institution 

• Kazumasa Kusaka, Chairman and CEO, Japan Economic Foundation 

 

Summary of remarks: 

The world is facing rapid change and many urgent challenges. The stock of 
infrastructure will be more than double over the next fifteen years. Urban 
population is rapidly increasing. Employment growth has not yet been able to catch 
up a demographic boom in Africa. We are seeing a situation of very low productivity 
growth. Decoupling of growth from carbon emissions is another challenge. We need 
long-term solutions for energy and climate. Low inflation, low real interest rates 
and technological advances give us a window of opportunity, but it is rapidly closing. 

Globalization was suggested as a way to invigorate productivity, but it creates its 
own problems. Growth is becoming uncoupled from social stability. The share of 
capital is growing in national income as well as inequality in wages. We only see a 
small number of local workers in factories. In his book, A Better Globalization, 
Kemal Derviş concluded that it is important to look at the politics of globalization 
together with the economic forces �Derviş, 200��. All of us have to pursue a better 
globalization, but the question is “better for whom?”  

We need speedy change, but speed can cause anxiety. We are in a period where 
policymakers are trying to slow things down because they fear the backlash from 
too rapid change. The world has seen tremendous changes in the last three years 
with the rise of populism and anti-globalism. We are facing a new style of 
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governance and international concerns over protectionism. We are perplexed as to 
what is the Trump phenomenon and whether a single leader can make a difference 
for better or worse.  

Many potential solutions require more global cooperation. There is a need to 
mobilize various players both domestic and global in an inclusive manner, and not 
only economically, but also politically and socially as well. No government alone 
can deliver the climate goals and at the same time, no single president can stop 
the progress. In the history of the G7, the leaders with limited political capital in 
a democratic system needed an international agreement for domestically 
unpopular measures for their angry domestic constituencies to pass the necessary 
policy package. We need like-minded players and the software to wisely utilize 
them.  

However, global cooperation has become difficult as we are in a period of high 
dispersion of global economic power among many countries including emerging 
economies. Economic concentration will grow again towards a G2 or G3, but the 
new configuration—the US, China, and India—do not constitute a like-minded 
group. Therefore, they may not see eye-to-eye on solutions and may be tempted to 
view solutions in relative political power terms rather than in economic terms.  

 

Session 1: A Better Globalization 
Key questions: 

• How do participants view the prospects for strong, sustainable, balanced and 
inclusive growth against a backdrop of decelerating productivity? 

• What policy measures are needed to renew domestic social compacts and tackle 
rising inequality? 

• How can we restore trust and confidence in multilateral cooperation and 
multilateral institutions to deliver on better globalization? 

 

Moderator: 

Homi Kharas, Interim Vice President & Director, Global Economy and 
Development, Brookings Institution 

 

 

－ 38 －



governance and international concerns over protectionism. We are perplexed as to 
what is the Trump phenomenon and whether a single leader can make a difference 
for better or worse.  

Many potential solutions require more global cooperation. There is a need to 
mobilize various players both domestic and global in an inclusive manner, and not 
only economically, but also politically and socially as well. No government alone 
can deliver the climate goals and at the same time, no single president can stop 
the progress. In the history of the G7, the leaders with limited political capital in 
a democratic system needed an international agreement for domestically 
unpopular measures for their angry domestic constituencies to pass the necessary 
policy package. We need like-minded players and the software to wisely utilize 
them.  

However, global cooperation has become difficult as we are in a period of high 
dispersion of global economic power among many countries including emerging 
economies. Economic concentration will grow again towards a G2 or G3, but the 
new configuration—the US, China, and India—do not constitute a like-minded 
group. Therefore, they may not see eye-to-eye on solutions and may be tempted to 
view solutions in relative political power terms rather than in economic terms.  

 

Session 1: A Better Globalization 
Key questions: 

• How do participants view the prospects for strong, sustainable, balanced and 
inclusive growth against a backdrop of decelerating productivity? 

• What policy measures are needed to renew domestic social compacts and tackle 
rising inequality? 

• How can we restore trust and confidence in multilateral cooperation and 
multilateral institutions to deliver on better globalization? 

 

Moderator: 

Homi Kharas, Interim Vice President & Director, Global Economy and 
Development, Brookings Institution 

 

 

Lead speakers:  

• Yoichi Otabe, Advisor, NEC Corporation, Former Vice Minister for Economic 
Affairs in Japanese Ministry of Foreign Affairs  

• Jonathan Ostry, Deputy Director of the Research Department, International 
Monetary Fund 

• Martin Baily, Bernard L. Schwartz Chair in Economic Policy Development, 
Brookings Institution 

• Marilou Uy, Director, Intergovernmental Group of Twenty-Four on 
International Monetary Affairs and Development (G-24) 

 

Summary of discussion: 

There are momentous changes in prospect for the global economy. We will put in 
place more new infrastructure than the entire stock of infrastructure today in the 
next 10-15 years. We are entering into a period of peak urbanization. More people 
are moving to cities than ever before in history. This is the last big growth spurt of 
people largely in African continent. With all of these trends, we have a window 
that pushes us to get things right, which will close in more or less a 15-year time 
frame. 

Given the urgency of the challenges, the answer is not to slow down the process of 
globalization but to steer it in a way that we can tap its benefits and manage its 
risks. This leads to some practical questions on the forces of global changes such 
as productivity growth, rising inequality, the growing role of developing countries, 
and the challenges of debt sustainability.  

Slowing productivity growth has been a concern due to its importance in driving 
economic growth. The slowdown has been associated with the global financial crisis, 
but there is some debate whether the slowdown in productivity growth occurred 
prior to the crisis. In the United States, the slowdown of productivity is 
attributable to the manufacturing sector, especially high-tech part of 
manufacturing. Manufacturing is no longer a big part of the economy but its 
contribution to productivity growth has still been very large. The high-tech part of 
manufacturing contributed disproportionately to growth in 1990s, but then slowed 
down, dampening overall productivity growth. It is much harder to make rapid 
transformation in the service industries than it is in the manufacturing industries. 
Importing technology and production methods is easier in manufacturing than in 
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services. Another reason for the slowdown is the end of the surge in productivity 
growth in the wholesale and retail sectors from the rapid growth in 1990s. Online 
retailers such as Amazon did not produce big productivity gains because their 
disruptive effects have overwhelmed the positive contribution to productivity. 
Weak aggregate demand was also a contributing factor to slow productivity growth 
(Remes et al., 2018).  

Against this backdrop, the US did not follow conducive macroeconomic policies to 
support growth. When the economy is at full employment, a big fiscal expansion is 
not necessary and could eventually lead to a debt crisis. History shows us that tax 
increases do not hinder economic growth. We need workforce policies because the 
workforce is changing and the future of work is different. We need policies to 
enhance the skills of lower skill workers. This is essential to have both more 
inclusive growth and faster growth.  

Technology is expected to have an important but uncertain impact on productivity 
growth. There are contrasting views exist on the prospect of productivity growth 
related to technology. One view is that we have already collected the low hanging 
fruit; therefore, it is harder to come up with new ideas (Bloom et al., 2017). Given 
the way that productivity has decelerated in the last few years, this argument gets 
a lot of force. The other view is more optimistic: technology will continue to develop 
and change society (Mokyr, 2014). We may not get back to the golden era—the 
period after World War II, but it does not mean that we do not expect somewhat 
faster productivity growth going forward. We will have faster growth ahead 
because the impact of digital technologies will gradually spread through the 
economy. Technology is causing disruptions and the productivity payoff may 
eventually come. 

Another key question is the impact of globalization and technology on inequality. 
Trade and technology have received much attention as the drivers of inequality, 
but financial globalization which has not drawn as much attention has also played 
an important role in driving growing inequality at the national and global levels. 
An economic analysis of both the aggregate and distributional effects of financial 
globalization shows that financial globalization’s pie-enhancing effects are limited 
but the distributional effects are quite salient (Furceri et al., 2018). Going for 
growth and assuming that distributional inclusion will look after itself is quite a 
dangerous gamble.  
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an important role in driving growing inequality at the national and global levels. 
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globalization shows that financial globalization’s pie-enhancing effects are limited 
but the distributional effects are quite salient (Furceri et al., 2018). Going for 
growth and assuming that distributional inclusion will look after itself is quite a 
dangerous gamble.  

Financial globalization needs to be a part of the discussion of the benefits and costs 
of globalization. It is necessary to look at the aggregate and distributional effects 
of all the policies we recommend at the same time. We need to consider policies 
where growth can be enhanced and the equity cost can be reduced. A range of 
complementary policies to manage globalization including so-called trampoline 
policies such as job training and assistance with search need to be considered.   

Developing countries face different impacts from global changes than advanced 
economies. For many developing countries, the key question is how to actually gain 
access to technology and how best to harness technology for growth. Many 
countries are experiencing worsening inequality, inadequate job creation and 
increased unemployment among the youth. The concerns about inequality are 
coupled with how to create more employment and how to protect those adversely 
affected by technological change. National policies will matter, but there is also the 
question about the role of the multilateral community in supporting much better 
technological diffusion and helping countries create the conditions to tap the 
opportunities from technological change.  

For the financing of development, domestic resource mobilization in developing 
countries is crucial. In addition to domestic tax reform efforts there is a need for 
effective international tax cooperation. There is progress being made on 
international tax cooperation but more needs to be done to hear the voice and 
concerns of developing countries in setting rules and to build the system in a way 
that developing countries can collect their fair share of global tax revenues. 
Multilateral development banks should play a catalytic role in mobilizing 
financing not only in low-income countries but for the whole set of emerging 
market and developing countries.  

The sustainability of debt is a key challenge for financing of development. Given 
their huge financing needs, developing countries need to necessarily rely on the 
use of debt. If debt is used properly and effectively, it will pay for itself, but the 
problem is that little is known whether it is being invested in the projects that 
would yield commensurate returns. The global community needs to assess better 
what is happening to debt, how debt sustainability can be achieved, what more 
could official sector and the creditor community can do to exercise more 
responsibility and put in place mechanisms that would promote more resilience in 
the debt structures of countries, and improve creditor coordination and 
responsibilities when lending to developing countries. 
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The trends and forces of global changes differ depending on the circumstances. 
Frontier firms face different problems from the rest of the firms. Manufacturing 
has different challenges from service industry. Developing countries face different 
circumstances than advanced economies. With all these kinds of differences, 
multilateral cooperation is not something that can be discussed in the aggregate 
and in the abstract. We need to make policy choices that push forward global 
cooperation recognizing the differences across the different parts of the system. 

 

Luncheon Talk 
Speaker: 

Kemal Derviş, Senior Fellow, Global Economy and Development, Brookings 
Institution 

 

Summary of talk: 

We are in a very difficult phase and a very new phase. There are five elements that 
make the current world and globalization difficult.  

First, there is fundamental structural change underway in terms of national 
weights of the world economy. Globalization started in 1990s when the Soviet 
Union and its satellites opened up to the global markets in a market-oriented way. 
The US became all powerful in many ways. It was also the period when the 
convergence process of developing countries with advanced economies really 
started. If we look at the world today, and compare it to the early 1990s, we truly 
have a multipolar world in several aspects.  

