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A Qualitative Analysis of the Urban Regeneration Priority Projects

—Focused on Eleven Neighborhood-Based Regeneration Areas —
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to supplement the quantitative evaluation and to analyze qualitatively the performance of
the urban regeneration priority projects. The qualitative achievements of the eleven neighborhood-based urban regenera-
tion priority areas were evaluated. The fourteen qualitative evaluation indicators were selected through the review of the
concept of each qualitative indicator, NDC (New Deal for Community) evaluation indexes, and the objectives of the eleven
projects. The overall satisfaction level of the projects on the physical environment improvement was high, but the project
methods are to be improved. Long-term private investment has been effective in regenerating the local economy. The
community revitalization effect turns to be insignificant. The following suggestions are made to improve the effectiveness
of future urban regeneration projects. At the planning stage, local residents needs to take more initiative of the projects. At
the operational stage, public and professional groups need to trust more local residents and consider more the sustain-
ability of the projects. In the monitoring and evaluation phase, transparent and specific evaluation measures should be
prepared for the regeneration projects.
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1. 22MS CATHMMEAIR  Table 1. Neighborhood-based regeneration priority projects

WA 72 olaE EARAAY Bt @ BUEE dike

. . L Area Project Budget
Project Areas 2 ]E B (km?) (100 million won)
g B2 FELARR SHRIXIS) 574X K 0725 200
Seoul Jongno-gu Residential regeneration in the new town project-lifted areas '

IdF 7 OFAOI2 SN FH T p] 243} 0966 200
Gwangju Dong-gu 0ld town revitalization around the Asia Culture Center :
XS A A LRI GAS 2UHHAIZ ST 2
\lJ_e:o anllJ_k Gunsan Development of the Modern Historic Cultural Zone connected with the 0.466 200
Naehang district

M Z2ZA| FEM T TN ZHIHEE 082 0t 24 06 2018
Jeonnam Mokpo Creation of the art village around Mt. Yudal ' ’
2= 45 A 0N} HEOUA 5 T . 06014
Gyeongbuk Yeongju Regeneration of the modern market and the old railway station ' ’
2t 2| SFENY, ES0EE F4Y 20z ZAIRY

- Culture and art-led regeneration of the Burim market and the 1.78 200
Gyeongnam Changwon Changdong art village
O ZALTY UTi2) NS S5t PEA N8 ”0 1024
Daegu Nam-gu Old town revitalization by the small theater street’s regeneration ’ ’
29 EfiA| o HEHAL 7 B EAIQ| FAYS At A A| Ty
2 > Small city regeneration by reflecting identities of the closed railway 0.08 98
Gangwon Taehaek stations and the former mining town
a4 2zA| HHYC O E3RAE 28T E3i2| &Y

ST . Special streets development using the cultural heritages of the Baekje 10.3 100

Chungnam Gongju ki
ingdom
S TA| Bl 1SS 88 UV AL R4S ST EH TS 0.19 126
Chungnam Cheonan Revitalization through the youth infrastructures using empty buildings ’
M &2Al CFFEAXY RIBZH0LE 2T 038 200

Jeonnam Suncheon

Development of the eco-friendly towns in old residential areas
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+ analysis on ‘Special Act on Urban Regeneration’
* analysis of data related to project monitoring and
h inf ion di request

study on the evaluation of urban
regenaration projacts in Korea
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view on th pt and attribute of qualitative
evaluation
set qualitative evaluation + analysis on the NDC’s evaluation method and content
. *
+ review on the contents and goals of urban regeneration
priority projects
v ]
fiekd survey and in-depth intervi gions of urb
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Figure 1. Research content and method
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Figure 2. Research content and method

Z£%| source: MOLIT(2015:2)
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£ Folle A9 9 399 A= gofdt = A FEol
79| AFsic}, @A 2AA Yol FEE = BARNRSS A4 =
AABAA T o) oFsh U159 oA FHIFoR jt
FEA Fate] Aol Wastty FrHECHZIFA - 34,
2018).

