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Stage-Specific Changing Process and Implications for the Downtown Revitalization
Policy in Japan
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Abstract

This study aims to analyze the stage-specific changing process of the downtown revitalization policy in Japan since
1998, and to suggest some implications for Korea. The main findings are as follows. First, the downtown revitalization policy
in Japan has been undergoing change of three stages; the introduction of policy, the government-led implementation and
the promotion of private sectors’ investment. Second, despite some improvements of physical environment, the limits of
policy also exist. Third, in-depth survey and ongoing monitoring are necessary to ensure the stability of downtown revital-
ization projects.

Compared to gradual policy changes in Japan, downtown regeneration projects in Korea are similar to the stage of gov-
ernment-led policies. At this stage, it is necessary to prepare the strategies of projects reflecting the local characteristics
and to monitor the performances and limitations of projects. In the future, policies to induce the investment and participation
of private sectors should be prepared to overcome the limitation of government-led policies.
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Table 1. Studies on the Downtown Revitalization Policy of Japan Conducted in Korea

Category Title

Introduction on the Policy for

The Revitalization Trends of City Centre in Japan

Reference

Yun, S. B, Yun,S. W, Oh, S. K.
and Lee, J. S.(1999)

the Downtown Revitalization
of Japan

Revitalization of Urban Centers in Japan

Park, J. C., Lee, H. J. and
Kim, H. J.(2007)

Comparative and In-depth
Studies on the Policy for

the Downtown Revitalization
of Japan

The Study on the Proposal of Activation of the Central Area
in a Local City of Korea and Japan; Focused on Jeonju City
and Kanazawa City

Yun, J. R.(2005)

Policy Network Analysis on Downtown Revitalization Policy
in Japan

An, S. H.(2011)

A Study on Policy of Downtown on Small-and-Medium Cities
in Japan

Kim, S. R.(2013)

A Study on the Revitalization Directions for Old CBD in Local
Cities

Kim, J. J., Hwang, K. H,,
Rhim, J. H. and Ryu, D. J.(2015)

Evaluation Studies on the
Policy for the Downtown
Revitalization of Japan

The Analysis of the Actual Situation of the Evaluation and
Certification System of the Basic Plan Based on the
Revision of the Law on Central City Revitalization of Japan

Song, K. B. and Kim, Y. H.(2013)

The Analysis of Evaluation Results for the Central City
Revitalization in Japan

Song, K. B.(2016)
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* based on cities with a ion over 200,000, 3 itan regions and cities of prefectural level were not included.
* the past sales data was revised by consumption expenditure in 2002

Fig. 1. The Location of Large-Scale Stores(left)-the Changes of Population and the Sales in Downtown in Japan

Sources: ARIEFE(2012) / Cabinet Secretariat(2012)
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opinions
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certified general plans for I downtown residence
downtown revitalization ‘

Fig. 2. The Structure of the Downtown Revitalization Project

Sources: ARIEFE(2012) / Cabinet Secretariat(2012)
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Table 2. 14 Cities’ Final Results of the Downtown Revitaliza-
tion Projects in 2011

Indicator (related Accomplishment

indicators’ Contents rate
number) Improvement rate
-number of newly
installed tourism 63%
-y facilities(/year)
Facilities(8) number of
cultural-welfare 88%
facilities users(/year)
Number of public tram 50%
transportation train ete
passengers(4) . 75%
33%
Vacant stores(3) - vacancy rate, etc.
33%
- sales amount of retail 20%
Sales(5) stores(/year)
-annual sales, etc. 20%
: 14%
- pedestrians
Passagerate(14) . bicycle pass, etc. 50%
Resident -numberof resident 10%
population(10) population
- population trend(/year) 50%
-employees’ number 67%
etc.(6) -number of business,
etc. 83%
Total Indicator  @ccomplishment rate 32%

(50) improvement rate 58%
Sources: AEIEE(2012) / Cabinet Secretariat(2012)
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88%, 83%= 71§ A Uepd o, E}mi 51 o8 7h
Bl &o] 75%= &7 Uepdth 518 gAHE AT 5
A7 A g o & Qlsf U o] Al mat yeRd
oct,