China rivals the US as an economic power, and projections are that China will 
continue to grow much more rapidly. China will become preeminent in the next 10 
to 20 years if there will be no major crisis in China. We still have Russia as a 
military power. If we take into account military power and military activity, Russia 
is definitely one of the big guys. The European Union is still larger economy than 
the US. It is an actor that sometimes is able to act in a united way, but sometimes 
not. The US remains the fourth pole but in a more multipolar world. When we 
think of global governance, we have a very different basic architecture in terms of 
nation states than we had before. When we discuss the IMF, the World Bank, G20, 
G7, and the WTO, we have to remember that this is against the background of a 
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much more multipolar world.  

Second, in terms of trade and regulation, most of the easy trade liberalization has 
been done. Tariffs have been reduced everywhere substantially. The whole topic of 
trade negotiation has to do much more with regulation and behind-the-border 
issues. This is fundamental difference from the trade negotiations we had before 
because it has to do with issues which nation states believe are their domain. The 
next step has to do with regulation than traditional trade policy, and it will be 
much more difficult. One issue is how much uniformity in regulation is needed in 
the global economy. There are valid and legitimate differences in preferences 
among countries regarding privacy, income distribution, and the role of the state. 
What will be needed is to take account of these preferences. However, it cannot go 
so far as to fragment the whole global economy into separate sub-economies that 
are regulated in different ways. We must find the right balance between trying to 
respect preferences while ensuring that the global market does not suffer from too 
much segmentation.  

Third, there have been fundamental changes in the cost curves in important 
activities. Many of the tech giants tend to be natural monopolies as their cost 
curves or the fixed costs are very high but marginal cost is very low. To regulate 
this kind of cost structure is much more difficult than to regulate the firms which 
have more traditional cost curves with marginal costs that are not close to zero. 
There is no easy answer. This point is interlinked with the trade and regulation 
point. What kind of competition policy do you try to impose with these kinds of cost 
curves? Do we try to facilitate entry? What if the fixed costs are very high?  

Fourth, consumer surplus is much larger than it used to be. When we look at the 
welfare of economy as opposed to GDP, we must look at consumer surplus. 
Consumer surplus today is extremely large in many of the new sectors. Many 
sectors are more differentiated and require a more tailored approach. It is not easy 
to find a way to regulate markets where consumer surplus plays a big role.  

The fifth point is that the more open an economy wants to be, and the more 
competitive it wants to be internationally, the more social solidarity is needed 
nationally (Rodrik, 1998). Emmanuel Macron, who went all out for openness and 
for international cooperation, will have to link his liberalizing policy package with 
a policy package of social solidarity. The idea of a universal basic income is to have 
a system of national solidarity. This is an interesting approach because it combines 
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the protection of an individual with the ability of the individual to be very mobile, 
to go from one job to another, from one town to another.  

These changes show how different will be the world that we are heading towards, 
and how difficult it will be to elaborate policies at the national level and at the 
international level. One does not have to internationally regulate unless there are 
spillover effects. However, the spillover effects are very important, and are 
becoming more important. New technology demands new insights in terms of 
spillover and interactions. We have to find a way to deal with data management 
and data privacy, which respects national preferences and is globally workable. 
International cooperation will be extremely important due to spillovers.  

The next 10 years will be a period that humanity will try to find new institutions 
or adapt existing institutions to these new challenges. Japan and the US are still 
very important in this game. I am not very optimistic for the coming few years 
because of neo-nationalism in many places. Bringing big international issues in 
front of the local voters and hoping to get some mileage is extremely difficult. I 
hope it will not take a big bad event to wake up people to the need for stronger 
global cooperation. The most intriguing force is the new nature of production of 
cost curves and of consumer surplus, and how that will influence regulation, both 
nationally and internationally. 

 

Session 2: Future of Work 
Key questions: 

• What are the implications of globalization, technological change, and 
demographic transition for employment, wages, and inequality?   

• What are the implications for skills and life-time learning? 
• How does the changing nature of work affect developing countries’ 

development pathways? 
 

Moderator:  

Naoyuki Haraoka, Executive Managing Director, Japan Economic Foundation 
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Summary of discussion: 

There are two major trends underway with important implications for employment, 
wages, and inequality. The first trend is technological innovation. Robots, artificial 
intelligence, algorithms, and automation are changing work in many sectors. The 
second is a shift in business models. We are observing a reliance on temporary 
workers, the introduction of lean management styles, and a management approach 
based on flattening organizations.  

If we make the right economic and political reforms, we could end up in a great 
place by 2050. History shows that it is possible. The United States underwent a 
similar “revolution” when it moved from an agrarian to an industrial economy. A 
series of both economic and political reforms enabled it to end up in a better 
position after several decades of chaotic change. Economic reforms included the 
establishment of the social security system, unemployment insurance, expansion 
of the education system, and political reforms included expansion of the electorate 
and the constitutional amendment for the legalized income tax.  

To deal with the current challenge, America has to move from individual 
responsibility to social responsibility, and to make sure that people are not left 
behind in the transition to the digital economy. We have several policy levers for 
this including worker retraining and lifetime learning. A more radical lever is a 
solidarity tax, a one percent wealth tax on the top one percent of Americans in 
terms of wealth (West, 2018). The current political system is not equipped for this, 
but a series of policy reforms would enable this change.  

Digital transformation has become a feature of the industrial economy in many 
countries with the digitalization of industrial and social infrastructure 
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accelerating throughout the world. The government of Japan has put forward a 
concept called Society 5.0, which is a new human-centered society while resolving 
social issues such as labor shortage and increasing social security cost. In last year, 
the reforms to achieve Society 5.0 were adopted by the cabinet. The five pillars of 
Society 5.0 are healthcare/medical/nursing care, mobility, production, 
infrastructure and urban development, and finance. Against this backdrop, the 
Hitachi Group developed a digitized system to improve workers’ happiness based 
on the data. The test of the system confirmed that AI-based advice given to 
participants contributed to livelier workplace. This shows the positive side of 
digital technology. 

Unlike Japan’s optimistic view on technology, many other countries, especially 
developing countries, however, have not positioned themselves to take the full 
advantage of the opportunities that new technologies offer. It is doubtful whether 
“the great convergence” is likely to occur quickly (Baldwin, 2016). Baldwin 
suggests that the new globalization is driven by information technology, which has 
significantly reduced the cost of moving ideas across borders. However, some 
factors make us wonder whether this will happen. First, growth in trade, especially 
merchandise trade has slowed, and there is no anticipation of a substantial 
acceleration of trade. Second, new trade barriers are springing up and this will be 
an additional brake on the growth of trade. Third, there is a much greater 
likelihood of increased localization. Much more production will be concentrated in 
a few countries. Associated with that is the desire of greater customization of 
products. Automation will help in this regard. Lastly, advanced economies have 
the desire to try and safeguard manufacturing.  

The benefits of new technologies are not going to developing countries. The share 
of manufacturing in GDP in Ethiopia, Kazakhstan, Pakistan, and South Africa has 
been flat or on the way down in recent years. What can these countries do to 
reverse this trend? Finding manufacturing niches is one approach but difficult to 
achieve in a fast-changing world. The use of digital technology in agriculture can 
provide opportunities for growth, but it will displace many people. Developing 
digital services may be possible but will require a substantial upgrading of certain 
kinds of skills. Under these circumstances, more efforts are needed to develop skills 
using distance learning as a way of trying to reach a broader mass of the population. 
One question is whether you could make a huge difference in a short period of time 
given the limited supply of high quality teachers. The other area is R&D. Most 
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gap would also be a positive factor for these countries, but given the resources that 
are available, it is not likely to be closed quickly. In addition, the impact of financial 
technology and access to financial services that have been made available through 
the availability of telecommunication and digital technologies such as in East 
Africa is not yet evident on productivity or growth.   

We tend to focus on advanced countries when it comes to the fear about technology, 
but in developing countries, the problem is how little technology is around. Even 
though the spread of technologies has been faster than the past, the adoption rates 
are very low, and the productive use of those technologies even lower. For example, 
only around 30 percent of the firms in the developing countries have data use 
technology. While polarization is an issue in advanced economies, developing 
countries have a mixed story. In many developing countries, we still see the 
increase in the share of employment for routine skills despite the introduction of 
machines.  The question is whether the share of employment in developing 
countries will peak at a level where the demand of those skills will be lower than 
what it was in advanced countries.  

The other question is skill provision. For example, literacy rates are very low in 
many African countries. Policymakers face a difficult question of tradeoffs between 
investing in current workers and investing in the future generation. The answer 
will depend on where you are. In some developing countries, current workers have 
a very low literacy rate, or start working at a very young age. The fear of inequality 
is another issue. Although inequality has not increased in recent years, people feel 
that inequality may increase in the future. The forthcoming World Development 
Report 2019 suggests how new domestic social contracts can be used to address 
this issue. 

Policymaking to address changes in labor markets has some gaps. A meta-analysis 
shows that only about a third of the labor market programs are effective in terms 
of improving employment or the quality of employment. The approach to social 
insurance and assistance needs to be different in developing countries than that in 
advanced economies. In some countries, 80-90 percent of jobs are in the informal 
sector. A system that may look great on paper would not be effective in terms of 
protecting people in these countries. So, more work and debate is needed on how 
to set policies that can develop skills and protect employment in a changing world. 
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Session 3: Energy and Climate 
Key questions: 

• What are the prospects for and what actions are needed to keep the global 
climate goal on track? 

• How can we accelerate the shift to low-carbon energy systems taking 
advantage of rapidly developing technologies? 

• How can policy support and financing from international institutions help 
accelerate countries’ implementation of NDCs? 

 

Moderator:  

Kazumasa Kusaka, Chairman and CEO, Japan Economic Foundation 

 

Lead speakers:  

• Nathan Hultman, Director of the Center for Global Sustainability and 
Associate Professor, University of Maryland School of Public Policy 

• Yoriko Kawaguchi, Fellow, Musashino Institute for Global Affairs, Musashino 
University, Former Minister of Foreign Affairs of Japan 

• Amar Bhattacharya, Senior Fellow, Global Economy and Development, 
Brookings Institution 

 

Summary of discussion: 

The Paris Agreement was a game changer. The Agreement changed the narrative 
of climate change from the “costs of action” to “investment and growth” building 
on the broader commitment to the sustainable development goals embodied in 
the 2030 development agenda and financing for development in Addis in July 
2015. The goal of the Agreement is to hold the increase in global average 
temperatures to below 2 degrees and to achieve net zero emissions in the second 
half of this century. While action is happening there is still a large gap between 
current actions and what is required to reach the Paris temperature targets; the 
total emissions based on the current pledges coming out of the Paris Agreement, 
which is 55-60 GTCO2 per annum, is better than the business usual, which is 60-
68 GTCO2 per annum, by 2030, but the total emissions needs to be around 40 
GTCO2 to reach the Paris temperature target by 2030.  
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68 GTCO2 per annum, by 2030, but the total emissions needs to be around 40 
GTCO2 to reach the Paris temperature target by 2030.  

The US announcement of its withdrawal from the Paris Agreement last year posed 
a big challenge. The withdrawal has not formally happened yet, but it is the intent 
of the Trump administration of not implementing new policies in the United States 
that would drive down emissions. The impact of this change is significant because 
the US was one of the leaders of the negotiation of the Paris Agreement, and played 
an important role in implementing the financial contributions for developing 
countries. 

