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Abstract

We analyzed what factors affect the implementation of urban regeneration projects based on the results of monitoring
the progress of the Urban Renewal New Deal project conducted in 2020. To this end, we analyzed which factors resulted
in excellent or poor urban regeneration projects and we conducted a logit model and panel logit model to see if there were
differences by region and project type.

As a result of the logit model analysis of regional differences, the numbers of excellent urban regeneration projects in
the six metropolitan cities were smaller than in other regions. In the field of detailed project performance, we also found
that the excellent projects were distributed in the basic local government area and that that is because the basic local
governments managed them efficiently. This seems to be because the six metropolitan cities have realistic difficulties in
managing urban regeneration projects. The logit model analysis, which considers the project type, also shows that the
governance variable has an effect on the excellent urban regeneration projects, which means that governance is the main
factor that affects the projects, even more than the projects themselves. Furthermore, for purposes of robustness, we
additionally conducted a panel logit analysis and confirmed that governance was found to be the variable that affected the
projects in all models.

We concluded that the organizational aspect was more important than the intrinsic factors of the projects and that the
establishment of governance should be preceded to successfully implement the projects in the future.
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Figure 1. Analysis framework of the implementation process
of Urban Renewal New Deal Project
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Table 1. Classification of urban regeneration projects by financial sources

Catergory

Priming project investment

Contents

Projects strategically promoted to induce linkage between projects and attract private

Central government

Budget project cooperative project area

Projects promoted by the central government's support budget within the activated

Local government project

Projects that are being promoted or scheduled to be promoted by local governments’
budget to revitalize declined areas

Public agency participated project

Public service projects in which funds from public institutions such as public
enterprises are invested within the activated area

Not only projects in which private enterprise capital is invested (including contribution,

Nongovernmental project

investment, purchase commitment, and master lease, etc.), but also projects

promoted by social enterprises or funded by residents, etc.

Source: Lee, TH. (2020), p. 8.
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Table 2. Definition of variable

Variables Contents
\?aer?aet;gent FL)Jrr(t))jaer;tregeneration 1=Excellent urban regeneration project/0=Poor urban regeneration project
Year Year of project selection
Project type 5type project: central city type, general neighborhood type, urban resiqential district
regeneration type, town regeneration type, urban economic regeneration type
Local government Local government that promoted the project
Period (year) The elapsed period after project selection
:/r;?;%?gsent Governance Administrative support capacity, field support organization, community organization

Detailed project rate

Whether the project goal for the year is achieved and the target project cost execution

Additional points

Performance of project promotion, additional discovery of projects linked to other
ministries, and efforts to promote projects

Total score points

100 points for governance, 100 points for detail projects, up to 20 points for additional
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Table 3. Descriptions of project type

Project type Project type code N
Central city type 1 23
General neighborhood type 2 36
Urban residential district 3 20
regeneration type

Town regeneration type 4 19
Urban economic 5 2

regeneration type

i, o, EEE, A 4D 370 ARIA, Z1ERA 5171 AR
Ao velyrt, 28 AlY A% olF Bt F7IZk 1.54
o7 Uepgon] Al Pt 63,387 22 FAE I,
223 AR EAA | e 5 AAA] F71 R, AR 4 e
2 RHgs 2 Bt 592408 vepyth a9
ARARL FAA B} F e Abste] 7| 2R A Ao B Hol 2
kAL Q= Ao & et

Table 4. Classification of local governments and the number
of implemented projects

govemments - Regioncode L rojects
Gangwon 1 6
Gyeonggi 2 11
Gyeongsangnam-do 3 10
Gyeongsangbuk-do 4 6
Gwangju 5 7
Daegu 6 7
Daejeon 7 3
Busan 8 7
Seoul 9 5
Sejong 10 3
Ulsan 1 4
Incheon 12 3
Jeollanam-do 13 10
Jeollabuk-do 14 8
Jeju 15 1
Chungcheongnam-do 16 7
Chungcheongbuk-do 17 2
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Table 5. Descriptive statistics

Variables N Proportion Mean Max Min SD
Urban regeneration project 100  Excellent (29%)/Poor (71%)

Central city type (23%)

General neighborhood type (36%)
Project type 100 Urban residential district regeneration type (20%)

Town regeneration type (19%)

Urban economic regeneration type (2%)