. Y& Qoixlz 43
1. B4% Zje| ojo)

AR 2] A3t Bt U e W2 A4 A7 (quantita-

H 2 ZENSPO TAMMMEAIY DULE{Z X|H  Table 2. MOLIT's Monitoring indexes

=0k
Fields

EL{EE X|&
Monitoring Indexes

FUIEN A S
Citizen participation and capacity
building

20179 OOA| 2LIE{! Znf At
Monitoring Example”

20174 M1 2| B A=A 7HZL: 8,00004H 204
Holding the 'Hide & Seek Festival”: about 8,000 people joined
S AIRHEYCHS! 40 4
40 People completed 'Urban Regeneration College’
g7ty d=
11 activists discovered

HYX| B HEHA 75 -2F

HHEIA 225 2 20 AlX Administrative support, cooperation

<23 A 2t2CE]0 2 & 128
<Culture-City-Regeneration> Roundtable was held 12 times

Governance Building
and Operational
Performance

S AR EAIE 2EAA
Operation performance of urban
regeneration support center

SAIHACHE! 2

‘Urban Regeneration College’ was run
HAYS I RN Z2AIY 43

4 Public Participation Projects

MBI EE Y LA A 752
Using Experts and building &
operation of public private
partnerships system

BoiE EAUS MY FT

Participation type platform project performed
OECIAER] AR X

Art District project performed

CO2st Mo 2Y

Multi-Cultural program was run

BHEE 22 Y ARFTINT
Project performance

HEEYS 200 EE

20 young adult start-up places created
AR R A YRl2] & 29 FE

29 new jobs created

FE3 25 A

Empty places decreased by 25 places

AM7AE R STt
Regeneration Project
Plan and Performance

719 2UE
Evaluation and monitoring

O M=t Tl A
Budget execution performance

X|4H| 2128 94.6% Secured budget rate 94.6%
At £35S 90.9% Budget execution rate 90.9%

SEAX
Promotion performance

oAtz A2 8271 82 Newspaper articles
EEEA HE 10T 10 Video clips
AAMX| 712|174t 38] 3 Newsletter articles

% Al 0FR2| 221 9 K& Project
7 |Ek completion and plan for continuation

Others

7|et )7 Other comments
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tive) ZH% 4% (qualitative) FHOZ FEEY, HTo=
o] 9 oFFE Hd £ B WaAdo] FxH gtk 1
2y B4 7te] -84 Bl gt o] $23] ol
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Zo] B35 E o] Qi

o, 3443 B7te] ERL
A BAZF 4= Q=T

A, AR Frhs e msE HEAl A2E Fohfel
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(how), #l(why)2] ZHHofA] @/e] thgt H5-2] olsfjet Ao o]
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2010). E3H A Bk AU EA} FRE DEBAIA B4
o] ZojEal, FAF &7, o5 8219 FA| Auf 5 AAsHA] &
g AE sjAsHA] ok $AZE tHAEA - F9F, 2005).
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Ro] AtthAlS 24 9l A | ks 2AL AAke] Uuby &
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A-FBF 2005). 5, AAHA B7hs dMA A ARE Fojuir]
uf o]l AFERE 4 Qe daaAel gt £40] 7hsstaL, ¥
3F ol it H= s TS AT 4 Ack(udd and
Randolph, 2006; Garbarino and Holland, 2009).

gHA, stz QU7 et A F7kE Heiile st A
g3t 4= 9= 719ho] H a gt A (indicator)7} HIE 1 HE-E
3R, A#e 2 A=Pd A AAe] ¥apr dupg At
o7k QA AR s BAE Hol AsA Foll i FRE G
a2 817] WiZo|tHChurch and Rogers, 2006).