In shaping its commitments under the Paris Agreement, the previous US 
administration relied heavily on executive actions to implement laws that had 
already been passed but that had been interpreted and implemented in different 
ways with respect to greenhouse gas emissions. For example, the Clean Power Plan 
was a regulatory action based on an existing law called the Clean Air Act, which 
has been around since 1970. President Trump has said that because this was an 
executive action and that was promulgated out of an executive agency, he has the 
ability to not implement it or roll it back or to withdraw the regulatory action. The 
Clean Power Plan has been put on hold and will likely be rescinded. Another area 
where the US has reversed policy is on transportation emissions rules. There are 
a set of regulations that govern the fuel efficiency of vehicles in the US. The 
Environmental Protection Agency has announced its intent to relax the rules that 
had been set by the previous administration. The new administration is looking 
systematically at all of the various regulatory actions of the Obama administration 
with the intent of either rescinding or not implementing those regulatory 
actions. However, part of the complication of the US system is that all of these 
steps have a very complicated legal process. Therefore, they cannot just cancel it. 
There has to be a process and this could be a long and slow process.  

It is a loss to not to have that federal leadership in the US, but non-federal level 
has become very active in climate actions. After the announcement last year that 
President Trump will pull out of the Paris Agreement, within 72 hours, a coalition 
called “We Are Still In” was launched. The “We Are Still In” now represents 2,700 
cities, states, and businesses across the United States. The coalition represents 
159 million people, over 50 percent of the US GDP and if you add it all up, accounts 
by GDP the equivalent of the world’s fourth largest economy. These actors together 
have a significant potential impact and they have some significant policy levers at 
the state level. The coalition will release a report in September that will convey 
the analysis of what the remaining federal action plus all of non-federal actions 
will actually add up to. This assessment will be interesting not only for the amount 
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of reductions that we might see just from those pledges but some ramped up or 
more ambitious pledges that are likely to happen in conjunction with the California 
Climate Summit in September and the UN Secretary General’s Summit next 
year. What we are seeing is that these sub-national actors are taking much greater 
responsibility for building the foundations of what could be a sustained longer-
term effort to decarbonize the US economy.  

The US needs to pay greater attention to the security aspects of climate change. 
China will play a huge role in energy policy and energy security. China is the 
largest producer of electric vehicles and of equipment for renewable energy. The 
strength of the US in energy policy is the build up of natural gas and the ability to 
protect sea lanes, which is important for oil transportation. With China having a 
huge role in renewables, this power base will shift.  

 Energy plays a key role to achieve the goal of the Paris Agreement because 
energy accounts for roughly 70 percent of total emissions. We face two major 
challenges in accelerating energy transitions. First, energy access has to be 
improved. Approximately 100 GJ of primary energy per capita per year has been 
required to achieve reasonable energy access, but if everyone consumes 100 GJ, 
we would not be able to deal with carbon footprint (Energy Transitions 
Commission, 2017). The second challenge is decarbonization. There is no doubt 
that coal will be completely phased out and it will be driven by market forces. Oil 
consumption will decline but at a lesser rate. Natural gas will continue to grow as 
a back-up source and this is in the interest of the US.  

Policy plays a key role for a fundamental shift in energy. Carbon pricing is 
absolutely critical. The High-Level Commission on Carbon Prices concluded that 
we should have a carbon price in the range of 40-80 dollars in the short run and 
50-100 dollars in the medium term (Carbon Pricing Leadership Coalition, 2017). 
Carbon pricing has to be complemented by regulations including fuel efficiency 
standards, subsidies for the poor people, and policies for adoption of better 
technologies. The other is fossil fuel subsidies. If you eliminate all fossil fuel 
subsidies, you would cut emissions by about 37 GTCO2 (Gerasimchuk et al., 2017).  

Technology is another driver of energy transition. There has been much stronger 
than anticipated development of renewable energy technologies with consequently 
rapid cost reduction. Since June 2017, there has been 9 GW of renewable energy 
installed in the US including 2.1GW in just January and February. Market forces 

－ 50 －



of reductions that we might see just from those pledges but some ramped up or 
more ambitious pledges that are likely to happen in conjunction with the California 
Climate Summit in September and the UN Secretary General’s Summit next 
year. What we are seeing is that these sub-national actors are taking much greater 
responsibility for building the foundations of what could be a sustained longer-
term effort to decarbonize the US economy.  

The US needs to pay greater attention to the security aspects of climate change. 
China will play a huge role in energy policy and energy security. China is the 
largest producer of electric vehicles and of equipment for renewable energy. The 
strength of the US in energy policy is the build up of natural gas and the ability to 
protect sea lanes, which is important for oil transportation. With China having a 
huge role in renewables, this power base will shift.  

 Energy plays a key role to achieve the goal of the Paris Agreement because 
energy accounts for roughly 70 percent of total emissions. We face two major 
challenges in accelerating energy transitions. First, energy access has to be 
improved. Approximately 100 GJ of primary energy per capita per year has been 
required to achieve reasonable energy access, but if everyone consumes 100 GJ, 
we would not be able to deal with carbon footprint (Energy Transitions 
Commission, 2017). The second challenge is decarbonization. There is no doubt 
that coal will be completely phased out and it will be driven by market forces. Oil 
consumption will decline but at a lesser rate. Natural gas will continue to grow as 
a back-up source and this is in the interest of the US.  

Policy plays a key role for a fundamental shift in energy. Carbon pricing is 
absolutely critical. The High-Level Commission on Carbon Prices concluded that 
we should have a carbon price in the range of 40-80 dollars in the short run and 
50-100 dollars in the medium term (Carbon Pricing Leadership Coalition, 2017). 
Carbon pricing has to be complemented by regulations including fuel efficiency 
standards, subsidies for the poor people, and policies for adoption of better 
technologies. The other is fossil fuel subsidies. If you eliminate all fossil fuel 
subsidies, you would cut emissions by about 37 GTCO2 (Gerasimchuk et al., 2017).  

Technology is another driver of energy transition. There has been much stronger 
than anticipated development of renewable energy technologies with consequently 
rapid cost reduction. Since June 2017, there has been 9 GW of renewable energy 
installed in the US including 2.1GW in just January and February. Market forces 

are acting against coal. There are roughly 50,000 coal mining jobs in the US. The 
total amount of coal employment is only about 150,000 total even if you include 
coal-fired power plant and other extended economy. If you contrast that to solar 
and wind, each of those has roughly 150,000 employed and it is estimated that 
there are around three million clean energy jobs in the US which includes installed 
efficiency and other kinds of jobs. Coal has witnessed a tremendous slow down over 
the last decade and this trend has been accelerating in the last couple of years. The 
Bloomberg New Energy Finance estimated that half of all coal units are now 
running at a net loss over the last six years (Ryan, 2018). GE reports that demand 
for base gas-fired combined cycle turbines went down by 50 percent compared to 
what they thought a year ago and that’s attributed primarily to the fact that many 
utilities have expanded renewable energy installation.  

The last driver is finance. Green finance was launched just 11 years ago. It reached 
11 billion dollars by 2013, and this year will be more than 150 billion dollars. 
Climate-related financial disclosure is also important to incentivize the shift 
towards low carbon and climate resilient investments. Two hundred and thirty 
major companies of the world have already signed up to this. The most important 
driver of finance of sustainable investments in developing countries potentially are 
the multilateral development banks (MDBs). The amount of money that we need 
in the energy sector between now and 2030 is in order of 25-30 trillion dollars. 
Given this size of required funds, most of the finance needs to come from the 
private sector, but that will require enhanced risk mitigation. MDBs are best 
placed to help countries unlock investments and reduce, manage and share risks 
to help leverage the trillions.  

The role of G20 and G7 will be crucial. The G20 can help shape the decisions to 
accelerate change and push for implementation working with the international 
financial institutions. G20 should play a key role in raising the ambitions on 
climate action linked to sustainable growth strategies. It should also ensure that 
there is an adequate financing framework to deliver on investments for both 
climate mitigation and adaptation. This year, the G20 have three goals. The first 
is to draw up an action plan on resilience and adaptation. Second the G20 will 
continue to focus on long-term transitions but it is not clear what tangible goals 
can be agreed upon. The third is assessing the financing needed to deliver on the 
NDCs. In the G7, Canada aims to raise climate at the G7 Summit. There will also 
be a meeting of Environment Ministers in September that will seek to reach 
agreement on some specific areas including eliminating plastic waste from oceans 
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and sustainable finance. The efficacy of the G7 and G20 will be circumscribed by 
US opposition to many parts of the climate agenda, so no major breakthroughs can 
be expected. It is important to continue to press forward within the COP 
framework including on reaching agreement on the rulebook of the Paris 
Agreement this year. It will be important to maintain and indeed widen the 
coalition for strong climate action.
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INCLUSIVE GLOBALIZATION & 
POLICY

Views expressed in this presentation are those of the author and should not be attributed to the IMF. This presentation 
draws on joint work with Andy Berg, Davide Furceri, Siddharth Kothari, Prakash Loungani and Haris Tsangarides.

Jonathan D. Ostry
International Monetary Fund

Challenges for a Better Globalization
The Brookings Institution

Washington, DC, May 25, 2018

2

POLICIES ARE A KEY DRIVER OF
INEQUALITY

2

Determinants of the Gini measure of inequality based on a panel regression (90 countries; 5-year averages over 1970-2015 
period) estimated using weighted average least squares. Each bar shows the percentage point increase in the Gini from a 1 
standard deviation increase in the variable.  

Global trends: ‘Technology’ is share of ICT capital in total capital stock; ‘Trade’ is openness variable from Penn World Tables. 
Policies: ‘Capital Account Liberalization’ is measured using the Chinn-Ito Index. ‘Domestic Financial Reform’ is measured as 
in Ostry et al (2009). ‘Government Size’ is share of government in GDP; note (-) impact: higher government size reduces 
inequality. ‘Currency crisis’ is from Laeven and Valencia; Structural: ‘share of industry’ is manufacturing value added in GDP; 
‘Chief Executive’ indicates whether govt. head is a military officer; ‘mortality rate’ (commonly included in inequality 
regressions). Source: Ostry, Furceri & Loungani (2016).
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3

Globalization Rising; Inclusion Falling

Increased inequality makes growth more fragile �Berg & Ostry, 2�11� Ostry et al., 2�1��

�

1. �Es-share of countries with rising inequality since 
the ϵ0s (й)

2. ED�Es-share of countries with rising inequality since 
the ϵ0s (й)

4

Fuelling support for protectionism

Change in the probability of a party with a nativist agenda at government , й

�

Note: estimates based on a panel regression frameworŬ relating inequality (social spending, redistribution) with the 
probability of a party with a nativist agenda at government for a sample of 1ϲ4 countries over the period 1ϵϵ0-
2012. The effects of inequality (social spending, redistribution) are based on their interquartile differences and 
panel regression coefficients. Social spendingсeducation and health spending as share of G�W͖ 
Redistributionсdifference between marŬet and net Gini. 
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Determinants of the Gini measure of inequality based on a panel regression (90 countries; 5-year averages over 1970-2015 
period) estimated using weighted average least squares. Each bar shows the percentage point increase in the Gini from a 1 
standard deviation increase in the variable.  
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5

RELATIONSHIP OF FINDINGS TO ONGOING
DEBATES

*reat concern has been voiced about inequality recently --
impact on social cohesion� political capture by elites, etc.

