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Analysis of the Importance of Expert’s landscape Plan Evaluation
Items in the Stages of Building landscape Review
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Division of Environmental Dedign & Horticulture, Samyook University
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Abstract Writing a deliberation book confirming the surrounding's current status and the landscape's
harmony with the site plan is important for building landscape review. Since there are problems in
writing a deliberation book, research is conducted on landscape review's operational method and
improvement plan. Their role is established by separating landscape and building landscape reviews. For
maintainable landscape planning, this study collects opinions from urban and landscape planners and
architectural designers on crucial factors determining the criteria to assess experts' priorities and to
present a guideline. As a result, each professional's characteristics were distinguishable: universities,
research institutes, and civil servants valued architectural planning, whereas engineering practitioners
valued external space planning. These characteristics verified the importance of factors related to the
height, size, and form that connect with the surroundings and consider the external space . Additionally,
it is advised to consider structure's right to sunlight and assess if systematic street planning is in
concordance, preventing current pedestrian passage's disengagement. While planning exterior space, it
is necessary to encourage the integration of public notices, evaluate whether factors of passages for
pedestrians were purposefully applied, and pursue a plan to attain coordination without building's light
pollution. If these criteria are realistically used through detailed guideline research in the future, the
landscape deliberation process can improve Korea's urban landscape.

Keywords : Landscape Plan, Landscape Review, Building Landscape Plan, Landscape System, Hierarchical
Analysis Technique(AHP)

*Corresponding Author : Lim-Jung Lee(Samyook Univ.)

email: ijlee0504@nate.com
Received August 13, 2021 Revised September 10, 2021
Accepted October 1, 2021 Published October 31, 2021

132



%27

FA]
puig=

9] SACIA Y HEZPE F7IEE UY T2k

=

—

1. M

1.1 el iy o =%

201349 o] A=A diRtel=olA A7}
7P WA FEAA7E o]FolF ey AXA= B
oF AFAele gZE HEs] FEsIAH. AEdoe
Ao OAS TR HA V1%, 71e4 HE T
AololA AESITE. E3E AAEQ] HEAHS 75
517 A ARIHE EAE vheo] 240lolMe 344
EARGl HF3IAAL AR A B Thel=ERle
SHET ATA9)9] V2o g B8algit). SHAIRE A2A]
£ 201497 AN =S 2830 B2
AUSE A e EAA D], A5AY
9] 5 B Aol FHHE S 2FHAUA
g, o9, AR 371 5 B FAle V1S A
oje} Beilele] ApEAgn daidS AsHA Zstit
ol FHAE =710l Hols A& A] S
Aol Aoldle =AEEE F5] At Fast
dolz gYides I e ok dart lt=
R A 2018 Ml M2 A 9
Akt A dRgete] Rt A7 olFeizlth

A Htle Y Al 254 =
At iR 9193, TAAZ Y], TAESE
AL, =AAE ], EAGARIALS], EAS
ALe 5 6719 BHAL7E A=A k. olF A
=993l 5= Aol 7P FAIE )AL Adet 49
7} o]FojxH A AFHAEZ} QAN 20134 A
o|% 3t M= 7i7go] HA] ot AA= A L] 2§
S A=A, ] HA A=A ALE 543 IR
AHEZL 8753 3t

ojof, & dAFolr= B SAE Aol A&rks
t BEAEe 98l A5 BuAE BHES Ve
SH= Z83% 8210] dish ZA(EAAY, FHEE)
g, AS5EAEY AdE

it A2/ AeHE dESHL d5E e
o] 71zA= R E8stalAt

= O
[Sam

=:]
=2
3

ro

%

)

s
A% AnAe] B3R it Faw
7|2AF2A 71E SHA202D)9 Al
71ES 71208 & ¢ o] A= A5=
AN B FAE B0 W)
FUgo B V12 A7 22Y ASE 3

s
k.

o

e

133

iKe]

42 HAds)
o2 2013
off 24

oM B

=

-

Sto], ey S9E TRl d A
oLt Z=AIZT HA 9] A A
FHdE Hzo 7EACY. RIS = 20131300
A5 JNE TAEH L 20149 ARl whet A
o5 ool HefdE gt SolH, ¥
Wl wet Aol & A= TR ol A
=, ARPIHAE, HEARY 52 Eeds] det
o= ot E3E, 20073 AEE HEH2 FEA
o, B, BEEgel et AR Aaa e tide
2 PFSHAARE, 20139 TEHE, ARAHeR A
ZIREAE, AR, ASER Aot FHistal A
A ofZol w2t Al 71Ee AT

