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ABSTRACT

The way to respond to climate change is divided into mitigation and adaptation. So far, the response of climate
change has been focused on mitigation. The perception of response of climate change also has been focused on
mitigation. However, climate change mitigation and adaptation should be highlighted in a comparable concept as
a response to climate change. On the other hand, perception of the public on climate change affects the support or
opposition of the general public about climate change-related policies. The purpose of this study is to assess awareness
of the general public and stakeholders on the subject of climate change adaptation and to present a basis for a future
national climate change adaptation policy. Questionnaire on awareness of climate change adaptation were composed
of the climate change and climate change response (mitigation, adaptation) understanding and importance, the seriousness
of climate change-related adverse climate event, the need for climate change adaptation measures, the degree of
implementation, and the level of government effort for climate change response. Climate change adaptation-related
awareness survey was conducted for the general public 1,011 people and stakeholders 101 people by telephone
interviews. In this study, the perception survey has a difference in aspect of the contents and methodology. And
We were able to present the three characteristics of the general public and stakeholders aware of the subject of climate
change adaptation. First, the relative importance of climate change adaptation was relatively low. Second level of
awareness about climate change response of the public was significantly lower than the stakeholders. Finally, the
need to prepare the implementation of the sectoral level, the first adaptation measures was relatively low.
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Table 1. The general public and stakeholder demographic characteristics of survey respondents
Characteristics General public Stakeholder
Total 1,011 (100.0%) 101 (100.0%)
Male 502 (49.7%) 85 (84.2%)
Gender
Female 509 (50.3%) 16 (15.8%)
20~29 182 (18.0%) 8 (7.9%)
30~39 186 (18.4%) 21 (20.8%)
Age 40~49 214 21.2%) 27 (26.7%)
50~59 201 (19.9%) 41 (40.6%)
60~ 228 (22.6%) 4 ( 4.0%)
Seoul 207 (20.5%) 25 (24.8%)
Incheon/Gyeonggi 291 (28.8%) 19 (18.8%)
Daejeon/Chungcheong/Sejong 103 (10.2%) 20 (19.8%)
Region Gwangju/Jeolla 104 (10.3%) 14 (13.9%)
Daegu/Kyungpook 102 (10.1%) 3 ( 3.0%)
Busan/Ulsan/Gyeongnam 163 (16.1%) 13 (12.9%)
Gangwon/Jeju 41 (4.1%) 7 ( 6.9%)
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Fig. 1. The general public and stakeholders work-related characteristics of the survey respondents.
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