Our finding: there is a direct economic cost to inequality -- it leads to 
lower and less durable growth

Retreat from globalization �Brexit, Trump etc.�
Concerns about distributional effects of trade
3rotests against migrants 
Our finding: the effects of financial globalization should be part of the  
discussion -- it contributes as much to inequality as trade� it lowers 
workers¶ bargaining power and income share

In fact, financial globalization can make it difficult to mitigate 
distributional effects of international trade ± it leads to a race to the 
bottom in taxation, eroding revenues needed for social benefits

�

EFFICIENCY-EQUITY TRADEOFFS:
FINANCIAL GLOBALIZATION
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7

FINANCIAL GLOBALIZATION: TWO PUZZLES

o Financial globalization works well in theory, not so well in practice

Theory predicts output �efficiency� gains from both trade and financial globalization, but gains from 
latter have proven difficult to demonstrate.

6tiglitz: “3reconditions to make financial globalization work are lacking in many countries.”

Rodrik: “The association between capital account convertibility and economic growth is 
weak at best«there is a strong association between financial globalization and financial 
crises over time”

.rugman �0ay 2�1��: “financial globalization hasn¶t been the force for good that trade has 
been”

0artin :olf �2����: “the gains >from financial globalization@ have been questionable and the 
costs of crises enormous.”

Eichengreen et al. �2��1�: evidence of a positive association between capital account 
liberalization and growth is “decidedly fragile.”

o Enormous literature on impact of trade on inequality, while financial globalization gets a free pass.

Financial globalization can affect inequality in theory� shouldn¶t we look at whether it does so in 
practice?

�

8

CONTRIBUTIONS

:e search for output effects: giving theory a chance
Use both de jure and de facto measures of financial globalization
o /arge changes in de jure measures   policy changes
o 6upplement with information on capital flows �de facto measure�

Use sectoral as well as aggregate data, since causal effects hard to establish in macro data
o Use of country-time fixed effects allows for cleaner identification of effects of financial 

globalization
o Better identification of channels through which effects of financial globalization operate

Trace out evolution of output in aftermath of major financial  globalization episodes rather 
than look for permanent growth effects �Henry 2����.

:e don¶t turn a blind eye to distributional effects: taking the theory seriously
Impact on *ini coefficient �aggregate data� and labor shares �aggregate and sectoral data�

Bottom-line: 6ome evidence of output effects �better identification than in previous work helps�, 
but also strong distributional effects. 

�
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IDENTIFICATION OF POLICY-DRIVEN GLOBALIZATION
EPISODES

9

• 3olicy restrictions on cross-border transactions are reported in the I0F¶s Annual Report on 
Exchange Arrangements and Exchange Restrictions �AREAER� database. 

• Information in AREAER is combined by Chinn and Ito to construct an index of capital account 
restrictions.

• Examining behavior of output �or inequality� before and after removal of major policy restrictions 
requires information on when restrictions were lifted� difficult to do for large sample of countries.

• :e infer timing of major policy changes by looking at large changes in the Chinn-Ito index 
�.aopen�
o Assume liberalization takes place when, for a given country at a given time, the annual 

change in the .aopen indicator exceeds by two standard deviations the average annual 
change over all observations.

This criterion identifies 22� episodes �over 1���-2�1��—the majority occurring in the early ��s 
�when inequality started to increase�.
Examples: several EU countries in the early 1���s� India and Brazil in the mid- and late 1���s.

10

EMPIRICAL STRATEGY—MACRO LEVEL DATA
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11

EMPIRICAL STRATEGY—SECTORAL LEVEL
DATA

111111

12

Insignificant output gains but 
significant increases in inequality

Panel 1. Output (%) Panel 2. 'ini (%)

Note: The solid lines indicate the response of output (inequality) to a capital account liberalization episode͖ dotted lines correspond to ϵ0 percent 
confidence bands. The x-axis denotes time. tс0 is the year of the reform. 
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13

…the results are robust to endogeneity 
checks 

Panel 1. Output (%)—controllinŐ for Őroǁth expectations Panel 2. 'ini (%)—controllinŐ for Őroǁth expectations

Panel 3. Output (%)—/s Panel 4. 'ini (%)—/s 

Note: The solid lines indicate the response of output (inequality) to a capital account liberalization episode͖ dotted lines correspond to ϵ0 percent 
confidence bands. The solid blacŬ lines denote the baseline effect.
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14

But output & distributional effects 
depend on institutions

Panel 1. Output (%) Panel 2. 'ini (%)

Note: Dedium-term effects (that is, after five years of the reform). ***,**,* denote significance at 1 percent, 5 percent and 10 percent, respectively. 
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15

… and on the extent of capital flows 
(de facto measure)

Panel 1. Output (%) Panel 2. 'ini (%)

Note: Dedium-term effects (that is, after five years of the reform). ***,**,* denote significance at 1 percent, 5 percent and 10 percent, respectively. 
�lue (red) bars denote the medium-term response (that is, five years after the reform) of output (inequality). Flows defined as the cumulative 5-year 
change in total asset and liabilities as percent of G�W after the reform. 
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16

CAPITAL SURGES AND FINANCIAL CRISES

1�

The panel on the left shows the total number of surges ending in a given year and those that end in a financial crisis. The panel on 
the right compares capital flow reversal and growth between surges that end in a crisis and those that do not. The analysis is 
based on data for 53 emerging market economies over 1980-2014. Source: Ghosh, Ostry and Qureshi (AER P&P, 2016)
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17

Sectorally, short-term output gains, 
significant decline in labor share

Panel 1. Output (%)—external financial dependence Panel 2. Labor share (ppt)—external financial dependence

Panel 3. Labor share (ppt)—natural layoff rate Panel 4. Labor share (ppt)—EOS >1

Note: Solid line denotes the differential effect of capital account liberalization episodes between a sector with a high external financial dependenceͬlayoff rateͬelasticity of 
substitution (at the 75th percentile) and a sector with a high external financial dependenceͬlayoff rateͬelasticity of substitution (at the 25th percentile). 
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18

Results robust to controlling for domestic 
finance reforms…(and trade reforms, and 

technology)
Panel 1. Output (%)—external financial dependence Panel 2. Labor share (ppt)—external financial dependence

Panel 3. Labor share (ppt)—natural layoff rate Panel 4. Labor share (ppt)—EOS >1

Note: Solid blue line denotes the differential effect of capital account liberalization episodes between a sector with a high external financial 
dependenceͬlayoff rateͬelasticity of substitution and a sector with a high external financial dependenceͬlayoff rateͬelasticity of substitution). 
�lacŬ lines denote baseline effects.
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Less redistribution, even though needed 
more
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1�

Note: redistribution   difference between market *ini and net *ini. 9ertical axis measure percent change. Estimated 
impact on growth following a capital account liberalization episode. /iberalization is measured using the Chinn-Ito 
index. Estimates are based on an autoregressive distributed lag model. The horizontal scale is in years after the 
episode. 6ee Furceri, /oungani and Ostry �2�1�� for details.

20

Sharing the benefits helps

1. Redistribution reduces the impact of financial 
globalization on inequality…

2. …as does financial inclusion

Note: estimated impact on net Gini following a capital account liberalization episode. Liberalization is measured using the Chinn-Ito index. 
Estimates are based on an autoregressive distributed lag model. The horizontal scale is in years before or after the episode. The vertical 
scale shows percent change. ***, **, * denote significance at 1 percent, 5 percent and 10 percent, respectively. See Furceri, Loungani and 
Ostry  (2017) for details.

**
**
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THE BROAD MESSAGE…
o High inequality and low & fragile growth are two sides of the same coin--a dangerous 

gamble therefore to 'go for growth' and assume equity will take care of itself

o Fear of using fiscal redistribution is overblown. In fact, on average in the data, 
redistribution is a pro-growth policy through the greater equality it engenders. The 'leak' 
in Arthur Okun's bucket has not been large in practice

o Evidence on financial globalization

Costs in terms of increased volatility are high

Output benefits elusive and shared unevenly 

Other effects: a race to the bottom on taxes? Reduced redistribution?

o Be cognizant of growth-equity tradeoffs in macro & structural policies

How can we design policies so growth benefits go up AND equity costs go down? 

Use of complementary policies: “trampoline” policies—such as job retraining and assistance with 
search—to help workers bounce back from job displacement 

Redistribution: greater reliance on wealth and property taxes, more progressive income 
taxation, and better targeting of social benefits 

o On macro policies:
Case for paying down public debt is weak—living with debt is a better policy when fiscal space 
ample

21
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May 25, 2018

Delivering on the Paris Climate Goals through 
Accelerating Energy Transitions

Amar Bhattacharya 
Brookings Institution

US-Japan Forum: Challenges for the Global Economy 
and a Better Globalization

2

The Paris Agreement
The twin energy challenge:

Enhancing Access
Decarbonization

Accelerating Energy Transitions:
Policy
Technology 
Finance

Structure 

Session3　Amar Bhattacharya
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More than 1,300 laws and policies in 164 countries representing 95% of global GHG emissions 

Copenhagen (CoP 15)

Paris (CoP 21)
Solar and wind are now some of the cheapest 
source of electricity in many countries, new RE 
plants are competitive with fossil fuels in most 
regions (IRENA, 2018)

Deployed energy storage reached 930 
megawatts in 2016; year-on-year growth of over 
50% for (non-hydro) storage (IEA, 2017)

EV car stock has reached 2 million units in 
circulation. 

Powering Past Coal Alliance – 26 members, 
including 19 countries and 7  provinces/states 
from Canada (5 provinces) and the USA (2 
states) pledged to phase out coal power.

Global action on climate change continues

4

Paris Agreement was a turning point and forms the basis of new, 
international, cooperative, long-term action on climate change—building on 
the broader commitment to the sustainable development goals embodied in 
the 2030 development agenda and financing for development in Addis in 
July 2015.

Key pillars of the Paris Agreement:

• Ambitious goals both to hold the increase in global average temperatures to 
below 2 degrees and to achieve net zero emissions in the second half of this 
century;

• Continuously review and update emission targets every five years;
• Call for countries to indicate national commitments (NDCs) and their long-term 

strategies for low-emission development by mid-century;
• Enhancing resilience through adaptation;
• Mobilization of finance.

The Paris Agreement 
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Paris was agreed based on the recognition that growth, sustainable development, 
poverty reduction and climate action are complementary and interwoven.  There is 
no “horse-race”.

The notion of “costs of action” is being transformed by rapid technological advances: 

• Efficiency, demand management; renewable energy (solar, wind) and energy 
storage technology.

Opportunity to: 

• Boost shorter-run growth from increased investment in the low-carbon 
transition (sustainable infrastructure); 

• Spur innovation, creativity and growth in medium term; 
• Offers the only feasible longer-run growth on offer (high-carbon growth self 

destructs)

Better understanding of dynamics of change and learning; and of the consequences 
of dirty infrastructure (e.g. air pollution from burning fossil fuels).