AEAdoE wdtke Adsle A5 =AAE, =4
APgH], =AIGAR]], =ASLEE] 5 o7l w9
oM A7t FHOE ARFEU. AT T
4319 7|E Ao 9T IS Iz FAI8
of e 715l AV vehgen, AasetAeldl
A B 2ok S IaE FAshks S Ast
A] Qfot 73 2oF 94 glo] B lE Ast= AR
= el A5 o AdYe WA, 4=, 3
g 5 A 27] 9A 2R AolstARt 94
o= 7|24A gr & A HFIA M P of
o Aole] B4 Qe BIIE 71ES] FAR 9

0] golAl vjA) - gee] WAL A o

[\e]

29
D

&
L



W AAEE AN Az Sl mE Ay Aoz o
3 A B 71 5 AFH0E st | aA
9e ol gl Folch

A%E ATAAE 79 A% @Y g FAA
o ABA 2318 YUY & Pt HIEAS FYIE

>~

ol A&ARI £AE B +F T A

R Sisiont ARste) e Tefshie G
A4 ARS 98 Am| 97t Aolo] SAo]
£ H8o] 8L FUL TAAY AL 9% Ax)
AT A% 99 Aol FuALo] A8 Il A
B} X $9S BASH: A750] tjsiolt 3,

Table 1. Subject of landscape review
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Division Subject Detailed subject
landscape plan ‘Establishment, change and approval of landscape plan
Landscape project ‘Landscape project implementation approval
Landscape
policy Landscape agreement ‘Landscape agreement approval
Other ‘Matters entrusted to the Landscape Committee for deliberation under
other laws
Road, city rail ‘Total project cost over 10 billion Won
Stream - Total project cost over 0.5 billion Won
Social ; I |
o lities, livi . ] o
infrastructure | "OWET SUPDIY 1aciliies, IvINg Sports “Total construction cost over 0.5 billion Won

facilities, bicycle use facilities

Night landscape facility

‘Good Light Committee Deliberation Subject Facility

30 development projects such as urban

-Subject area of 30,000m' or more

Development | development project,

Subject of advance

-Subject area of 300,000’ or more

project redevelopment reconstruction project and -
Reorganization Promotion Project landscape plan deliberation| -Total floor area of 200,000n’ or more
Building in landscape district ‘When building 3 stories, 12 m or more than 30% building-to-land ratio
» Downtown: 5th floor or higher subject to the permit
Building in Focus Landscape Management| - Han Riverside: 7th floor or higher subject to the permit
Zone « Surrounding of major mountains: 6th floor or higher subject to the
Building permit

Public building

-Public building subject to building permit

Other building

‘Multi-use building of 5,000m* or more
‘Building of 16 stories or more
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Table 2. Result of precedent study review
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Division Researcher Contents
-Analyzed the operating status of the building landscape review system and the content of the
Yun Sung building landscape review by use
Hun(2019) -Drew out the main viewpoints of landscape deliberation and problems that appeared in the
deliberation process, and suggested ways to improve it
Jeong Tae 1l et al. _iii:;lfy the priority through the status survey of urban landscape and the landscape preference
(2004) v -
-Deduct the characteristics of landscape plan elements that affect the urban landscape.
-Preceded studies related to landscape planning, legal and institutional considerations, and
Landscape | qq Gwang Young| phenomenological correlation analysis and categorization process
plan et al.(2019) -Derived the framework of analysis of landscape planning elements, established landscape planning
and landscape evaluation system
) -Re-establish the form of urban landscape and the role of urban landscape plan.
Lee Min Su . 1 P
-Deduct the plan elements which can be utilized as evaluation items for landscape plan
(2011) . R C
establishment and suggest the utilization plan from the landscape plan.
Park Young Hwan|-Frequency analysis on the correlation between the criteria for landscape review for buildings in
et al. Seoul and the landscape checklist
(2020) -Suggest a plan to improve the landscape review system
i Jeo;llg Wha et -Set the index for urban landscape eco plan at the urban plan level.
(2063) -Identify the relative importance and the priority of selected indicator by type(eco top)
Choi Y Guk
ot e?i?g v -Attempt to development the tool and index that manages the result of development behavior from
(2004‘) the view of national territory landscape protection.
Park Chang Yong | -Try to focus on the application according to the regional characteristics and the selection of
Landscape (2006) universal index for the urban landscape plan
index
. -Analyze the index that can be used in the landscape plan and its type.
Kim Yong Su et al. : o .
(2006) -Classify and suggest the type of universal landscape plan through landscape evaluation method,
city specific and index type specific method
-Analyze the landscape plan and classify the landscape type of the region that establishes the
Park Geun Dong | maintenance plan
(2011) -Suggest the frame that can reflect the landscape plan for re-construction and redevelopment by
deriving the landscape elements.
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Table 3. Leakage of building landscape evaluation items