=] 2]3£9] H]g(lmprowement rate)<
Ho

4z -

1

N
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R off = AN 7HA] A gle) FH A
o7 1%% FE9 7Héi H&-2 7217F 33%, 20%E Vet 7hA
HI7F A 0 &2 G YERICHNEET, 2012).
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Table 3. 21 Cities’ Final Results of the Downtown Revitaliza-
tion Projects in 2017

Indicator (related Accomplishment

indicators’ Contents rate
number) Improvement rate
- number of pedestrians
and bicycle passage 49%
Vitality rate
creation(35) -number of
tourism-cultural 63%
facilities visitors, etc.
-number of resident 29%
Promotion of population
downtown - population rate of
residence(14) downtown(/population 43%
rate of city)
-number of vacant
58%
Enhancement of stores ’
. -number of employees
economic

-number of start-ups
- sales amount of retail 75%
stores(/year), etc.

revitalization(12)

Improvement of - number of tram 50%
public passengers - number
transportation of inner-city circulation o
convenience(4) bus & taxi users, etc. 5%
Total Indicator ~ @ccomplishment rate 46%

(65) improvement rate 62%
Sources: AIRERF(2018) / Cabinet Office(2018)
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Table 4. The Stage-specific Changing Process of the Downtown Revitalization Policy in Japan

Stage 1: the Introduction of

CELEE the Policy(1998~2005)

Stage 2: the Government-led
Implementation(2006~2013)

Stage 3: the Promotion of Private
Sectors' Participation and
Investment(2014~)

acceleration of population decrease and aging society

° the loss of functions as a
downtown by suburbanization
and motorization since rapid
economic growth

Social-Economic-
Political
Background

° the plan of the compact city was
suggested in the 164" national
assembly

° the measure of downtown
revitalization and the urban

o continued suburbanization and
the decline of downtown

o investment and business
activities have stalled in
downtown

policy were processed as a

whole

° the enactment of ‘'the

downtown revitalization law’

in 1998

- the preparation of ‘the general
plans for downtown
revitalization' system

- exceptional support about
law and finance

- operation TMOs to integrate
commercial functions

The Contents of
Change

o the provision of the responsibility
code of public and private
sectors

° setting up the headquarters for
downtown revitalization

° the creation of the system to
certify general plans for
downtown revitalization

° the establishment of
organizations in public sectors
and of the associations for

> reinforcing measures to induce
and promote private investment
and to support private investment

° the creation of the system to
certify private sectors' projects for
downtown revitalization by the
Ministry of Economy, Trade and
Industry

° expanding the zero-interest
financing range to local
governments

downtown revitalization
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Table 5. 115 Cities' Final Results of the Downtown Revital-
ization Projects(2006~2018)

accomplish the goals
number of indicators,
accomplishment rate,

Indicator "
(number of cities and plans)

(number of

cities and plans adopted
this indicator, number of
related indicators)

did not accomplish the goals,
but improved before

number of indicators,
accomplishment rate,
(number of cities and plans)

- 77 indicators, 35.2%
(53 cities, 61 plans)

- 52 indicators, 23.7%
(42 cities, 46 plans)

17 indicators, 20.0%

Vitality Creation
(115 cities, 138 plans,
219 indicators)

Promotion of Inner City

Residence (16 cities, 17 plans)
(73 cities 85 plans, 85 -18indicators, 21.2%
indicators) (16 cities, 18 plans)
Enhancement of - 18 indicators, 26.1%
Economic Revitalization (18 cities, 18 plans)
(55 cities 62 plans, -12 indicators, 17.4%

69 indicators) (12 cities, 12 plans)

- 8indicators, 51.0%
(7 cities, 8 plans)

Improvement of Public
Transportation
Convenience

(17 cities 15 plans 16

-4 indicators, 25.0%

indicators) (3 cities, 3 plans)

17 indicators, 50.0%
etc. (11 cities, 11 plans)
(20 cities 20 plans, 22 —
indicators) -3indicators, 13.6%

(3 cities, 3 plans)

- 131 indicators, 31.9%

Total

(71 cities, 84 plans)

-89 indicators, 21.7%
(60 cities, 67 plans)

Sources: ARIAF(2018) / Cabinet Office(2018)

(175 cities 139 plans,
411 indicators)
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