Drivers of the agreement in Paris; 
view shifted from the “costs of action” to “investment and growth”

While action is happening there is still a large gap between current
NDCs and what is required to reach the Paris temperature targets

4
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regions (IRENA, 2018)

Deployed energy storage reached 930 
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EV car stock has reached 2 million units in 
circulation. 

Powering Past Coal Alliance – 26 members, 
including 19 countries and 7  provinces/states 
from Canada (5 provinces) and the USA (2 
states) pledged to phase out coal power.

Global action on climate change continues
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Paris Agreement was a turning point and forms the basis of new, 
international, cooperative, long-term action on climate change—building on 
the broader commitment to the sustainable development goals embodied in 
the 2030 development agenda and financing for development in Addis in 
July 2015.

Key pillars of the Paris Agreement:

• Ambitious goals both to hold the increase in global average temperatures to 
below 2 degrees and to achieve net zero emissions in the second half of this 
century;

• Continuously review and update emission targets every five years;
• Call for countries to indicate national commitments (NDCs) and their long-term 

strategies for low-emission development by mid-century;
• Enhancing resilience through adaptation;
• Mobilization of finance.

The Paris Agreement 
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Can do a little more earlier and a little less later and vice versa but shape of feasible paths 
similar.

Stabilising temperatures requires stabilising concentrations, which will require net-zero 
emissions. The lower the target temperature, the earlier the necessary achievement of net-zero; 
balancing sources and sinks.

Paths to achieve under 2oC likely to require:
• zero total emissions well before the end of century (2070 - 2080),

• Net negative emissions in major sectors (because some sectors likely to be positive).

Total current Paris pledges (NDCs) are for emissions of around 55-60 GtCO2e per annum in 2030 
(10% increase as compared to today). Whilst  improvement on BAU (ca. 65-68 GtCO2e per 
annum), need to be around 40 GtCO2e or less per annum by 2030 (20% decrease).

Current NDCs (if met) point us to 3°C path, temperature not seen for around 3 million years. 
Holding temperature to below 2°C requires immediate and rapid action across whole world; 
focus on energy, cities and land.

What to do to hold warming “below 2oC”

8

The window for making the right choices is uncomfortably narrow. Remaining 
carbon budget is shrinking rapidly.

Further delay in action to learn more would be a profound mistake:

• The “ratchet effect” from flows of GHGs to concentrations (CO2 hard to remove)
• Dangers of “locking in” long-lived high-carbon capital/infrastructure. This 

involves either commitment to high emissions or early scrapping of 
capital/infrastructure.

• Rapid urbanisation and building of infrastructure.
• Potential devastating impacts on ecosystems, biodiversity, forests, water, air 

quality; tipping points.

Delay increases reliance on unproven future technologies (e.g. negative emissions) or 
more ambitious action in future (politically feasible?).

Further delay in action is dangerous
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The Paris Agreement
The twin energy challenge:

Enhancing Access
Decarbonization

Accelerating Energy Transitions:
Policy
Technology 
Finance

Structure 

$YeraJe Ser caSita Srimar\ enerJ\ consumStion� *-�caSita� ����
• Historically, about 100 GJ of 

primary energy per capita 
per year has been required 
to achieve energy access.

• By 2050, the world’s 
population is expected to be 
9-10 billion, all of whom 
deserve a good standard of 
living. 

• Currently about 1 billion 
people still have little or no 
access to electricity and 
around 3 billion do not have 
access to clean cooking 
facilities, mostly in Africa 
and Asia (SE4all, 2016).

• The central question is: how 
can we create an energy-
abundant future that 
supports development and 
keeps temperature rises 
“well below 2 C“?

Source: Energy Transitions Commission, 2016

Challenge to low-carbon energy transition: Improving energy access

5

7

Can do a little more earlier and a little less later and vice versa but shape of feasible paths 
similar.

Stabilising temperatures requires stabilising concentrations, which will require net-zero 
emissions. The lower the target temperature, the earlier the necessary achievement of net-zero; 
balancing sources and sinks.

Paths to achieve under 2oC likely to require:
• zero total emissions well before the end of century (2070 - 2080),

• Net negative emissions in major sectors (because some sectors likely to be positive).

Total current Paris pledges (NDCs) are for emissions of around 55-60 GtCO2e per annum in 2030 
(10% increase as compared to today). Whilst  improvement on BAU (ca. 65-68 GtCO2e per 
annum), need to be around 40 GtCO2e or less per annum by 2030 (20% decrease).

Current NDCs (if met) point us to 3°C path, temperature not seen for around 3 million years. 
Holding temperature to below 2°C requires immediate and rapid action across whole world; 
focus on energy, cities and land.

What to do to hold warming “below 2oC”

8

The window for making the right choices is uncomfortably narrow. Remaining 
carbon budget is shrinking rapidly.

Further delay in action to learn more would be a profound mistake:

• The “ratchet effect” from flows of GHGs to concentrations (CO2 hard to remove)
• Dangers of “locking in” long-lived high-carbon capital/infrastructure. This 

involves either commitment to high emissions or early scrapping of 
capital/infrastructure.

• Rapid urbanisation and building of infrastructure.
• Potential devastating impacts on ecosystems, biodiversity, forests, water, air 

quality; tipping points.

Delay increases reliance on unproven future technologies (e.g. negative emissions) or 
more ambitious action in future (politically feasible?).

Further delay in action is dangerous
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Challenge to low-carbon energy transition: Improving energy access

11

Source: IEA Energy Access: From Poverty to Prosperity, WEO Special Report, 2017 

2030 Gaps in access to electricity & clean cooking - planned and current 
policies

West Africa
28%

Developing 
Asia
8%

Central Africa 
18%

East Africa
20%

Southern Africa
23%

Rest of the developing Asia
15%

China
7%

Other Sub-Saharan Africa
40%

India
26%

Other 
Southern Asia

8%

Challenge to low-carbon energy transition: Decarbonization

6

Source: Copenhagen Economics for the Energy Transitions Commission, 2017. The Future of Fossil Fuels

Fossil fuel consumption by 2040 in a 2C scenario 
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The Paris Agreement
The twin energy challenge:

Enhancing Access
Decarbonization

Accelerating Energy Transitions:
Policy
Technology 
Finance

Structure 

14

Even with radical improvements in energy productivity, global energy use will 
need to grow by around 80 percent to meet the needs of a global population 
likely to reach 9 billion by 2030.  

Limiting global mean temperatures to less than 2 degrees (with a probability of 
66%) would require an energy transition of exceptional, scope, depth and speed. 
A fundamental ramp up in low carbon technologies is needed in all countries 
driven by improvements in energy and material efficiency and a fundamental 
reorientation of energy supply investments with much higher deployment of 
renewable energy.

The required transition will require progress along four dimensions: 
• Decarbonization of power combined with extended electrification;
• Decarbonization of activities which cannot be easily electrified;
• Acceleration in the pace of energy productivity improvement; and 
• Optimization of fossil fuels use within the overall carbon budget constraints.

Accelerating Energy Transitions 

Challenge to low-carbon energy transition: Improving energy access

11

Source: IEA Energy Access: From Poverty to Prosperity, WEO Special Report, 2017 

2030 Gaps in access to electricity & clean cooking - planned and current 
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Challenge to low-carbon energy transition: Decarbonization

6

Source: Copenhagen Economics for the Energy Transitions Commission, 2017. The Future of Fossil Fuels

Fossil fuel consumption by 2040 in a 2C scenario 
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Poor people are hit hardest by pollution and earliest by climate change. They often live in 
vulnerable places, have less resilience to shocks and are more exposed to deteriorating 
environments.

Rapidly developing countries and cities offer the opportunity to integrate RE and energy 
flexibility from the early stages; design of network infrastructures (electricity, transport, 
water…)

• Poor people benefit the most from ability to travel (e.g. public transport)

To achieve SDG 7 (affordable and clean energy), the current pace of electrification expansion 
must double. Mostly needed in developing regions of Africa, Asia and Latin America. 

• To meet climate change goals, almost all new electricity infrastructure must be clean and 
green starting now (Pfeiffer et al., 2016)

For many, centralised grids are high costs and low access. The falling costs of RE and improved 
reliability strengthen the case  for a decentralised approach. 

Increases in RE use can not only support reaching 100 GJ of primary energy per capita per year, 
but also support environment, social and economic development. 

Opportunities for developing regions: Africa and South Asia

16

Drivers of change: Policy

Map of carbon pricing systems in place or 
planned worldwide

Source: World Bank Group, 2017. Carbon 
Pricing Dashboard.

A well-designed carbon price is an indispensable part of a strategy for 
reducing emissions in an efficient way
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Drivers of change: Policy

At least 40 countries at least partially reduced subsidies for fossil energy 
between 2015-2017 

Source: International Institute for Sustainable Development, 2017; based on data from IEA, World Energy Outlook 
2016. 

18

Drivers of change: Technology

Source: IRENA, 2017

Global weighted average CSP, solar PV, onshore and offshore wind project LCOE data to 
2017 and auction price data to 2020, 2010-2020

Renewable energy costs are now cheaper than fossil fuels in many countries

• ZĞĐoƌĚ ůoǁƐ Ĩoƌ ƌĞnĞǁaďůĞ ĞnĞƌŐy aƌĞ ďĞŝnŐ aĐhŝĞǀĞĚ ŝn ŵany 
ĐounƚƌŝĞƐ ƚhƌouŐh auĐƚŝonƐ͗

Country Solar Wind - Onshore

India

Mexico

Japan

Germany

Rs 2.44  (2017) Rs 2.43 (2017)

US$ 0.0197 (2017) US$ 0.0177 (2017)

US$ 0.153 (2017)

Euro 0.049 (2017) Euro  0.038 (2017)

Chile US$ 0.0325 (2017)

All prices per kWh (year record achieved)
Rs 65 to 1 USD

15

Poor people are hit hardest by pollution and earliest by climate change. They often live in 
vulnerable places, have less resilience to shocks and are more exposed to deteriorating 
environments.

Rapidly developing countries and cities offer the opportunity to integrate RE and energy 
flexibility from the early stages; design of network infrastructures (electricity, transport, 
water…)

• Poor people benefit the most from ability to travel (e.g. public transport)

To achieve SDG 7 (affordable and clean energy), the current pace of electrification expansion 
must double. Mostly needed in developing regions of Africa, Asia and Latin America. 

• To meet climate change goals, almost all new electricity infrastructure must be clean and 
green starting now (Pfeiffer et al., 2016)

For many, centralised grids are high costs and low access. The falling costs of RE and improved 
reliability strengthen the case  for a decentralised approach. 

Increases in RE use can not only support reaching 100 GJ of primary energy per capita per year, 
but also support environment, social and economic development. 
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Drivers of change: Policy
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Drivers of change: Technology

Solar PV Module Prices Observed Battery prices 

Source: EIA, 2017
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The green bond market 2012-2016

The issuance of green bonds has rapidly increased recentlyThe rapid growth of the green bond market shows the potential of green finance

Drivers of change: Financing

11
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Aligning finance: Task Force on Climate-related Financial DisclosuresThe recommendations of the Task Force on Climate-related Financial 
Disclosures should be considered for designing a policy and institutional 
framework for climate finance

Source: Task Force on Climate-related Financial DisclosuresSoSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS urce

Drivers of change: Financing

12

22

Key role for MDBs around supporting investment by enhancing the quality of 
the project, reducing risk and crowding in private finance.
Their presence can impart confidence, reduce risks (particularly 
government-induced policy risk), bring relevant instruments for managing 
risks (equity, guarantees, long-term loans…) and encourage participation of 
other sources of financing.
This can bring down the cost of capital: crucial for volume and sustainability 
(quantity and quality).
They are trusted conveners that can help coordination and help establish 
replicable and scalable models.
They play a crucial role in getting projects through difficult early stages. 
After that institutional investors can be attracted by stable long-term 
returns; great potential scale. Development banking can be profitable.
A major expansion of MDB financing will be needed to support energy 
access and the acceleration of energy transitions.