Characteristics of Building
Landscape Evaluation

Criteria for the establishment of building assessment items

Main Category| Middlemry
Height Management Principles Plan
Harmonized with the size' height of buildings in the surrounding area
Size and height harmonization of major mountain views
Placement to minimize damage to green areas and changes in terrain
Consideration of the street: park: green area system in the surrounding area
Il{;lf]l;: Maintaining a continuous building line along the surrounding street
scale Plans for interior plan section' and height
Consideration of the surrounding street system so that existing pedestrians do not lose their traffica
(public walkway)
Viewpoint: Viewpoint: Viewpoint
visible* visible area
Architectural the right of sunshine
planning Creating a human-scale street view, such as a section on the front part (Visual corridor)
Shape - | Uniform, exaggerated, and closed design and color avoidance
elevation | All-in-one design plan for rooftop facilities and subsidiary facilities
Using various planning techniques around historical and cultural assets
material - | Avoid the use of foreign materials such as reflections and luminescent bodies
color Material and color motif plan around historical and cultural heritage
Relevant Apply Universal Design Integration Guidelines
Laws and | Apply septed plan guidelines
Guidelines Applying guidelines for planning public facilities guidelines
Structures | Structural planning, such as structural review
and A plan for lighting: ventilation- etc. facilities
Facilities | o plan for constructability: maintenance: economic feasibility
Wealls, fences, etc. are designed in harmony with the surroundings
Avoid installation of retaining walls and apply various planning techniques
Prevention of excessive installation of facilities at the entrance part of a building(Information facility)
External | Planning as a space for pedestrians at the entrance of a building(Ssamji, urban park, factory, etc.)
Space Public notices are planned for integrated use(Green Time Change Rate)
External Space - IR : "
Planning Outdoor space plan for persons with disabilities, senior citizens, etc
A plan for parking lots of vehicles and bicycle parking lots
the angle of slope
Space A plan for the use of rooftop, terrace, pilati, sunken, etc
around the | A plan for the utilization of spaces, facilities, etc. around buildings(Create a perimeter of the complex)
building Planning of vehicle' parking: walking routes for the pedestrian environment
Outdoor Outdoor | Qutdoor advertisements or large photo boards shall be harmonized with the surrounding area
Advertising | advertiseme | Restricted use of large advertisements on the roof
Plan nts Street facility plan
Directed to emphasize the three-dimensional effect of buildings
Nigl;i[;clape Nightscape Smooth light production to match the surroundings(illumination: luminance: color)

Directions in consideration of public and facilities, such as street lamps, information boards, traffic lights,
telephone poles, etc.
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structure

Large classification

L Mid classification evaluation items
evaluation items

Detailed evaluation items

Height management principle plan

Harmony with the scale,

height of surrounding region

Harmony with the size and height of the main mountain view

Arrangement to minimize green damage and topographical changes

Height, arrangement and scale(7)

Consideration of the street, park, and green space system in the
surrounding area

Building plan
v

Considering the surrounding street system for the prevention of cut off
traffic of existing pedestrian

right to sunlight

Shape and elevation (1)

Avoiding uniform, exaggerated, closed designs and colors

Related rules and guidelines (1)

Unification of universal design and application of guidelines

Structure review and structure related plan

Structure and facility(2)

Plan for facilities such as lighting and ventilation

Design that harmonizes with the surrounding areas such as fences and walls

Avoid installing excessive facilities at the entrance to the building

Outdoor space plan Outdoor space (4)