AAA S Q3 F7E BUEE T v A R A3 GA]
AFA-AEA A2 ok, gurd ez A A7t §
(quantities) ¥} €l (amounts)E SAIcHE, H424 A= 7l
219] 2)A(opinion), 41 (belief), AF*84](the way of think-
ing) 59 YA whS ZA%t webs FFA A#e &
27 %AHnumber)2t Hl-&(percentage, ratio) 522 YERH
U, AR A3;s O, oY THyes/no)'?) A (exis-
tence)2} TR Ex= F3x or Y or 2)'0l2h= W (category) 2]
ZHof|A 24 ZA3E EFPFHChurch and Rogers, 2006;
Sandhu-Rojon, 2015).

Ao FPA Brhs FA ARE Haste] AAE PR
S AEE 4= dar, WA A= cFetA AL = Ak &
5] F7to| AME A2 At T2 B4, A3 A,
oz e 58 Frbehzt] 1864 88E 5 e ARE
Alsch e - 2EE, 2013). £ ARY] 3 ® A=

Fololu, A2 B71E o

06 "REAZ, X547 H3Z (2019)

Wros SaUR) e 497 Q7] dhEel] AR Al 4 ¢l
o}, olaig HolAl Alle] 4 7t mUE e H4He 21
o] g7 olsyEjofof & W} Qirt.

2. NDC2| Z=AIRHSALY E7IX|E 13

= Edlo] A= 19979 AGFEA Y] ol S A=gt
8tal(Imrie and Raco, 2003; °J€}3], 2015014 #|21-8), 1998
TRAABE 1% F7Hd%H(National Strategy for Neighbour-
hood Renewal)-< 2rEgict, o]of wzh 1998 ¢ 1097 35
A7t Frshs WIZAER GO A B NDCE F48}1L,
AR(DCLG)"?} Sheffield Hallam University?] H4AQO=
20013 2010'A74A] A B7HE ol

NDCi= 75 A 23 Household Survey)2t 245 3374
olBE B85t ARYlel A} 71EE AR 53] NDC] 4
E] /o] EFQl v, 1 B HAl Rtz e R o]fHd I
27} k= Social Exclusion Unit”9] £40] w}e} NDCE 4
I 71ES HE, AU, 79 9 593 2 59 FaFie
“J#Hplaced-related outcomes)?t AY, A%, 1 5 AFF
4€] 43 people-related outcomes)& &8t F 367112 3
7 EE AR RUHTE 3, 4). 4] At AE e 5= 4
hs HojlA oje} 2ol FA ANERE AR Aozt & 4=

e community heu:‘:u.and physical
+ think NDC has improved
thearea * think area has improved
feel a bit/very unsafe * quality of life is good « satisfled with the area as a
) walking alone after « feel part of the kocal place to live
qualitative dark ‘community + satisfied with
Indicator « fear of crime index * think can
« lawlessness and decisions thet affect the * went 10 move
dereliction index * trapped in current
neighbours leok out for sccommodation
- wvictim of criminal
Quantitative damage * problems with the
indicator « experienced = invalved in NDC activities S index
boen s victim of at envienment
lesst cne crime

3 3.NDCQ| &4 34 Mt
Figure 3. Placed-related outcomes of the NDC's evaluation
£X source: reorganized based on the DCLG(2010)

worklessness health education
feel own health not
sltalve | = '”.;’“ 2 + need to improve basic skills
- satisfied with family
doctor
amuh‘g;wm ot « key stage 4 with five or more
|+ workiess o not exercise for 20 ECSER A
atve |- inomployment minutes o more e o oty
odcstor |+ unemployment rate S et
"+ recsive bensfits index et ik
'm“""u"'.“. * no qualification