Financing: The key role of MDBs

19

Drivers of change: Technology

Solar PV Module Prices Observed Battery prices 

Source: EIA, 2017
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Drivers of change: Financing
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Thank you!
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 Evaluation Report 
  

1. Data and method  
At the end of the event, each participant was requested to fill out a 
questionnaire. The questionnaire was consists of nine questions on participants’ 
assessment of content, speakers, format, and organization of the event. Among 
22 participants, 10 participants responded to the questionnaire. The responses 
were numbered and were analyzed as a whole.  
 
2. Result 
  
General assessment 
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㸷. 成ᯝ 

 
 

᪥⡿࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇ 2018 
άື成ᯝ 
 
㸺άື㸼 
� 2018 年ᗘの᪥⡿࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇは5ࠊ 月 25 ᪥（㔠）⡿国᭱᭷ຊ Think-Tank の一ࣈࡿ࠶࡛ࡘ

ࣥࢺࣥࢩのඹദ࡛࣡ᡤ(The Brookings Institution)✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝ DC のྠ◊✲ᡤの

㆟ᐊお࡚࠸ᐇࡓࢀࡉ。 
ᙜ財団は 1980 年௦ࡽḢᕞ࣭࣭ࢪ⡿国おࡀࢀࡒࢀࡑࠊ࡚࠸ᣢ⥆ⓗⓎᒎࢆ㐙࠸ࡦࠊࡆ

࡚はୡ⏺経済のᣢ⥆ⓗⓎᒎ㈉⊩す࠺࠸ࡿほⅬ࡛ࡀࢀࡒࢀࡑࠊᢪࡿ࠸࡚࠼ㄢ㢟ࠊ成㛗ᢚไ

せᅉࢆりࡽࢀࡑࠊࡆ࠶のゎỴ⟇のⓎぢゎỴ⟇のᐇ⾜ࠊ࡚ࡅྥᨻ࣭経済࡞複ྜⓗ࡞

どⅬ࡛のពぢ࣭ሗ交ࠊ┦のᏛࢆࡧᚿྥし࡚ࡿ࠸。⡿国࡛は1984ࠊ 年ࡽẖ年ᐇし

࡚おりࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈࠊ◊✲ᡤは 2015 年のඹദ（ྠ◊✲ᡤのࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ経済࣭㛤Ⓨࣟࣉ

௨᮶（࣒࣮ࢳ࣭࣒ࣛࢢ 2 ᅇ┠࡛2019。ࡿ࠶ 年は᪥ᮏ࡛ G20 お࡚ࡗ࡞ࡇࡿࢀࡉ㛤ദࡀ

りࠊᅇの࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇはࢆࢀࡑព㆑し࡚ࠊG20 のタࡃ῝㛵しྠࡓ◊✲ᡤඹദすࡿ

ࢆࡇࡿ㆟ㄽす࡚࠸ࡘ⟇ゎỴのၥ㢟Ⅼࡑࠊࡆりୖྲྀࢆㄢ㢟࡞ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࡘࠊしࡇ

 。ࡓし࠸≻
 
ࠊし࡚͆ࡑ Challenges for the Global Economy and a Better Globalization （͇ୡ⏺経済ࡼ

りⰋࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸のㄢ㢟）࠺࠸࣐࣮ࢸ࡞ࡁのୗࡼࠕࠊりⰋࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸

ࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮ ࣙࢩࢵࢭ࣭࣐࣮ࢸのࡘ௨ୗの㸱ࠊࡃ㆟ㄽすࢆのㄢ㢟ࡘ際し࡚の㸱ᣦす┠ࠖࢆ

ᡤの✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈࡧᙜ財団᪥ୗ㛗ཬࠊのྜは࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇ。ࡓࡅ࠺ࡶࢆࣥ Dr. Homi 
Kharas (Interim Vice President & Director, Global Economy and Development)ࡿࡼෑ

㢌Ⓨゝのᚋࠊ௨ୗの㸱ࡘの࡛ࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ JEF ὴ㐵の᪥ᮏഃ 3 ࣞᡤ✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࣝࣈࠊྡ

の⡿国ഃࢪࣥ 8 ྡの࣓ࡀ࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫࣥⓎ⾲ࢆおྜࠊ࠸࡞ࡇィ 22 ྡのཧຍ⪅（࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫ

ࢆࣥࣙࢩࢵ࢝ࢫࢹ࣭ࣝࣈ࣮ࢸ࣭ࢻࣥ࢘ࣛࡶ（ࡿࡵྵࡶ㏵୰㏥ᖍࠊ㏵୰ཧຍࠊࡳྵࢆ

Dr. Kharas。ࡓࡗ⾜ はୡ⏺㖟⾜ົ௦ middle-income trap（୰ᡤᚓ国の⨜）࠺࠸ᴫ

ᛕࡳ⏕ࢆฟしࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡽ▱ࡶ࡛ࡇࡓ。 
まࠊࣛࡓ ࠊし࡚ྠࢳ࣮ࣆࢫࣥࣙࢳࣥ ◊✲ᡤのୖ⣭࢙ࣟࣇ （࣮๓ᡤ㛗）の Dr. Kemal Darvis
Ặࠊࡀୡ⏺ࡀ᪂し࠸ᒁ㠃ධ࡚ࡗおりࢆࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࠊᅔ㞴し࡚ࡿ࠸ 5 のせࡘ

ᅉࢆゎㄝしࡓ。ලయⓗ࡞ෆᐜはࠊ᪥ᮏㄒ∧㆟せ᪨ࢆཧ↷。ྠẶはྠࠊ◊✲ᡤົ௨๓ࢺ

UNDP（United Nation Development Programmeࠊ⮧の経済ࢥࣝ 国㐃㛤Ⓨィ⏬）のࢵࢺ

 。ࡓࡵົࢆࣉ
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㸺άື㸼 
� 2018 年ᗘの᪥⡿࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇは5ࠊ 月 25 ᪥（㔠）⡿国᭱᭷ຊ Think-Tank の一ࣈࡿ࠶࡛ࡘ

ࣥࢺࣥࢩのඹദ࡛࣡ᡤ(The Brookings Institution)✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝ DC のྠ◊✲ᡤの

㆟ᐊお࡚࠸ᐇࡓࢀࡉ。 
ᙜ財団は 1980 年௦ࡽḢᕞ࣭࣭ࢪ⡿国おࡀࢀࡒࢀࡑࠊ࡚࠸ᣢ⥆ⓗⓎᒎࢆ㐙࠸ࡦࠊࡆ

࡚はୡ⏺経済のᣢ⥆ⓗⓎᒎ㈉⊩す࠺࠸ࡿほⅬ࡛ࡀࢀࡒࢀࡑࠊᢪࡿ࠸࡚࠼ㄢ㢟ࠊ成㛗ᢚไ

せᅉࢆりࡽࢀࡑࠊࡆ࠶のゎỴ⟇のⓎぢゎỴ⟇のᐇ⾜ࠊ࡚ࡅྥᨻ࣭経済࡞複ྜⓗ࡞

どⅬ࡛のពぢ࣭ሗ交ࠊ┦のᏛࢆࡧᚿྥし࡚ࡿ࠸。⡿国࡛は1984ࠊ 年ࡽẖ年ᐇし

࡚おりࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈࠊ◊✲ᡤは 2015 年のඹദ（ྠ◊✲ᡤのࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ経済࣭㛤Ⓨࣟࣉ

௨᮶（࣒࣮ࢳ࣭࣒ࣛࢢ 2 ᅇ┠࡛2019。ࡿ࠶ 年は᪥ᮏ࡛ G20 お࡚ࡗ࡞ࡇࡿࢀࡉ㛤ദࡀ

りࠊᅇの࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇはࢆࢀࡑព㆑し࡚ࠊG20 のタࡃ῝㛵しྠࡓ◊✲ᡤඹദすࡿ

ࢆࡇࡿ㆟ㄽす࡚࠸ࡘ⟇ゎỴのၥ㢟Ⅼࡑࠊࡆりୖྲྀࢆㄢ㢟࡞ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࡘࠊしࡇ

 。ࡓし࠸≻
 
ࠊし࡚͆ࡑ Challenges for the Global Economy and a Better Globalization （͇ୡ⏺経済ࡼ

りⰋࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸のㄢ㢟）࠺࠸࣐࣮ࢸ࡞ࡁのୗࡼࠕࠊりⰋࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸

ࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮ ࣙࢩࢵࢭ࣭࣐࣮ࢸのࡘ௨ୗの㸱ࠊࡃ㆟ㄽすࢆのㄢ㢟ࡘ際し࡚の㸱ᣦす┠ࠖࢆ

ᡤの✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈࡧᙜ財団᪥ୗ㛗ཬࠊのྜは࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇ。ࡓࡅ࠺ࡶࢆࣥ Dr. Homi 
Kharas (Interim Vice President & Director, Global Economy and Development)ࡿࡼෑ

㢌Ⓨゝのᚋࠊ௨ୗの㸱ࡘの࡛ࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ JEF ὴ㐵の᪥ᮏഃ 3 ࣞᡤ✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࣝࣈࠊྡ

の⡿国ഃࢪࣥ 8 ྡの࣓ࡀ࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫࣥⓎ⾲ࢆおྜࠊ࠸࡞ࡇィ 22 ྡのཧຍ⪅（࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫ

ࢆࣥࣙࢩࢵ࢝ࢫࢹ࣭ࣝࣈ࣮ࢸ࣭ࢻࣥ࢘ࣛࡶ（ࡿࡵྵࡶ㏵୰㏥ᖍࠊ㏵୰ཧຍࠊࡳྵࢆ

Dr. Kharas。ࡓࡗ⾜ はୡ⏺㖟⾜ົ௦ middle-income trap（୰ᡤᚓ国の⨜）࠺࠸ᴫ

ᛕࡳ⏕ࢆฟしࡿ࠸࡚ࢀࡽ▱ࡶ࡛ࡇࡓ。 
まࠊࣛࡓ ࠊし࡚ྠࢳ࣮ࣆࢫࣥࣙࢳࣥ ◊✲ᡤのୖ⣭࢙ࣟࣇ （࣮๓ᡤ㛗）の Dr. Kemal Darvis
Ặࠊࡀୡ⏺ࡀ᪂し࠸ᒁ㠃ධ࡚ࡗおりࢆࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࠊᅔ㞴し࡚ࡿ࠸ 5 のせࡘ