Plan for the public area to enable the integrated utilization

®G)

External space plan for the disabled and the elderly

Space around the building (1)

Vehicle/Parking/Pedestrian Circulation Plan for Pedestrian Environment

Outdoor

Outdoor advertisements (1)
advertisements and

Outdoor advertisements or large billboards should harmonize with the
surrounding

night landscape plan

@) Night landscape (1)

Producing soft light that matches the surroundings
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Table 6. Relative importance of large classification

items
Relative importance
Large classification evaluation Collzge Enginee
items an Officials | ring(co
research mpany)
center pany
Building plan .598 513 410
Outdoor space plan .266 326 459
Outdoor advertisements and night 136 161 131
landscape plan
Consistency Index .018 .022 .006
Random Consistency Index .580 .580 .580
Consistency Ratio .031 .038 .010
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Table 7. Relative importance of mid classification
items among building plan
Large Relative importance
classoirflicati Mid classification College Enginee
evaluation evaluation items resaer;?ch Officials | ring(co
items center mpany)
Height, arrangement 285 277 343
and scale
Building |Shape and elevation .362 351 .291
plan :i;fjig;les and 268 | 279 | 266
Structure and facility .085 .093 .100
Consistency Index .002 .038 .033
Random Consistency Index .90 .90 .90
Consistency Ratio .002 042 .037
422 =TS S22 B=o| 50 |
QEFTUNAY T FEF =l sl g @ A+
(AT, FFAEAD, AAYADEA) 59 A
ATER X EA &7 79] Jid $2 5 E TE59IH
24 Ay}, QRIS AAFeR 0.662 ~ 0.754
of %2 71%A BRE Hold|, 58 gt ¥ dA7L

THH(0.662)HL} =2
Aolg Bk AEE FH Y AFF 0.246 ~
0.3389] ®ix g HolH, FF(0.338)°] et & A+
2(0.246)2} AAY01(0.253) Hi} £ EAL 39l
o 5= ARl

A4 H]&(Consistency Ratio)o] 3719 Hdk %
0.1 v[fo]EE AdW|AZES 7= A2 UEHTh



=

AZE

7é—v

A9 gAM A

=3
Table 8. Relative importance of mid classification 92 A ZF > FUHA HAR] B9 - 7to|=Eel 2
items among outdoor space plan 2 207 JA =0 EXS HYPy TEYO ‘Q‘__}_,—;\_;‘zi’
Large . College Enginee ) FRAE 9 Fxo] T ALY ) G- ] 5 A
classificatio | Mid classification and Officia ing(co . _
n evaluation| evaluation items research Is rrrllpiny) of 3t A& T*‘]E 7]‘7(]' =2 EXS E?&E} s, <l
it i Aol 9] Aol ‘wol TAF A ) ‘=X &
Outdoor space 754 .662 747 - s
Outdoor o AUES HSH T S 7 S il
space plan | Space around the ||, 0| 330 | o5 ol Jojr %
building A4 B]8(Consistency Ratio)o]| 37] A Aot
Consistency Index .000 .000 .000 HZ 0.1 u]u]-o = 0]37‘__]_-}\3.‘%. 7]-;(].‘:. Aog L]—E]—h}rj—
A28 ARYBAME AR/PER g2 ojgo] U
FIUATOIAE iol Bl S5 AXTUE  Hhlent dl o) G4 Tl 248 Lo
9’]‘[‘0 \_.7:"‘—v QLI Ty T b 1_ T
=5 BAEAE Al 52 S8R & T AY A5E FE-e0l9 23F 9 FAE FE

FRA0HE ARARS] 72 B9 9

BEe) 238 ANk Aow At
423 29BTE U ORIZWIE 28 B2 2
zec @t
SOPTE U oRIATAY Tl FEF o] s
et % ATA@TY), FHEAGAD, AAUILED

59l 49 e g 4 1ol
E&stct.
T A s

A S8

\:l’O
L.