8 4.NDC2 F4 B4 dut
Figure 4. People-related outcomes of the NDC's evaluation®
&7 source: reorganized based on the DCLG(2010)
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Ak, AE S0, 25 Fiz Y} vIAEA 8-S oA
Z 4= 9L, Hoh Yy FHL A7 FHAZ 4= = Aol
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AA S oF-EE B7HE SR 53] BAIAA ARIS)
A2 At g7re] Ago] njgt 7k, BAERL] s
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tHGarbarino and Holland, 2009). o]&§t Ak 23 A}
of thgt Tt olefE =53 4 Itk H(Church and Rog-
ers, 2006)°114] 112k2] €]2]7} ¢lrt,

NDCE 3971 ARthAR1 9] B3 wsh= 88, FUE0] 3
A AR HskE A6k Ao] At k] 78 E3EQ)E ¥
o}, AAR 2419 FY(neighbourhoods)oll thgt 1712 714
(feeling)o] G2 o2 /A= Ack= A& NDCY] 71 & A3
2 331 YILDCLG, 2010). %, FUES NDC7} ol d ¥t
£ AL, AF W] digt 3 A7t A= FE
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EAARYAEA S HAEA At 7R E EES e & d
T AR O] ARt W-8-E st 1179 2|
AEE AR A S W82 tiF-E shte] ARRIE
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H 3. CAKMMEAI O MAX TILX|HE  Table 3. Qualitative evaluation indexes of urban regeneration priority projects

AIZZ2 . Project Objectives
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A3 8.8 A5 Whgste] FUusy) A ARRE ARt

540l AU

V. ZE H AMAH

2 @7e 71E BN EARI S AFE B2t Rl @
AlE Heste] ARINE BP0 EA sk} skt 34
2 A2 /g3 NDCO] F7H RS st 7 ARiA| %9
E3rof w2t 14779 A BRI RS AAstaes, 1l 21
AT EAIPAEARIS AA e B7bekact A 2
g fokshd chgat kG 4).°

A, 7 9 g o] E2)AQ AR FAe R
AP QAR Ae] FUUNSEE Ao R F3koy,
A FET A2 Wkt E3 9=E AR f-A1 e
oAt FHRRAR] WA o] gt iAol ety 2|9 okl
A AR 9] W asdol i3t HET} AdgYE ofof gt

A, A97%A B3hs 179 AL A71A o2 o Aok
AI7E UERATE, o[HIEA S| T7]3Q 2] H7FA 48 AR
A5 37 9 An|R o]ojx|A] kI, AR A HA| At
AHAA 9] A& 7Fs ol AI7E AT

U] o 2 EAIAPLEARY O R Q1 29554 B8t &
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B 4. CAKMMT AR MMA MTt Table 4. Qualitative achievements of urban regeneration priority projects

7= Category Z2 A Key Projects

o Lo Fa|XIF, UIE |
Support for the obsolete housing repair, vacant
housing maintenance
o SHEMRUSTY|, T 3H2 BRI, ¥l 5 252
A, ZHIEH|, RN 215, 32| 24 5
x5 5l Garden making, putting flowerpots in front of
gggg 7 my house, painting on the wall, signboard
Doy improvement, and etc.

A% M7} Qualitative Achievement

S2|X 224 Physical Environment Improvement

o REHEIA NRIFZI0 oSt FOIDEE ZOL, A4 E0toz
HoHEE ME

High satisfaction with the housing maintenance project, but
low participation level due to the project method

X2t HMAIRS 7HAIA iz QR ETL = 0oL, RX 2] Eoh
FOAMI HIY 5 EH TR

High satisfaction with neighborhood improvement project,
but need to supplement the project by reflecting inhabitants'
opinions and the management plan

