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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to suggest policy implications concerning administrative
management systems in urban regeneration. Urban decline problems are much complicated
and widespread, that need to build integration means through systematic policy processes. In
Japan, the issue of regional revitalization had been discussed previously, as a result, they
could implement policies under the integration management framework. Therefore, this study
reviews the case of regional revitalization policies in Japan, and find the informative examples
in the policy structure of urban regeneration. The case of Japanese policies shows as proceed
management procedures effectively for integrated planning measures: 1) it based on the logic
to formulate policy for implementation, 2) several types of tools for regional revitalization are
closely bound up with policy agenda, 3) it is managed by both specificity of each policy
tools and overall framework. This study implies that urban regeneration policies in Korea
should be developed through evolution process. For that, more follow-up studies are
hecessary to analyze the structure of management tools and actual conditions by the new
policy, Special Act on the Promotion and Support of Urban Regeneration.
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Fig. 1. Problem recognition and urban
regeneration policy framework
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Table 2. Literature Review concerning the legal system and policies of urban regeneration

Author (year) |

Research contents

1. Studies on the characteristics and improvement of legal system

Investigation of the integrated urban regeneration system in Korea and Japan in order to suggest

Kim, K H, implication on the management organization and system
et al.(2013) |+ Implications: @ policy coordination activities, @ adjustment of the status of urban regeneration
special committee, 3 reformation of the special committee toward a budget coordination
* Suggestion of improvement direction by reviewing special act on urban regeneration and
Lee, M. H, comparing with Japanese legal system
et al.(2013) | Improvement points: @ coherence among laws, @ improvement of methods for resources supply
and financial support
Kim C Y & : ; ; v ' -
Park, C. D ¢ Analysis on the neighboring districts of Tokyo MIDTOWN to find out urban regeneration projects’
(2014) role (physical environment, vigor and diversity in terms of socioeconomic aspects)
Lee, K K & [+ Examination of the process of policy changes to city regeneration of advanced countries (U.SA,
Lim, J. M. UK, France, Germany and Japan) and suggestion of implications for following Korean urban
(2013) regeneration projects

¢ Examination of the characteristics of Single Regeneration Budget (SRB) in England and their

Choi, M J &| . " . . .
implications to Korean urban regeneration policy
Yoon, S. H. . . . i s ;
(2009) * SRB: turning point to change from physical themes to holistic and integrated approach for urban
generation (economic, social, and physical themes)
Lee, S. K & |* Examination on characters of French urban regeneration operations in terms of institution,
Choi, M. A. | constitution of a fund, designation of peration perimeters, advancement of operations and
(2012) monitoring system

2. Studies on the

effectiveness of legal system and policies

Kim, Y. S. & |* Classification of the factors for urban regeneration and identification of policy agenda in UK
Choi M. J. |* Korean model for urban regeneration taking account of the differences in the factors affecting
(2013) policy agenda setting despite similar legislative scheme between UK and Korea
* Analysis on the Urban Regeneration and Assistance Act from an urban policy perspective and
Ry 1 K diagnosis of the significance and limits
& Kim, . K. * Urban policy element: @ urban policy problem, @ urban policy objective, & urban policy tool,
(2014) @ leading group of urban policy and stakeholder

* Implications: establishment of range, implementation of policies in comprehensive approach,

relationship among policy tools, community involvement and partnership
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Table 3. Regional revitalization polices by integrating the national and local system in Japan

Policy Law Department Features
Urban Enhancement of international competitiveness, disaster
Regeneration | Headquarter* prevention function
- |Urban Regeneration 9 . 9 * Urban Regeneration Emergency Maintenance Area (62)
o Special Act (2001.6) R " R
Q * Specific Urban Regeneration Emergency Maintenance
o (2002.4)
2 Area (11)
P Special Zone for
E; Special Zone for Structural Headquarter* |Structural reform in the limited area (approved plan
E Structural Reform Reform Act (2002.7) 1,218)
& (2002.12)
; Support on the local autonomous measures such as
5 ; activation of local economy, creation of employment
] . Regional -
= Regional . Headquarter* |opportunities (approved plan 1,666)
= . Regeneration . . k : ;
2 Regeneration Act (2005.4) (2003.10) | Specific Regional Regeneration: national government's
S ' support on the common policy issues (approved plan
5 6, included in the above number)
z . City Center . _ :
T City Center Revitalization Headquarter* |Strengthening of urban function in the city center (down
Q
o Revitalization 2006.8 town) and improvement of the economic vitali
£ At aoog7) | %68 ) i b
Er National  government’s support on the regional
v comprehensive and leading projects (48)
E%. Commpretiensive Comprehensive Hendkpuarter* . Intema.tional Stra.tegic Comprehensive Specia.l Zone .(7):
2 Spedial Zone Special Zone (2011.8) formation of an integrated base on economic fucntion
~ P Act (2011.8) ) * Local Revitalization Comprehensive Special Zone (41):
improvement of regional power based on the local
resources
National Comprehensive and intensive regulatory reform in order
Z | National Strategic : to create international best business environment in
s Zone o e ) concurrence with national, local government and private
5 Act (2014.4) . ’
D corporations
§ Sustainable city (Future CIty, 11) associated with
=i low-carbon (Eco-Model City, 23), environment, measure
) Future City - - against super-aged society
g * Support: assessment, presentation, local supports by
2 experts
g | World Heritage Promotion
g N . World Heritage Promotion of 'Meiji Japanese industrial
3 registration of i office revolution heritage of Kyushu and Yamaguchi areas’
industrial heritage (2012.5) 9 W 9