Seoul (5%)/Seoul metropolitan area (16%)
Local dummy 100 Six metropolitan cities (31%)/Others (53%)
Period (year) 100 - 15 3 1 0.64
Governance 100 . 63.38 99.5 25 17.66
Additional points 100 - 592 19 0 3.38
V. EARMREAR TSAE a1 2aes

& Ae EAAA AR vIEARIR riAlE 8 1) X9 2MZn
o] ofd ZAS0] glom, o= Hle P& vAE=A), AHER 2} A9 12t 2ARY ZAENE G 6ol A= ] AUt )
ol AUEAl, ARIFHERE Aol7} AE=AIE 4] 93 23 d A 2 1, B 2 22|1 id B2 BF 3, 2F 404 A
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Table 6. Analysis results of the logit model considering region

Panel A.
Model 1 (Seoul) Model 2 (Seoul metropolitan area)

Variables

Coefficient z value Coefficient z value
Constant -4.698 -2.457° -4.710 -2.493"
Project type 0113 -0.476 -0.106 -0.449
Seoul -0.126 -0.123
Seoul metropolitan area -0.212 -0.328
Period (year) 0.224 0.441 0.219 0.433
Governance 0.046 2.361° 0.046 2.393"
Additional points 0114 1.5620 0.116 1.5639
McFadden R-squared 0114 0.115

Panel B.

D Model 3 (Six metropolitan cities) Model 4 (others)

Coefficient z value Coefficient z value
Constant -4.710 -2.501° -5.749 -3.001
Project type 0.025 0.103 -0.873 -1.262
Six metropolitan cities -1.577 -2.256°
Others 1.286 2.389"
Period (year) 0.378 0.733 0.182 0.358
Governance 0.045 2373 0.046 2.358"
Additional points 0.095 1.249 0.147 1.883
McFadden R-squared 0.165 0.191

Note: ® denotes significance at 1% level, ® denotes significance at 5% level
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Table 7. Analysis results of the logit model considering project type

Panel A.
Model 1 (Central city type) Model 2 (General neighborhood type)

Variables

Coefficient z value Coefficient z value
Constant -5.412 -2.632° -4.798 -2.526°
Central city type 0.660 1.070
General neighborhood type -0.565 -1.019
Six metropolitan cities -1.452 -2.095° -1.660 -2.386°
Period (year) 0.524 0.960 0515 0.939
Governance 0.052 2.528° 0.049 2.505°
Additional points 0.071 0.920 0.074 0.956
McFadden R-squared 0175 0.174

Panel B.

S Model sre(g::::at reisolndetynlt’lea)l district Model 4 (Town regeneration type)

Coefficient z value Coefficient z value
Constant -4.896 -2.621° -5.024 -2.631°
tL;Ir[?:n residential district regeneration 0,889 19259
Town regeneration type 0.939 1.462
Six metropolitan cities -1.405 2.017° -1.661 -2.383°
Period (year) 0.377 0.735 0.412 0.777
Governance 0.049 2.539° 0.045 2.379°
Additional points 0112 1.484 0.115 1.504
McFadden R-squared 0.179 0.183

Note: * denotes significance at 1% level, " denotes significance at 5% level
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Table 8. Analysis results of the panel logit model considering region®

Panel A.
Model 1 (Seoul) Model 2 (Seoul Metropolitan Area)

Variables

Coefficient z value Coefficient z value
Constant -5.156 -2.510° -5.091 2.510°
Seoul -0.216 -0.210
Seoul metropolitan area -0.238 -0.370
Period (year) 0.249 0.460 0.233 0.440
Governance 0.047 2.240° 0.047 2.260°
Additional points 0.121 1.630 0.123 1.650
Log likelihood -63.371 -63.415

Panel B.

Model 3 (Six metropolitan Cities) Model 4 (Others)
Variables

Coefficient z value Coefficient z value
Constant -4.669 -2.530° -6.226 -3.070°
Six metropolitan cities -1.562 -2.280°
Others 1.248 2.401°
Period (year) 0.381 0.740 0.384 0.730
Governance 0.045 2.410° 0.051 2.580°
Additional points 0.093 1.250 0.104 1.420
Log likelihood -50.271 -50.389

Note: 1. * denotes significance at 1% level, ® denotes significance at 5% level
2. We estimate panel logit models using random effects method