°

Residential o HOUIE| AL 01742} T2 2 MAU CARIOIT S 49| & 8H Quality of Life
Environment CIOIBH AIZS 9|5t AlAf 9l ma )2k SIAS 0|5 5 =
Improvement o= Alo= T e = = o Z0IO| A0 A NS QIS A H L2 2M0fl TS 018 X &L=
Community facility, health program for the =0L} 0|0] X|KH| RFROIA FZIE|D QL= A7} RS
elderly, progre;rp fjo\r; tge Xoiu;:w el o High utilization and satisfaction with community program,
° Sgp/}oz Ffa. Zto]Astel Asd & M|, SEX|CH but most local governments already had such programs
ST E S
Installation of CCTV, street lights, fire hydrant, QI Safety
andetc » MEARIXIOIS QUX|H0| OfLIZH= 2J740] i, Alie] Ao cht
HE 27 E
Many said the project areas were not crime-ridden districts,
need to review the projects
K| AR 245t Local Business Revitalization
o K|t #H43IS AlZsh= XM HEH0 0|XIX| Zottd, AKX
o PIRRFSIE UolM= =xjez 2
De‘\D/eIopment of tourism resources Local business revitalization is limited to less than half of the
o G2 72] B S CAIZEHAL] necl)?hbogfrood-based <r)eg%neratgg areas
Development of urban cultural industries o KIHRA} = OIE 7 PJ_ TT‘% Ay 4 &7t ) i
(ex. Art street) The floating population increased intermittently during local
» ElopH2lSatial 24 S o 21019 L1o1e =t 1Al 2ta
282 A Development of theme streets or specialized  ° s ?J YUK MPE Sat 5 é,°| oL
<E: S /IS streets Vacancies are reduced through direct or indirect start-up
conomic o 5] 27t ST support project
AT \F_ill?n‘_vzi;nl:ies oIx}z] &= Job Creati
o LOIIXI2] AE = Job Creation
Job creation for the elderly o QFEXQI URI2| BF
o FOMES 95t URf| AE Lack of Stable Jobs
Job creation for vulnerable groups o X9 Mgt X B
o M2 £S TS0 &2 Q= HEA BHET| Lack of virtuous cycle structure of local economy
Job creation for the youth o JEFY X&7sd 0/EE
Unsustainability of young entrepreneurship
o ME|1A ZH| 229 AP B
Lack of self-sufficiency of social economic organization
719 LIE| 4 Community Formation
o X|<ofl Cit ol 2l @4 0|o|
Poor Attachment to the Region
o ZOIHOLRZ DAL o ZFRIZ0] B3, 0|70 nF Sl ! X454 20
XoiaEH| g Inhabitants initiative project Lack of sustainability in residents’ participation and interaction
oo o =) = - ; s P
Community SISO 2 Z01%92f 23t Residents' Capacity Building

Urban regeneration academy
o MZIX| GAL S F2
Exploration of the advanced area

Revitalization

o 00| oot MHFE, XY S AU =018
Lack of residents’ capacity enhancement to lead projects by
themselves and to raise self-activities

o FOIRIC) 273 31 AR CiSt HE 0t EIGI8 M=
Low rate of satisfaction and attendance in residents’
participation programs and projects

3} o) ulul ek, 4, Ablel Zofek Ful thyto] x|oe] of
3 7122l of2AS 2 99 el EARANEARC
2 ok AT 38 4 Y9, A% o Fulzel gFolut &

$ oA Y4 golc Fuo Jot 220y S 5
509 ol TelsA] glob Aol UEE BE Wokw,
AP o} 2] Zgict

lo
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EAABAEAI] O] AAA A3l F71E vpgho @ EAR AL
o] BHANES £ol7] 913 - A= QA W3S et 2ol
A|re = k.

