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ABSTRACT

Since the early 1990s, EU regional policy has been moving towards promoting regional
innovation capabilities drawing on institutional building, collective learning and
innovation, and untraded interdependencies. It accentuates that regional development
should be bottom-up, place-specific, longer-term and learning-oriented. In this paper,
we examine the evolution of EU regional policies for the last 40 years. Particular
emphasis is placed on regional innovation strategies that EU has been experimenting as
an alternative regional development paradigm during the 1990s. Such policy tools lay
emphasis on the role played by learning, innovation and institutional building. It is
revealed that regional innovation strategies in EU have moved towards facilitating
learning and innovation-oriented regional culture and institutional building away from
establishing infrastructures for innovation. In conclusion, we suggest some critical
implications for regional development policy in Korea. First, it claims that policy
makers need to recognise the importance of horizontal local governance and
institutional building for promoting learning and innovation. Second, it is critical that

regional policies need to be place and context-specific.
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