AAHog 0212 ~

03399 ML e 157 $5 0l WAl
(0.339) ) T B AT£(0.300) > FFU0.212) %0,

2 Vet oEE 9 A 0. 661 ~ 0.7889] &
7VSA £2E Holn, ZF-(0.788) » st ¢ A4
(0.700) ) AAY0Y(0.661) &=AZ YERGTY.

A4 v]E(Consistency Ratio)o] 37§9] &t %
0.1 Pllo|EE UPIS 7H= ZA2E Ui

S ET} o FETA YA E 3719] AEECF B
5 oRIEIA 0] SLBuEA R FaA6k= AL
2 Uon 1 38k A%k 24] ol Zol7t U=
AOoE Ueiith ol W §F BF IO 235 F
Aok AHAEY B0l == 20 AlmEr]

olof 25F ) V1% MHAES) %og
W A 1 ) HAA - e - e TRl

141

o] AFHAL, TFY woks 2 9
sto] A= 19| ATATE T8I A= YEy
t}. dlxyols] BoloA 7|E HEAES] E3) thd

Y=g 44

o] HEE ¥ A2AA 1 FRo AZET F
Azte) AAe FaAe BEAA, e 52 %

A A ALS AR o= Aled

Table 9. Relative importance of mid classification
items of outdoor advertisements and night
landscape plan

Mid
classification
evaluation
items

College
and
research
center

Large
classification
evaluation
items

Engineering

Officials
(company)

Outdoor
advertisement
s
Night
landscape

Outdoor
advertisemen
ts and night
landscape
plan

.300 212 .339
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Table 10. Relative importance between detailed items in relation with building plan

Relative importance

Large . e
classification Mid classification Detailed evaluation items 1l d i i
! ! evaluation items College an Officials Engineering
evaluation items research center (company)
Height management principle plan .067 .049 .090
Harmony with the scale, height of surrounding
region 134 .077 .095
Harmony with the size and height of the main
mountain view 084 075 079
Height, Arrangement to minimize green damage and
arrangement and | topographical changes 066 064 079
scale Consideration of the street, park, and green
space system in the surrounding area 092 088 098
Building plan Considering the surrounding street system for
Hding p the prevention of cut off traffic of existing 131 123 115
pedestrian
right to sunlight .088 127 111
Shape and Avoiding uniform, exaggerated, closed designs
elevation and colors 108 098 089
Related rules and | Unification of universal design and application
guidelines of guidelines 115 109 094
Structure review and structure related plan .049 .074 .062
Structure and Plan for facilii h as liehti d
facility an for faci ities such as lighting an 065 115 087
ventilation
Consistency Index .016 .022 .020
Random Index 1.53 1.53 1.53
Consistency Ratio .010 .014 .013

Table 11. Relative importance

between detailed items in relation with outdoor space plan

Relative importance

Large X e
classification Mid classification Detailed evaluation items 1l and i i
feat evaluation items College an Officials Engineering
evaluation items research center (company)
Design that harmonizes with the surrounding 078 076 124
areas such as fences and walls ’ ’ ’
Avoid installing excessive facilities at the 128 062 106
entrance to the building : : :
Outdoor space
Outdoor space Plan for the public area to enable the integrated 358 219 304
plan utilizatio : : :
External space plan for the disabled and the
clderly 182 307 .166
Space around the | Vehicle/Parking/Pedestrian Circulation Plan for 254 335 301
building Pedestrian Environment ' ’ ’
Consistency Index .017 .003 .016
Random Index .90 .90 .90
Consistency Ratio 019 .003 .018
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Table 12. Relative importance between detailed items in relation with outdoor advertisements and night

landscape plan

Relative importance
Large classification| Mid classification Detailed evaluation items - -
evaluation items | evaluation items College and Officials Engineering(co
research center mpany)

Outdoor Outdoor Outdoor advertisements or large billboards -

. . R . .50 .50 .50
advertisements and| advertisements should harmonize with the surrounding
night landscape i i
olon Night landscape Producmg soft light that matches the 50 50 50

surroundings
Consistency Index .000 .000 .000
Table 13. Final importance of job specific detail items
Detailed evaluation items College and Officials Engineering(co
research center mpany)