The figures in the table are shown the number of regions based on data available in May 2014.

* Five policies, which have headquarters, are conducted by not only each headquarter's management but also Regional Revitalization
Bureau’s policy implementation.

Source: reorganization of data from ‘Cabinet Office, Government of Japan’
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Table 4. Characteristics of the regional revitalization legal system in Japan

(1) Policy characteristic [(2) Main management object (S)Ch’\;'?arl?grei?tiim
Role aSS|gnment Metropolis/ ) n o =
category Law| HQ method’ Local City = = ;;*—gﬁ e |2 2 i
AL BI C |Central Rets.idle » = 52% };ﬁ % 2 5
+ 3 ] = = o b e @
Local Nz?tcignal National| city gr:eaa o = 53[—,’_, & = e
City Center
§ Revitalization Of© 9 o O
= Urban
v . ONN®) O O O ®) O O O
% | Regeneration
< Regional
3 et ool o | o olo]|o o|lo|o
egeneration
National
. Ol - O O O ®) O O
%) Strategic Zone
@ | Comprehensive
Sl olo| o o|lo|lo|lo|lo|lo|o]|o
= | Special Zone
'g‘ Special Zone
® Structural O|O| O @) O @) @)
Reform

1) Role assignment method: Regional revitalization policy has characteristic which is divided into three steps ‘problem
identification—solution—support(by national government)’ depending on the roles of the national and local government.

A Local: Local government finds out not only problem and tasks but also solution autonomously, and then national
government supports on local government's plan (flexible response to local government’s suggestions)

B Local+National: National government proposes problem and tasks on the special policy — Advancing local government
suggest solution — National government's support — realization of innovation on policies and legal system

C National: National government suggests not only problem and tasks but also solution, and then also supports for them

Source: (1) Cabinet Office, Government of Japan (ARIEEMISEMHLKEFHS, 2011, HIRBAERIE R EEXEFXHEO RE
LIZ21T), (2) and (3) items are written based on policy, law, and cabinet decision of legal system
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Table 5. Urban regeneration legal system in Japan

category Features
Urban Regeneration Emergency Maintenance
Area (specified by a Cabinet Order)
* Specific Urban Regeneration
Urban Emergency Maintenance Area: en-

hancement on international

petitiveness of the city

Exceptional case on the law, private

urban redevelopment projects, re-

development  plan, urban re-
generation security plan

Urban Redevelopment Plan (by local

government)

e Social infrastructure comprehensive
grant, legal system for creation of
vitality, private urban redevelop-
ment projects

Location Rationalization Plan (by local

government)

* Residential inducement zone

regeneration
(private-sec-
tor)

com-

Maintenance
of public fa-
cilities
(public+pri-
vate)

Compact city

based on ; ; S
* Residential coordination area, re-
land use .
located site management agree-
ment
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Table 6. Regional revitalization policies by
regulatory reform

Features
¢ Enhancement of international industrial
National competitiveness, COE of international
Strategic | economic activities
Zone |* Support (exceptional case on the law,
financial assistance, tax assistance)

category

Deregulation for the projects by private
corporation and local government

S;sr?:l * Proposal of deregulation or exceptional
Structural | €35€ for private corporation and local
government, certification of national
Reform ; 2 ;
strategic zone, evaluation for special
measures of regulation
Compreh . SL:IppOt"[ concevn‘Fr'atlon on 'the reglons
; with high feasibility of leading projects
ensive s
. and policies
Special . )
* Exceptional cases on the law, fiscal
Zone

and financial assistance
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Fig. 5. Japanese regional revitalization
policy-making process and system
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