ᅉࢆゎㄝしࡓ。ලయⓗ࡞ෆᐜはࠊ᪥ᮏㄒ∧㆟せ᪨ࢆཧ↷。ྠẶはྠࠊ◊✲ᡤົ௨๓ࢺ

UNDP（United Nation Development Programmeࠊ⮧の経済ࢥࣝ 国㐃㛤Ⓨィ⏬）のࢵࢺ

 。ࡓࡵົࢆࣉ
 

Session 1: A Better Globalization（ࡼりⰋࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸） 
᪥ᮏഃ࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫはඖእົᑂ㆟ᐁ࡛ NEC 㢳ၥのᑠ⏣㒊㝧一Ặ。 
Session 2: Future of Work（ປാのᮍ᮶） 
᪥ᮏഃ࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫは᪥❧〇సᡤ◊✲㛤Ⓨࣉ࣮ࣝࢢᢏ⾡ᡓ␎ᐊᢏ⾡⤫ᣓ࣮ࢱࣥࢭ㛗ව CIO の

⚟ᒣ‶⏤⨾Ặ。 
ᙜࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭのࣔࢆ࣮ࢱ࣮ࣞࢹᙜ財団ཎᒸᑓົ⌮ࡓࡵࡘࡀ。 
Session 3: Energy and Climate（࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚Ẽೃ） 
᪥ᮏഃの࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫはඖእົ⮧ࠊ⎔ቃ⮧࡛Ṋⶶ㔝Ꮫᐈဨᩍᤵྠࠊ Ꮫ国際⥲ྜ◊✲ᡤ

 。のᕝཱྀ㡰ᏊẶ࣮࢙ࣟࣇ
ᙜࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭのࣔࢆ࣮ࢱ࣮ࣞࢹ᪥ୗ㛗ࡓࡵࡘࡀ。 
 
 ࠊは࡛（ࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸りⰋࡼ）㸯ࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ
ၥ㢟ព㆑はࠊᆅ⌫つᶍの成㛗ᅇࢆ᥎㐍しࡑࠊの成㛗♫のᗈ⠊࡞Ⓨᒎの㐃ືಁࢆす

ᚲせ࠶ࡀりࠊձ⏕⏘ᛶのῶ㏿࠺࠸≧ἣの୰࡛ࠊᙉᅛ࡛ࠊᣢ⥆ྍ⬟࡛ᆒ⾮し࡚ࡘࠊ࡚࠸ໟ

ᦤⓗ࡞成㛗ࢆの࠺ࡼணし࡚ࡿ࠸の㸽ղ国ෆの♫ዎ⣙ࢆ᭦᪂しࠊᣑすࡿ᱁ᕪ

ྲྀり⤌ࡵࡓࡴᚲせ࡞ᨻ⟇ᥐ⨨はఱ㸽ճࡼりⰋࢆࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸ᐇ㊶すࡓࡿ

ࠊ࡛࠸ࡼࡤࢀす࠺ࡼのはࡿᅇすࢆ௵ಙከ国㛫ไᗘのಙ㢗ࡸከ国㛫༠ຊࠊࡵ ࠶

 。ពぢは௨ୗの㏻り࡞。ࡓࢀࡉ࡞ࡀ㆟ㄽࠊࢀࢃ⾜ࡀࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢸࣥࢮࣞࣉᛕ㢌ࢆࡽࢀࡇ。ࡿ
࣭ୡ⏺経済のᣢ⥆ⓗ成㛗ᙳ㡪ࢆࡿ࠼せᅉし࡚はࠊձ⏕⏘ᛶのྥୖࠊղ᱁ᕪのṇࠊճ

㏵ୖ国のᙺのᣑࠊմ㏵ୖ国のമົᣢ⥆ྍ⬟ᛶࡿ࠶ࡀ࡞。 
࣭⏕⏘ᛶのྥୖはࣝࢱࢪࢹࠊᢏ⾡の㐍ᒎ࡛ᚋ㐩成ࡿࢀࡉぢ㎸まࡿࢀ。ᢏ⾡はฟ⌧は

ΰࢆᘬࡁ㉳ࡇすࠊࡀ⤖ᯝし࡚⏕⏘ᛶྥୖ㈨すࡿ。 
࣭᱁ᕪ࡚࠸ࡘはࠊᢏ⾡ࡸ㈠᫆ຍ࡚࠼㔠⼥ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࡀᣑಁ㐍せᅉ。ࡽࢀࡇᑐᛂす

 。ࡿ࠶ࡀᚲせࡿウす᳨ࢆ⟇ⓗᨻ⿵࡞ࠎᵝ࡞ồ⫋ᨭࡸ⦏ᴗカ⫋ࠊࡵࡓࡿ
࣭㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国はࠊඛ㐍国௨ୖࠊୡ⏺ⓗ࡞ኚࡿࡼᵝ࡞ࠎᙳ㡪┤㠃し࡚ࡿ࠸。᱁ᕪのᣑ

ࠊ㞠⏝ฟの㊊ࠊⱝ年ᒙのቑࡿ࠶࡛࡞。ከ国㛫♫のᯝࡓすᙺはከ࠸。 
ᯝࢆᙺ࡞ゐ፹ⓗከ国㛫㛤Ⓨ㖟⾜は㈨㔠ືဨࠊ࡚࠸お㏵ୖ国の㛤Ⓨ㈨㔠のㄪ㐩ࠊ≉࣭

ࡿし࡚┦ᛂすࡓᯝࡀの㈨㔠ࡑࠊពし࡚␃ࠊ࡚࠸ࡘമົᣢ⥆ྍ⬟ᛶࠊの際ࡑ。ࡁすࡓ

 。ࡿ࠶ࡀᚲせࡿᰝᐃすࢆのࡿࢀࡉᢞ㈨ࢺࢡ࢙ࢪࣟࣉฟすࡳ⏕ࢆ┈
 
 ࠊ㸰（ປാのᮍ᮶）࡛はࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ
ၥ㢟ព㆑は࣮ࢪࣟࣀࢡࢸࣥࣙࢩ࣮࣋ࣀࠊのⓎᒎಁࢆ㐍しࠊປാཬࡰすᝏᙳ㡪ᑐฎしࠊ

᱁ᕪのᣑࢆᢚไすࡿᚲせ࠶ࡀりࠊձࠊࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢᢏ⾡㠉᪂ࡑࠊし࡚ࠊ㞠⏝ࠊ㈤

㔠ࠊ᱁ᕪの㠃࡛の人ཱྀືែの᥎⛣はࠊの࡞࠺ࡼពࢆᣢࡘの㸽ղࣝ࢟ࢫ⏕ᾭᩍ⫱

はࠊの࡞࠺ࡼពࢆᣢࡘの㸽ճປാのᛶ㉁ࡀኚࡿࢃ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国のⓎᒎの㐨➽

の࡞࠺ࡼᙳ㡪ࡿ࠶ࡀの㸽ࡶࡓࡗ࠸の࡛ࢆࡽࢀࡇ。ࡿ࠶ᛕ㢌ࡀࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢸࣥࢮࣞࣉ⾜

 。ពぢは௨ୗの㏻り࡞。ࡓࢀࡉ࡞ࡀ㆟ㄽࠊࢀࢃ
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࣭ୡ⏺୰࡛⏘ᴗ࣭♫ࣛࣇࣥのࣝࢱࢪࢹࡀຍ㏿し࡚おり࣮࣓࣮࢛ࣇࢫࣥࣛࢺࣝࢱࢪࢹࠊ

㈝ಖ㞀♫ࡸປാຊ㊊ࠊ᪥ᮏᨻᗓは。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ࡞の国の⏘ᴗ࣭経済の≉ᚩࡃはከࣥࣙࢩ

のୖ᪼࡞の♫ၥ㢟ࢆゎỴしࠊࡘࡘ人㛫ࢆ୰ᚰࡿ࠼⪄᪂し࠸♫ࢸ࢚ࢧࢯࠕ 5.0ࠖ
ປാ⪅のᖾ⚟ᗘࡁᇶ࡙ࢱ࣮ࢹはࣉ࣮ࣝࢢ❧᪥ࠊᬒ⫼ࢆのᵓࡇ。ࡓᥦၐしࢆᴫᛕ࠺࠸

 。ࡓ㛤Ⓨしࢆ࣒ࢸࢫࢩࣝࢱࢪࢹࡿࡏࡉୖྥࢆ
࣭ሗᢏ⾡ࢇࡅᘬࡿࢀࡉ᪂しࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢮࣜࣂ࣮ࣟࢢ࠸の㐍ᒎは3ࠊ ࡞㞀ᐖࡀのせᅉࡘ

ࠊ࠸࡞ࡁຍ㏿はᮇᚅ࡛࡞ᖜࠊし࡚おりࡀࡧရྲྀᘬのఙၟ≉ࠊձ国際ྲྀᘬ。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ

ղ᪂し࠸㈠᫆㞀ቨࡀⓎ⏕しࠊ国際ྲྀᘬάᛶの᪂࡞ࡓṑṆࡵぢ㎸まࠊࡿࢀճ⏕⏘άືのᒁ

ᆅࡀ㐍ᒎすࡿ࠶࡛。ࡿ。 
ᢏ࣭⾡㠉᪂の࣓ࣜࡀࢺࢵ㛤Ⓨ㏵ୖ国ࡁ⾜Ώࡿのは㞴し࠸。㐣ཤẚࡤࢀᢏ⾡のఏࣆࢫ

άάື⏘⏕ࡀࡽࢀࡑࠊࡃの⏝⋡はపࡽࢀࡑࠊ㏵ୖ国のၥ㢟はࠊののࡶࡓࡗ࡞ࡃ㏿はࢻ࣮

㏵ୖ国のࠊࡓま。࠸࡞ᶵはᑡࡿࢀࡉ⏝ R&D ᑐᛂ⾡ᢏ࡞ࡓ᪂ࠊ᭦。࠸పࡀのᢞ㈨㢠

すࡿはࡽࢀࡑࠊᚑすࡿ人ࠎのࢆࣝ࢟ࢫᖜ㧗ᗘࡿࡏࡉᚲせࡶࡶࠊࡀࡿ࠶ࡀ㆑

Ꮠ⋡ࡀపࠊࡃ㉁の㧗࠸ᩍ⫱ಀࡀᑡࡿ࠼⪄ࢆࡇ࠸࡞▷ᮇ㛫࡛のᑐᛂはᅔ㞴࡛࠶りࡽࢀࡇࠊ

は࡞ࡁㄢ㢟࡛ࡿ࠶。 
 
 ࠊは࡛（Ẽೃ࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚）㸱ࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭ
ၥ㢟ព㆑はࠊୡ⏺のẼ ୖ᪼ࢆᦤẶ㸰ᗘᮍ‶ᢚࡿ࠼๐ῶ┠ᶆᮇ㛫の⤊๓࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚ࠊ

のぢẼೃኚືᑐ⟇の┠ᶆ㐩成࡞ձୡ⏺ⓗࠊࡀࡿ࠶ࡀᚲせࡿᐇ⾜すࢆ⟇のᑐẼೃၥ㢟

㏻しはࠊ࠺まࠊࡓ┠ᶆ࡚ࡗྥ㐍ࡵࡓࡴᚲせື⾜࡞はఱ㸽ղᛴ㏿Ⓨᒎすࡿᢏ

㸽ճ国際はఱ⟇の᪉ࡵࡓࡿ㐍すಁࢆ⾜⛣の࣒ࢸࢫࢩ࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚పⅣ⣲ࠊά⏝しࢆ⾡