Height management principle plan .050 .038 .069
Harmony with the scale, height of surrounding region .100 .060 .073
Harmony with the size and height of the main mountain view .063 .058 .060
Arrangement to minimize green damage and topographical changes .049 .050 .060
Consideration of the street, park, and green space system in the surrounding area .069 .068 .075
Co'ns'ldermg the' surrounding street system for the prevention of cut off traffic of 098 095 088
existing pedestrian
right to sunlight .066 .098 .085
Avoiding uniform, exaggerated, closed designs and colors .090 .085 .076
Unification of universal design and application of guidelin .078 .076 .065
Structure review and structure related plan .011 .018 .015
Plan for facilities such as lighting and ventilation .015 .028 .021
Design that harmonizes with the surrounding areas such as fences and walls .022 .022 .035
Avoid installing excessive facilities at the entrance to the building .036 .018 .030
Plan for the public area to enable the integrated utilization .100 .063 .087
External space plan for the disabled and the elderly .051 .089 .047
Vehicle/Parking/Pedestrian Circulation Plan for Pedestrian Environment 071 .097 .086
Outdoor advertisements or large billboards should harmonize with the surrounding .009 .008 .010
Producing soft light that matches the surroundings .021 .029 .020

4.4 FE FQTO| Xiofd H|W

7] AISREE S e 353 S8R
P2 o3 ARG ) B5 Lo 42 P2

TER 8=, 1

ARGE ZAES Folo] FYFLES AP
FUFREE oA B 4 1EAE A85
117} FRE0) B4 gol 10] HES 25 2459
ot HAS AH 4EE HE FAES AQue
AFAste] AAISE Zo] Table 13. oItk

24 Ay} ofsh 9 Ah 24 AES} Yuke Fu
A AZE T - oot 257} 0.100, FR A 2%

143

THE - ol 235F71 0.063, V& BPRES] B o
o] A= E FH ZF2AA 18’7} 0.098, ‘E
g - HF gAl 2 A2 2 o] 0.090, ¢
A YAl 53 - 7tol=ak]l H870] 0.078, ‘A
Ui Tk AEE ] A F o] 0.036, BNF
Jolgo] 7FsoHES A o] 0.100 To= AHFo=
M 2 F8EE Btk 181 359 Aeole
Gz A 0.098, FXRAE E o] T A o
0.018, ‘AF - 7| 5 Aulo] &3k AF'o] 0.028, &
ofel, k=9l 5= T R-FXHAE 0] 0.089, ‘EHHH
QA ApF - 2} - B 54 AF' 0] 0.097, ‘FHT}
g Rege gl dE0] 0.029 5o Atzes

A

i

S|
&

o

o

o]

=



el

R

2] #2274 A10%, 2021

7P w2 3858 EA dAY9 Aol &ol
23] A= o] 0.069, =A FEF A FHE 240}
B2 7F 0.060, ‘FH A 9] 7t= - T - FAAA AL

27} 0.075, &%, e 52 FHI RotEE OA
Qo] 0.035, ‘SoPgrEoly HPAPHS I} =
3F7} 0.010 522 Atdoz 7P £ $o-E 1
et

AE7HEE ARFES S8=E AES A3 A&7t
HE A9 S8k Ao)7t AT VE BPE

o B9 o] PIHES 3 A=A 1, AxA
WS 9T A - F4 - 5 BH ALY
Bopo] AEAESL g F2T PEolekn 4%
5, o] YBEL Fulste] 23}, o @7
Aske #2590 oz Amett

-
L AHoa
o AolE HAoH AA| AEE BUAE Al =AM
AR AL A 9 Al A7tol=kel Fda A
7b A& #olet 1, A9 T84S FEoIAH vt
H, AT SR 2ok AErES ARAEYE
FHIY] 235 3 AR (AT’ IS A AES)
of 3= Ao® HTHU "ojF IHAE Bl
A A7 9Raitol 7MY 85kl =AEH
PAAQ oju]2] FAoll Fa3 80 HFEHUE ©
ZepgaE 9 oA F2 9o FrFEOIA = Al
AE5E AR dste] P45 dadl sk AF
HAE 4= o] SegarE A 28] o] Aol
Ao A dlgsfo] B3t A&7 d.
Aoz HASHU.

