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A Study on the Application Methods of Indicators for Monitoring Urban
Regeneration Projects

- Focused on Urban Regeneration Priority Regions -
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Abstract

This study develops quantitative indicators of monitoring stages that can measure the
effects of urban regeneration projects, suggests ways to apply them to priority regions, and
suggests future policy directions. To this end, we developed the urban regeneration
monitoring indicator and applied it to 13 priority regions. The conclusion of this study are as
follows. First, based on domestic-overseas case studies and selection criteria, we developed
social, economic and physical indicators. Second, it is applied to 13 priority regions for the
resident population of the social aspect, the card sales of the economic aspect, and the
number of building permission of the physical aspect. Third, the resident population, card
sales, number of building permission were used to derive regional trends and characteristics
of the indicators according to time series. The limitation of this study is that only the change
of the monitoring indicators were analyzed and it did not reflect actual project progress
status. Therefore, it is possible to obtain meaningful results by comparing the budget
input amount according to the progress of the urban regeneration project
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Table 3. Monitoring indicator selection process

2|

il

ra

— o = 0 O Wn

~+ N0 ® T v o

Mz
ol
) MFOITS Reside °
Resident population n t
populat
ion
Sy 4, g57 U
s 2o
ozt w2 4, Hop
2 AIZIE B 4 2
=o o|g%, A=Y
o XY =2USUY|QE A7t S oc
AA/ZHES X|HALS] A||ZQX|™ Sk} Number of visitors, flow ;:C:L
Mg &28= Qa4 pedestrian  volume at|population and traffic, antin
people using new orlkey measurement point,[number of Vvisitors to [ ]
improved community |traffic at key|modern history populat
facilities measurement point museum,  number  of ion
visitors per hour per
theme street, number
of visitors to Mokpo
station,  Number  of
people in the city
center
OHHO| SHAEl TPRY/ALY
A% Z7E B3R elg,
=7b ZH[Y Qs T
A/ER|El CCTV 72t ord
O A 2H2 7] mOf| HEdAld dX| &= Alg
SiA o1l & Number of life safety|- Safety| X
homes or businesses|facilities installation facilitie
with improved security, s
additional police,
additional wardens,
CCTvV cameras

62

| T=EA, H52¥ 3% (2017)




EANT A BLEYE T X7 Jiut HE

monitored and Installed,
victims of crime
supported
=D|OrELD XAF AFS|A
mzst Rewsy oe|li oo T A
= Slose nefst olex
BEE, SYEo) o =
o Mol mE FunEs
o OHEE, FABH o S e =oie
o o |EANYES S8 o
=g, AIED A ot o=
L o - o |y X‘"’I'E =0|
_;EE = = [=} T
R _ |Resident Satisfaction|IFEE =
Satisfaction with . . .
. Survey, Residents'|Reside
- professional support|_ .. . X X
- . . |Satisfaction by|n t
activities, Satisfaction . .
. . |Responding  to  the|satisfac
with the local council, : . )
. . Socioeconomic Class, |tion
Satisfaction of .
. . . The feeling of
residential environment, . .
. . happiness of residents
Satisfaction of
through urban
merchants .
regeneration
=00 /X Xl/ste XF04
. T = &
R-ASA| EHofgh QI 04; Ej Xg; EDT%;}IIE FOHON ZhRb, OF F0
+ NDC OfRl0I8 BRl 0o Do i 1 Gney SHSE oK Folm
st stwoll FofstALt oL e o |2 B W &A=
o A O T FelelN s 5| -
RSt WAVEZE WAL .. . S =
ol = Participation of . .
olfle & . , . Number of residents|Educati
. |residents'’  meeting /|,
people employed in - ... |'council members, jon and X X
organization / activity, . .
voluntary work, . .. number of participants|organiz
. Intention to participate|. . . .
teachers/teaching|. . . in village learninglation
. in village improvement,
assistants  attracted or . . '|courses,  number  of|o f
. . Change in residents'| . . L .
retained in schools . residents'  participation|residen
. . consciousness about L
serving NDC children and activities ts
local self-power
4 - -
A FRSsAMEez st 7tE
al ENIEELE ) oz ol o
o Sales by residents' joint Card
= projects, sales revenue sales
=
B(xgY oldls, UNE[FY FES, FUBSSAEE FY 7Y o9F, 2[E o
2 WX FU o M| SYYA, FUSSAH YR S8 SM=F|H A
El71g = #=E dxjzl|gez st JARK|YF olsQl, YUEXHAX.F
ClE KYAte] A7 |EYEE 4+ SHEEE|RA AbRp= o o
[SHE=F= P g = Entrance of  young|Numbe
N |people becoming self|Number of sales stores,|entrepreneurs, increase|r of
O |employed, local people|number of residents|and decrease of|entrepr
Journal of Korea Planning Association Vol.52 No.3 (2017) | 63