WA ARIAR AL A EARARIeA Fzele)
H&S £ WAzt glek 2AET, FOAG EE FURE A

%9] PR A Uehtout AR R AR R Aol
ShFEIE AT FUFRAI) ik 2 B Ak vl
of thet A=A WEsh Haskn, T gl =LA
A2l SUBES TAH g3t BAE o] wsior o
o}, FUFE EAR) 4TS SN Fulcig e ne
ol ¥heA] Alssolof gk, EAIRAS} 5 Tl o] Azt
3} A G FE olaste, o) 53 078 12
LEL M% ufisof ghet.
| AL UL A3

o) Her} s, A4k Al 4—;— Shejafof ¢
o, 33 W AR} W] 30 9 PAG e Fuse =
AAgALIe] chet St 9 AR slefo ololzich, w4t £
o a4 0 RuE 5O AHALDEAL W] 1 me
A LA 02 Flo] AT F713te] EARAAGIS A%
7hs e mmafof g,

whero e B 3 57} AAl EAAARIS) A
o] chat £35t Al Brbgeto] nieisoof gkt @A)
AR BUEY L Brhgele] WAIstEe] glout 7
AolA] #ta, Brhanks ARBANT AAE AH 257
aleh, SAAAIAIG Aol et BUE R B7hE oA
719] Aol wel st Ak 7 78‘?1011 dhet gk Ak
ufeislojof gk, Eak EAABARI] A4S 98] mUHY
FPE e N

e A7) Aol 7Ielske dAE
WAEAS B0 20179 B EREJAT, IR 2
3} oj213] ARglo] A Fal o] thF-Eolglar, 20189 AE|
E QWA ARlo] 248 ool Eak EAAIAR
of fahe BTk 7)o AA, A% Ael7] Heks 7rgAL.
2 UeRhe S4o] glek. webd 37 B1e] Aas Akele) 4
e EAABAEARIS) B3R G 4 Gk ole] & AT
o] A= 2014958 2017971 EARGHEAG] che
7) Az PPEich B3 WHH oAkt A AROE FE
3 WHEALE B9 2ANYY EAAAEAS 1T ALt
A B4R o A7 et

olefat Aol e B A EAAMAEAIY] A
Q) 43 WAhE AEstcke ol 2ot gl ol Futes
EARAAIA ) NS aes B7h B At 245
W, SARAIAIIS) BAhoks BE EAA A2 WA
71043t 4= 91 Role} 7.

ﬂ"

239 AR WG

Wzghc}, =AY

104 r=EAE, HMs4 X3 (2019)

T, 2EREHO| RLEE B A= 20154 226H|0|X|, 20164 168H[0|
X, 2017\H 454H[0|X[of] O|2= HWLht XIR2, B4 2 =20 +5
5t7[oll= SHAI7H QUL &2 H70H|Al= 2LIEIE i3] OlshE 57| Pfol
st mAI2] AIFHIE Helot0] MIAIIUC

2. DCLG(Department of Communiies and Local Governmenth= 2018
19 0fl0] &&Eo| EHo2 MHCLGMinisry of Housing, Communities and
Local Governmen)2 B14E

73, Social Exclusion Unit2 19973 ARIEl H=FE 7|20z AR X
&, XU, GBSt FE, HA|, 24, 715 sliA| S AR uiA| Aol of
st APZ FIggion, 2006\ Prime Minisler's Stralegy Unitz} £
Social Exclusion Task Force= HATICH

4. The 'key slage’ of education indicalor means pupis eligible for assess-
ment who were resident in the NDC area in January in the year of the
assessment, NDC pupis are identified by the pupl's residential postcode
which is matched wilh individual pupil level attainment dala from the
Pupil Level Annual Schools Census. ‘GCSEs' is Generally Certified
Secondary Educations,

6, ZaX dut BA0] 377t gl= XY HEZAL UES I3|UBEAN
o HAMOITEAL TAQ| "TA[MMTAIRY F7t I BAI= JHMyer
o +==0] T

76, &2 A7s TAINMXIRNE], XX SR, XGFLIo2 NS L
O &5 QERE T J2iut TAKPEMTAIR S X 6‘4-}01
CiEt 2 A 2 0]740] LIEHLER] 4UCH AlRiadzfol| chet &
2l1o] ojz40| of XI0|7t AUA=XI0f ChEt BT} silMe FI1=2 ﬁ?a
40| UCk
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