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Abstract To achieve the purpose of balanced development over the country' of the Urban Regeneration
(New Deal) Project, it is necessary to find alternatives through the source of trouble in previous Urban
Regeneration Projects. In particular, there are many difficulties, including the process of purchasing
public land recommended by the related policies so that the activation plan is frequently revised or
changed. There are definite gaps between the situation and institutional guidance at the 'field and
practical stage', which triggers land price hikes and conflicts between the residents' organizations, and
eventually affects the implementation of other sub-projects. Therefore, this study derived the limitations
and suggestions at the 'field and operation level that occur when under-used public land is used in
Urban Regeneration Projects. Chapter 2 reveals the importance of securing land in Urban Regeneration
Projects. Chapter 3 reports the advantages of under-used public-owned land based on the 'neutrality for
agreement’, 'economic resources’, and 'locational centrality’. Finally, Chapter 4 analyzes the critical issues
of public-owned land utilization projects generally revealed during the implementation of the Activation
Plan and provides bottom-up suggestions.
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Fig. 1. Diagram to Set Analysis Perspective
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Table 1. Interview with Stakeholder of Public
Owned Land and Main Question

Group Question No.

-POL management system

The Ministry |-Returning process of government revenues after
of Strategy | selling POL 1
and Finance |-Budget compilation process for public
institution

KAMCO [-Consigned management and development
(Korea Asset | system of POL

Management |-Consultation process for POL 2
Corporation) |-Difficulties for developing POL
-Land purchase procedure in URP
Local -Purchase consultation process for POL 4

Government |-Advantages from using POL in URP
-Difficulties in purchasing POL

-Purchase consultation process to own POL
-Difficulties for selling own POL 2
-Public account management system

Public
Institution

-Factors to purchase land in URP

URP Field [-Main factors for agreement with residents to
Support choose land in URP 4
Center -Advantages to use POL in URP

-Delayed project issues
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Fig. 1. Cultural Village Project in Gongju(left),
Gungdung-Durae Square Project in Gwangju(right)
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Table 2. The Evaluation of UR Approval Project

Category Provision P.
Feasibility of project effect compared to 5
Goals project cost
Achievement& Appropriateness of projects goals 15
implementation - —
Feasibility Projects progress possibility 15
(50) Sustainability of space and building 15
operation and management
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Preliminary Activation Planning
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Stakeholder: Resident, Association, City, Intermediate Support Organization, Panner, Faciator

Fig. 13. The Proposal, based on Field's Limitation,
to Improve the Process of Agreement for
Public Land Translation

Hog 2&3 HAAS ANT 4 s FUAURA
M T AdEgel s BED s Fe 4 9
£ dgee 43 4 At
5. 22

20104 2EE AR EA7F G 2297 289 9
a4l 2AZoR AZ|E 74 R L e 4]
28 FERE 4TS A A Atolgdet A
A SRR DS FF TFRA BB O
AR, BHAYAILAY) SN The

o olg2 SAHoR T Utk

), B7kG BAZ HA B, 53 Aluler Ful
Z5o] el 4 ck. T30 54 Aol £
Ht Bgol A gelrt ofek. olo] wkl F-FRAL A
Qo] F12 FU=lE olug FPHolw T
Yoz Fulol7] A=,

A, FBAVE ok 4 ok 2
S BN ANt EG

B2 vl BAE 2751 Uzt

Hlﬂ-%} o A4S EolHA, d=F
s &L & Aok

opAEto 2, AA|A 7o) it dEAS I
_])f }\ﬂﬂ-_,] *‘_E 7L = o]uaq]. 2 ]@—rjr H
Lot 37to® W A9 vgo] & 4 Stk

=
_/_,\_OHZ

SEREN

ah

Rl

12k AlH]

302

oleit ZRelE BTt ARAR] AWGALIA £
597 282 BE o] Sejuth 94, 4%
elFA0] Akl o] B Hmelch. ojsfA]
].o]_,] A]X]X—] O] o:]_JX]‘sﬂ _L].X%oﬂ /\-1 HEA]— ;(]_/R]—uﬂﬂ—
sk Al9) 57t Bek 4 Aol s bk,
RS FYUE Y27} AL A iz o
17} ofitt. Bt AutslAE okl S A4
wol 29 33ROl N BACIED @
Ag aTspIE det
webA ojgl B3I ojslEAS eld v $%
4 FEL A AR QG AeEolof 7 u}.

o e H2 ol
>~ r:_‘ _H_]

of
ol:

I

_llm 2 r°

Aolni

oZ

o) Wl
o

5. AdsE dA0NA FolrES "ol 84 5 ddF
Aoz o7} o]Foj Aok jirt. Aol w7 dH
S TAHOE At 82 AP oF . E3F EAIAAY
A FReIM AR ] EERAE B SesRA
e, =&, Ao, &, i Foagel AlgsA Hs
7] et ARACIA didat SA] ks AHgste