ⓗ࡞ᶵ㛵ࡽのᨻ⟇ᨭࡸ㈨㔠౪⤥はዴఱし࡚ྛ国ࡿࡼ NDC（Nationally 
Determined Contibution 国ࡀỴᐃすࡿ㈉⊩）のᐇࢆຍ㏿ࡓࢀࡽࡏࡉ㸽ࡶࡓࡗ࠸の࡛

ពぢは௨ୗの㏻࡞。ࡓࢀࡉ࡞ࡀ㆟ㄽࠊࢀࢃ⾜ࡀࣥࣙࢩ࣮ࢸࣥࢮࣞࣉᛕ㢌ࢆࡽࢀࡇ。ࡿ࠶

り。 
࣭⡿国ࣉࣥࣛࢺᨻᶒはࠊCO2 ฟ๐ῶࢆᅗࡿ᪂ᨻ⟇は⾜し࠸࡞し࡚ࠊࡀࡿ࠸㠀㐃㑥ࣞ

ࠊ⡿の2700のᆅ᪉⮬య。ࡿ࠸࡚ࡗ࡞άⓎは㠀ᖖࡳ⤌りྲྀࡿ㛵すはẼೃኚື࡛ࣝ࣋

ᕞᨻᗓࠊᴗࡀཧຍすࠕࡿWe Are Still Inࠖ⛠すࡿ㐃ྜయࡀάືし࡚ࡿ࠸。まࠊࡓ⬺Ⅳ⣲

の࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚転ࡀᚲせ࡛ࢢࣥࢩࣛࣉ࣮ࣥ࣎࢝ࠊは㠀ᖖ㔜せ。 
࣭పⅣ⣲࣒ࢸࢫࢩ࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚の⛣⾜࡚࠸ࡘはࠊᢏ⾡㛤Ⓨࡀண௨ୖሀㄪ㐍ࠊࡳ経㈝๐

ῶࡶᛴ㏿㐍ࡿ࠸࡛ࢇ。まࠊࡓ⛣⾜の≌ᘬ⟇࡛ࠊࡿ࠶㈨㔠౪⤥のࢫࣥࢼࣇ࣮ࣥࣜࢢは

2013 年の 110 ൨ࡽࣝࢻ 2018 年は 1500 ൨ࢆࣝࢻ㉸ࡿ࠼ぢ㎸まࡿࢀ。 
のࡿࡁᚋᢲし࡛ࢆ⾜༠ᐃのࣜࣃ༠ຊし࡚国際㔠⼥ᶵ㛵ࠊࡏࡉ㏿ຍࢆ⾜⛣の࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࣭࢚

は G20 G20。ࡿ࠶࡛ はᣢ⥆ྍ⬟࡞成㛗ᡓ␎ࡃࡘࡧ⤖Ẽೃኚືᑐ⟇ᑐすࣙࢩ࣮࣋ࢳࣔࡿ

ಖす☜ࢆ㈨㔠ᯟ࡞の༑ศࡵࡓのᢞ㈨の㐺ᛂ⟇の୧᪉⟇Ẽೃኚືの⦆ࠊࡿᙉすࢆࣥ

NDCࠊࡓま。ࡿ࠶࡛ࡁすࡓᯝࢆᙺ࠺࠸ࠊࡿ のᐇ⾜ᚲせ࡞౪⤥㈨㔠のᰝᐃࡶ࡞

ᙺ࡛ࡿ࠶。 
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㸺成ᯝ㸼 
௨ୖの一᪥のྜ࡛の࡞成ᯝし࡚は௨ୗࡿࢀࡽࡆ࠶ࡀ。 
㸯㸬 ᙜ᪥はࠊ᪥ᮏഃ3࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫ 8࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫ⡿国ഃࠊྡ ࡀྡ 3 のሙ࡛ෑࣥࣙࢩࢵࢭのࡘ

㢌のⓎ⾲࣮ࣂ࣮ࢨࣈ࢜ࠊ࠸⾜ࢆし࡚ᅾ࣡ࣥࢺࣥࢩ DC の◊✲⪅➼ࡀ㆟ㄽཧຍྜࠊィ 22
ྡのྜࡓࡗ࡞。άⓎ࡛ᚷ៸の࠸࡞ពぢ交ࠊࢀࢃ⾜ࡀ㠀ᖖ㉁の㧗࠸㆟ㄽࡀฟ᮶ࡓ。（㆟

のࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈࢆࢺ࣏ࣥ◊✲ᡤࡀⱥㄒ࡛ྲྀりま࡚ࡵおりࡇࠊの᪥ᮏㄒヂࡏࢃྜ

࡚㈨ᩱし࡚ῧし࡚ࡿ࠸。） 
㸰㸬 ᪥ᮏࡽཧຍし࡚࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫࡓ࠸ࡔࡓ࠸はࡽࢀࡇࠊのሙ࡛ࠊ成㛗ᡓ␎ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࠊ

ࠊᢏ⾡㠉᪂経ႠࠊẼೃኚື࣮ࢠࣝࢿ࢚ᨻ⟇࡚࠸ࡘ࡞᪥ᮏの≧ἣࠊ❧ሙ࠼⪄ࡸ᪉ࢆ

༑ศㄝ᫂し࡚ࠊࡁ࠸ࡔࡓ࠸ᑐ᪥⌮ゎࡀ㐍ࡔࢇᛮᩱࡿࢀࡉ。まࠊࡓ⡿国ഃⓎ⾲ࢺ࣓ࣥࢥࠊ

は᪥ᮏࡀᨻ⟇㠃࡛ཧ⪃ࡶࢁࡇࡿ࡞ከࡓࡗ。 
㸱㸬 ྜのཧຍ⪅ᑐし࡚ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝࣈࠊ◊✲ᡤお㢪࠸し࡚ࠊ‶㊊ᗘのࢺ࣮ࢣࣥ

ㄪᰝࡓࡗ⾜ࢆ。㉁ၥࡸᅇ⟅の㑅ᢥ⫥はྠ◊✲ᡤᑟ࡛⟇ᐃしࡓ（ヲ⣽࡞⤖ᯝは P.87 。（↷ཧࢆ

ࡿࡓ࠶のᅇ⟅はཧຍ⪅の⣙༙ศࢺ࣮ࢣࣥ 10 ձྜయࠊᯝは⤖࡞のࡑ。ࡓᚓࡽྡ

のホ౯はࠊဨࡀ positive 5ࠊり࠶࡛ ẁ㝵ホ౯の᭱ୖ(Excellent)ࡶ᭱ࡀከࡃ 5  ḟ(Veryࠊྡ
Good)ࡀ 4 し࡚ࡑࠊྡ 3 ␒┠(Good)1 ྠࡶホ౯ࡿᑐす࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫղࠊࡓᚓࢆホ౯࠸㧗ྡ

ᵝ㧗5ࠊࡃ ẁ㝵ホ౯の᭱ୖ(Excellent)ࡶ᭱ࡀከࡃ 5 ࡀḟ(Very Good)ࠊྡ 4 し࡚ࡑࠊྡ

3 ␒┠(Good)1 ࣝࣂ࣮ࣟࢢࡁりⰋࡼୡ⏺経済ࠕཧຍ࡛࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇᙜࠊࡓま。ࡓࡗ࠶࡛ྡ

のㄢ㢟 5ࠊはのタၥ㸽ࡓࡗの⛬ᗘ῝まࡀのㄆ㆑࡚࠸ࡘࠖ ẁ㝵ホ౯の᭱ୖ(Very 
Significantly)ࡶ᭱ࡀከࡃ 5 ࡀḟ(Significantly)ࠊྡ 4 し࡚ࡑࠊྡ 3 ␒┠(Moderately)1 ྡ

のᅇ⟅࠶ࡀり࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇࠊの᭷ຠᛶࡀ㧗ࡓࢀࡉ♧ࡀࡇ࠸。 
㸲㸬 ᪥ᮏの࣮࣮࢝ࣆࢫの᪉ࠎ㆟㛵すࡿ‶㊊ᗘࢆఛࠊࢁࡇࡓࡗᙜ財団の࣮ࢣࣥ

ࡓ࠸ࡔࡓ࠸࡚ࡏᐤࢆ⟆ᅇࠊᑐし࡚（㊊ᗘ㸲ẁ㝵᪉ᘧ‶）ࢺ 2 ㊊のᅇ⟅（ဨ‶࠸㧗ࡽྡ

᭱ୖ）ࢆᚓࡓ。᪉࡛ࠊලయⓗࢺ࣓ࣥࢥ࡞し࡚࣐࣮ࢸࠕは㐺ษ࡛ࢵ࢝ࢫࢹࠊࡀࡓࡗ࠶

 。࠸ࡓしḟᅇ㛤ദの␃ពⅬࠊり࠶ࡶࠖࡓࡗ࡞ࡀ㛫࡞༑ศࣥࣙࢩ
㸳㸬 まࠊࡓ᪥ᮏഃཧຍ⪅ᙜ財団ົᒁのࣟࢪの‽ഛりࢆホ౯し࡚ࠊࢁࡇࡓ࠸ࡔࡓ࠸

ဨୖ᭱ࡀの‶㊊࡛ࡓࡗ࠶。 
㸴㸬 ࡽࢀࡇの㆟ㄽࢳ࣮ࣆࢫࣥࣙࢳࣥࣛࡸの࣮࣐ࣜࢧはࠊᙜ財団のࢪ࣮࣒࣮࣌࣍おࣈࡧࡼ

-https://www.brookings.edu/events/us-japan-forum）ࢪ࣮࣒࣮࣌࣍ᡤの✲◊ࢫࢢࣥ࢟ࢵࣝ
challenges-for-the-global-economy-and-a-better-globalization/）ᥖ載࡚ࢀࡉおりࠊᐇ際

Ἴཬຠᯝࠊりࡼࡇࡃࡔࡓ࠸ぢ࡚の᪉ࡃ᪥⡿のከࠊ࡚࠼ຍࠎ᪉ࡓཧຍし࣒࣮࢛ࣛࣇ

。ࡿࢀࡉᮇᚅࡀ
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10.� ඹദ団య⤂ 

 
 

 
The Japan Economic Foundation (JEF) was established in July 1981 to deepen understanding 
between Japan and other countries through activities aimed at promoting economic and 
technological exchange. With this goal in mind, JEF engages in a broad range of  activities 
such as providing information about Japan and arranging venues for the exchange of  ideas 
among opinion leaders from many countries in such fields as industry, government, academia 
and politics in order to build bridges for international communication and to break down 
the barriers that make mutual understanding difficult. 
URL: http://www.jef.or.jp  
 
 
 
 

 
The Brookings Institution is a nonprofit public policy organization based in Washington, 
DC. Our mission is to conduct high-quality, independent research and, based on that 
research, to provide innovative, practical recommendations that advance three broad goals: 

• Strengthen American democracy;  
• Foster the economic and social welfare, security and opportunity of all Americans; and  
• Secure a more open, safe, prosperous and cooperative international system.  

Brookings is proud to be consistently ranked as the most influential, most quoted and most 
trusted think tank. 

http://www.brookings.edu/ 
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