- EAR A, djek 3
a2 AAYo R AFAl=
Alsh= Aoz AR HP &
3 HE7hd 8% 249 Aol
AE7hE ool wt Aol W
&g =7t Sl ol

o

=
=

-
pul

144

7IEer A, A5AE A

, TR,

2 Hua

YA AEST AR, 253 A
EYoES fusi BYAE Slet 5
(72 gelo] Sz Hgusin AE
o ohAjgtoE Foglold el 2518 mefel

2
e
AZER AT P BY 9 YU 23S o]F 4

e e

£

o WAL EAPIARIN 132 2
olgolAn F& YUl AP
AZle A12jo] Fofshe 87} ol
2ol ofs) BEE Aot olRojzon], HEH 4]
o7e) ML BN ASE AT Al A9l
T4 ARPEE choyshA FAelok sk B7tel 7%
S Pkt olol, A%E Awyole] Wag sto]
Selle] 7128 ARsbEE o sl A A
stoick. sHIRE ShgHe] @R YY) o] Y
oA 9L TiFst] W] ARAR o] et A%
4el 5N AL AFE AU A Aol T
- 2814 H80] BAZL B 4 ek A7l wAHol
Qe ES, WY R 20144 ABA} o
o} FAE, HAEE olRolA: ARy AT AE
E3 el e} gl A gole] B4 Aak
o mlgstga oleje BAL A Aole] Bago|
dfat 227 Wolglh olel, @A 4lojo] Apssts
Fol=atele Erjz Aulele] M 9 AuAY B4
of g AUAA} HuElslolor & Ao AR
5 FAHe| 1 Apgstel so|=etel g B8 T
Amyole] 71%o0] & o Adsisicke gt A4
Sejuete] EAZ Gl 7]old 4 Gl Ao
2 3% Zolt,

References

[1] S. H. Yun, “Analysis of the Present Situation and a



=

AZE

A AN AEPE S 3 S8 24

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(0]

(71

(8]

(9]

[10]

(11]

Review of Results of the Architectural Landscape
Review System”, JUDIK, Vol.20, No.1, pp.45-54, Feb.
2019.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.38195/judik.2019.02.20.1.45

T. 1. Jeong, D. S. Oh, “An Classification of the
Landscape Types and Control Factors in the Plan and
Regulations”, JUDIK, Vol.19, No.10, pp.111-121, Oct.
2003.

G. Y. Lee, H B. Kyung, “A Study on the
Urban-landscape Planning and Evaluating Framework
on Urban Level”, KISD, Vol.14, No.4, pp.81-90, 2019.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.35216/kisd.2019.14.4.81

M. S. Lee, C. Y. Lee, K. B. Kim, “A Study on the
Expert Cognition of Architectural Landscape Review
System - Focused on the Incheon Landscape Committee”,
JAIK, Vol.18, No.6, pp.97-108, Dec. 2017.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.38195/judik.2017.12.18.6.97

Y. H. Park, C. H. Kang, “A study on the correlation
between landscape Deliberation standard and
landscape checklist”, JAIK, Vol.40, No.1, pp.149-1538,
Apr. 2020.

J. H. NA, S. Y. Ryu, “Establishing the Indicators for
Urban Landscape Ecological Planning and Evaluating
the Importance of the Established Indicators”, KPA,
Vol.37, No.7, pp.31-35, Mar. 2003.

Y. G. Choi, S. P. Park, S. J, Jeon ‘A Study on
Developing Visual Impact Indicator for Landscape
Management”, KRIHS, Sep. 2004.

C. Y. Park, Y. S. Kim, “Applying of Indicators for
Landscape Planning in Building Lots Development
District around Urban Fringe”, Korea Society of Rural
Planning, Vol.3, No.3, pp.51-60, 2007.

Y. S. Kim, C. Y. Park, “Types and Trends of Indicators
in the Study of Urban Landcape Planning”, KPA,
Vol.41, No.4, pp.117-129, Oct. 2006.

G. D. Park, ‘Determination of Planning Index by
Visual Landscape Flements for Desidential Redvelopment
in Cheongju’, Master's thesis, Chungbuk National
University, 2011.

D. S. Song, L. J. Lee, J. Y. Choi, “Selection of
Evaluation Criteria to Improve the Quality of Building
Landscape Review”, KIEAE Journal, Vol.211, No.2,
pp-83-91, Mar. 2021.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.12813/kieae.2021.21.2.083

145

0] & H(Lim-Jung Lee) (&3]

+ 201049 8¢ : Aedstr|&tisty
sty FeRdE st (HAD
+ 20169 29 @ RSk sk

A& TAFET (A
+ 20109 8Y ~ &R : A8stn
FACARIY T w

TAEoR

AoAE d AEYRRL, EAAE