L oAn

IR WAL

T34 2% % BB sk
et

Jejme Abg) BARY T AEAS WSS A
FA71%) Aigle] a7 A4, BB
A Aololl A @A thohe At gl A4
g2 AT ARxo] Wast Aol ol £o) BF

2 2RI FATYe] v AR, Anids ok, A}

Qlgo] #

A EAZE AT 5 ot TEo] BAwYd A
L SeZHA] Bt ofg} vIZRA] 28 2 ojQ] Folof
T fARE EAZE YErdth a3z ojgjdA gol A
EAMEHEE Q3E 4= Qich

References

Ministry of Land, Infrastructure and Transport, Draft
Guidelines for Application for Urban Regeneration
New Deal Projects, Policy Report, Ministry of Land,
Infrastructure and Transport, South Korea, pp.1-15,

2017.

[2] Eun Ji, Lee, Urban Regeneration New Deal Project of
Jeju in Trouble, Jaemin Daily, 2019.6.15, Available
From:
http://www.jemin.com/news/articleView.html?idxno=
598864 (accessed Mar. 10, 2021)

[3] Dong Whan, Kim et al., A Study on the Status and
Potential of Under-used Space in Korea, Research
Report, KRIHS, South Korea, pp.4

[4] Mi Hwa, Lim et al, "A Study on the Difference



AL §F F30A

ek
1o

ol ¢
go

A AT -SFA EARAA (@D S TR~

(5]

(0]

(71

8l

(9]

[10]

(11]

(12]

(13]

[14]

(15]

between Conflict Types Covered by Conflict
Management Plan and Actual Cases—Cases of Conflicts
in Urban Regeneration ‘Leading’ Project', Journal of
Korea Planning Association, Vol.54, No.l, pp.5-17,
Feb. 2019.

DOI : https://doi.org/10.17208/jkpa.2019.02.54.1.5

The City of Gonju, Urban Regeneration Activation
Plan in the Leading Area of Urban Regeneration in
Gongju-si, Technical Report, The City of Gonju,
South Korea, pp.53

Chul Ho, Yum et al.,, A Study on the Expansion of
Living SOC and Urban Regeneration Planning
Considering the National Minimum Standards of Basic
Living Infrastructure, Research Report, AURI, South
Korea, pp.71-72

Ministry of Land, Infrastructure and Transport, The
Explanation of Feasibility and Feasibility Evaluation of
Urban Regeneration New Deal Project, Policy Report,
Ministry of Land, Infrastructure and Transport, South
Korea, pp.16

Da E, Kim, Urban Regeneration New Deal Project of
Gwangju Station-'Rough Going', Gwangju Dalily,
2020.3.8, Available From:
http://www.kidaily.com/read.php3?aid=158366301850
2997002 (accessed Mar. 1, 2021)

Urban Regeneration Project Planning Team, The
Guideline for Applying for Urban Regeneration
Recognition  Projects 2019, Policy Report,
Department of Urban Regeneration Policy, South
Korea, pp.6

in

Gyungnam Daily, Site purchase in Yangsan's northern
district of Urban Regeneration Project is Trouble,
Gyungnam Daily, 2020.6.16, Available From:
http://www.gnnews.co.kr/news/articleView.html?idxn
0=447786 (accessed Mar. 1, 2021)

Yu Kyung, Lim et al., Neighborhood Regeneration
Policy Proposal on the Revitalization and Reclamation
of Vacant Urban Spaces, Research Report, South
Korea, AURI, pp.3-5

So Young, Park et al., Enhancing Public Sector
Cooperation for Regeneration of Vacant
Underutilized Urban Public Property, Research
Report, South Korea, KRIHS, pp.10-13

or

Myung So, Kim et al., A Study on the Management
Status and Utilization Strategies of National Land,
Research Report, South Korea, KRIHS, pp.15-16

'Start-up' of Chungju Eupseong Square and Parking
Lot Project, Newsis, 2018.6.27, Available From:(
https://newsis.com/view/?id=NISX20180627 0000347
125&cid=10806 (accessed Mar. 1, 2021)

The City of Chungju, Urban Regeneration Activation
Plan in Chungju City, Technical Report, The City of
Chungju, South Korea, ppl-35

303

Al

—

o
fon
rio

#(Soon-Sub Choi) [

o

+ 20014 29 : ALedgty A%st
3} (FE4AD
+ 20114 29 Mgty A=

3 (Fteth
201349 9¢€ ~ 20149 8¢ :
UBC Visiting Scholar

.

- 20144 99 ~ @A) : BRAE
st A%SHE RS

@A Eop

A%, AFAY, TARA, LEAS, JAY, F25A