YT - WA - WAL - O|M%
joint-venture  business
eneurs
. start-ups, number of .
going into employment, entrepreneurs, residentsla n d
. employees  due  to .
new business start ups,|. . .. _|lof  Changdong  Art|busines
. . |inhabitants joint| . .
jobs created, community|, . Village, attracting|s
. business, number of| . .
enterprise start ups . . |private investment, worker
business start-up with .
vacant shops
m AMgETEes 238 =
[ | dEAEE 2 7Y AlRlgtE 2SS fIeh O
c | MR ugg w2 2 2719 28 Ho o=
e FHY HF A 7t 5 23U HEE (A=
a |[ngs 2 ¥ E\XFUESAIYS,  X|T|Establishment  of  a|BX|
s |= B2 AxtE| & & |gs AL village enterprise for| =%l
p |businesses receiving|Number of cooperativethe operation of a|Socio-e °
e |advice/support,  people|projects in the district,|business promotion|conomi
c |receiving job training,|[number  of  district|council, the operation|c
t |person weeks of job|activity organizations of a city-owned village, |organiz
related training the number of|ation
provided, jobs participating artists,
safeguarded Integration  of  small
workshop
SAl
X|7
IA|R|7} 7r
- - - official| @
official land value
land
value
==
=
2|
bS]
S|
A 7|i/AtelR HitD
=™ AIM A~ XA H=
L L e NP — 4%
olel Aol - aahe NG L s 015 7t
oA AE S gL [HERS ez Ayl
P |Area of new| 'S T gl &7 A Numbe
. . |number of  renewable
h busmess/commermalener cpply  house Number  of  annual|r of| @
y |floorspace, new  or 9y PRl —'|construction declarations|buildin
s |improved communit culture SXPENENCe| o permits
Pro yfacilities, number  of P 9
I |facilities, new or . permiss
. new, improved house .
¢ |improved health ion
a |facilities
|
a
64 | "IEAZ, F52H 3z (2017)




EANT A BLEYE T X7 Jiut HE

~+ 0O ® T wn

e 71U Hiet
BiE, Q@Hoz JiME
st HEHHF F
B4 2 QM FH|
AHo| = &

Area of improved
business/commercial
floorspace, schools
physically improved,
homes  improved or
built, traffic calming
schemes

FXE X7tdazsE 4
%, 222E, A ds
Main branch  office
construction, renovation,
demolition

A2 229y £L A
5%, s % Al
T|REAISBAL AT A
TE 2lngy s

Remodeling of buildings
or increase / decrease
of number of new
buildings, exterior
maintenance and new
construction,

Ay

A

infrastructure|

construction, new
construction or
remodeling

=
=R
2%
Numbe
r of
buildin

renovat
ion

37t % W7t 2 S
S e S
Vacant and  closed,
number of  vacant,
empty store

UOHES, 47N 3

FARIY 27t %
oot 4, AT B
Y A B,
284

Number of  vacant
stores, Number of
vacant stores in
shopping  district, In
the residential area,
vacant dwelling and
deserted house,
Number of increase /
decrease vacant
dwelling and deserted
house in the business
areas, regeneration of
vacant dwelling

373
M4
Numbe
of
vacant
store
n d
dwellin

uxs
L3
ol d
buildin
gs

Journal of Korea Planning Association Vol.52 No.3 (2017)

65



# 4 ZLEHE X7 48 21
Table 4. Selection of monitoring indicator

T NE=S
Category Indicators
ArS|H =M | AFQIT Resident population
social S50l Floating population

FtEOjE=H Card sales

SA|X|Z} Public Price of Land

HA ZH | A AR

economic number of businesses-employee
NETE2 ESREEN
Socio-economic organization
- - HAZE =35 Old building
=28 5H s
, AFS 7
physical

number of building permission

IV. EAIZJMMEX|QI] TLIEZ X|&E
poK=2
hn K=

137l A=A g oz A xe] Al
35 AuE7] Q)8 ARA O AKSA =
AT, BAA S Tt )4
015|712 ko 20134, 2014, 201590
wo] Aag 2AYaA Al 7 AEe
AT edT9 R 5ol Jhsate] o

. o] uﬂy 3] Xé

E

5

dfof 7t Aele] AmAelo] ¥
om, A

o

A

1 PYse AeAdew 7pgegion
3

Aol xetd A9 WATHE HlwAS

L 4FOI7 XERRY 53

A2 AwEm, HA v d
= 201337} vasle] oF 1.49% Ak whd,
A AEA AL oF 4.3% 1FAas Ao Yelgit)
AEA A3 vuA S B AEAQ FaAE B
oL} AT HlaA Yol 2013~2014d A% 7}

66 | rZEAE, [523 3% (2017)

ol
rl
=
=
%
rx
k1
X
12
rlo
N
4P
b
o
et
N
B~
o
e
)

i= .
Take HlaA| o] 2013~2015\ A&H oz Z7}

_O|L
32
K
r>~
ki
B
fo 12 4
kr
L
[N}
(@)
—
W
l
[\
(e
[
o1
L
9,
rlr
B
m(L

Bretal A=A 2013~20140l S71Rd
S7kek=d] vl
MEAAE A HH 0= Tasigin) Ao

A, b S ALl d 1171 A
TR AEH o2 gasiglon, &3 (A

7.39%), FF(A7.18%), BT(L6.61%), A=(A

2ke vl o] X4

T

R
ox
N

=
E 5 47017 SUSQS)

Table 5. Resident population Variation(Yearly)
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Table 6. Cards Sales Variation(Yearly)
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|
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4t
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PYES
SF 16096 225 238 A7 301] ngs1
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TabIe 8. Resident population variation(Monthly)

(EFQ| Unit : %)
TH| Total AH|7|9kd Urban economy-based
04 04 4 = -
HH| Total 02 W fih Busan 02 F Cheongju
00 00 /\\/\,/\ ,\V/\ 00
02 - -02 0.2
04 04
-04 -06 0.6
1302 1404 1501 1512 1302 1404 1501 1512 1302 1404 1501 1512
= . .
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1 M seoul % %= Gwangju » TragE
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00 10
02 | - W §
04 05 ° J N N~
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-05 4 10
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. - 00
0.0 A 0.0 /\ /\ 0s
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04 10 10
06 15 - 15
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0s o o0z
2 23
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10 08 Comparison Regions Variation
1302 1404 1501 1512 1302 1404 1501 1512

H 9. 7|-I:|:|HXOH 7O<7DI-§ c’_JI:|- I

Table 9. Cards sales variation(Monthly)

(ZHR] Unit @ %)
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1Z ZZ ‘ ]Z A /\V/ I\ /
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Table 10. Number of building permission(Monthly)
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