Journal of Korea Planning Association Vol.56, No.3 (2021)  §7



S Yt M

AR A4S FA3HE & Q7L A3 7124 B3
F& EAAALN IFSRe Ho] FA% 402 Yk,

A ¥R AR E B 99 e 2ARg e 2t B
st A% EAATHE 2R g o] RE Bad] $FO
2 gL nAE Wht Avdael Aoz tehgon], sid
23luge) LyAsel 2ARYe] LA} SARE Ao
Uehat), A0 2 Auid Azt 199] S7H5te dg =4
AAIgo] $4:A1elgo] B BHEo] 4.7% S7HoHs A0 Ut
Sk, oz ARIAIS ZH|gAOIRE Audae) oferg 7ot
St A4S ol A9 ATwo] GFE AL Fag
22 2.9loeh 24 ¥l Aol Akeke vt e,

chat ojAlo] ]3] el Aste) 7| 2AAA G| 2AA
AN A1) W 29l 7188 ABHAS Aolet o}
2 AAE, NN, WP2AY ALY St e PUVY F
Aol chet £AL B old th2A) Ealdet. ol g 74
2 ARIAAE Aslel AR ALY AT YA
o}

. SEAY, FIAE SEXRINE, SERRSXIM, A £= 2E
Al 20| U= 29 4= M)

T2 NY 7 3 DM [EE2 212 ARt ZXH510{ 2A0IM HMI2lsIACt

T3 2 o7e il 2ARYS 246D Yl nHEMet AEST 2 &
O 20| EA0f ZZGHX|E 6FP= HE(Hausman tes)O2 24
St 2410 chi2d=b-B)[(V_b-V_B—1)ko-B)2] 70| 464, 1
2|1 380| 032602 FHYLN HEEW 2o FMGIACHFTI
HHO)2 "=EF T 20| ZHSICL 0|,

T4, 1E 2% 2AZ00] Csi R SAH|OR) FYZUE AmEH,
7 (BRI A7 LPAIEY SN[ 348302 CHE RIYECH #

S 2RIE 4 Tt SAH|OR) MR FEEI= (RS # 1)E

o rE
K n’(
ro
!

AgEH

References

1. HolZl-tARE, 2019, “EAAPARY F8 oA wste) uhE

AAFAA st 54 #4: oA dedE SR, TRE
&1y, 103: 61-78.
Gim, EJ. and Koo, ].H., 2019. “Analysis of Changes in Degree
Centrality According to Changes in Major Participants by
Time in Urban Regeneration Project: Focusing on the Sun-
cheon City”, The Korea Spatial Planning Review, 103: 61-78.

2. 99 R S, 2017, RIS QIAFRE B3 A
AALE L] S22 o] ol et At - S 3EA] EAIAAPALY
S AR, R AR REES)A] ), 19(1): 57-72.

Park, S.H., Byoen, |.S., and Yu, C.H., 2017. “Evaluation of the

58 "REAE, X563 M3 (2021)

10.

11.

13.

14.

15.

Implementation Process for the Urban Regeneration Proj-
ect Based on an Analysis of Perceptions Related to Urban
Decline”, Journal of the Korean Cadastre Information Association,
19(1): 57-72.

S, 2004, "ARRIE A S, A2 SR]AL

Song, G.W., 2004. Social Welfare Policy, Seoul: Hakjisa Publishing.

. OTEi3], 2020. "RIZHEO TEAIAAAR]] BAISE E%E,, Aol

FAL AR

Lee, T.H., 2020. A Study on the Promotion of Private Participation in
Urban Regeneration, Construction Issue Focus: Construction &
Economy Research Institute of Korea.

. A5, 1995, "EAANE] 5t AL BET, (AR

3}y, 3(3): 209-249.
Choi, S.W., 1995. “Publicity of Urban Redevelopment and
Protection of Residents”, Real Estate Law, 3(3): 209-249.

B 2t 273, 2019, “UHA] EAIAAY FREARRIS

A3 AR A, TIDI EAI 9, 16 185-208.
Hwang, Y.S., Kim, SK, and Kim, KB, 2019. “A Study on the
Problems and Improvements of Incheon City’s Urban Re-

newal New Deal”, IDI Urban Study, 16: 185-208.

. Alexander, E.R., 1985. “From Idea to Action; Notes for a

Contingency Theory of the Policy Implementation Process”,
Administration & Society, 16(4): 403-426.

. Bardach, E., 1977. Implementation Game: What Happens After a

Bill Becomes a Law, Cambridge: MIT Press.

. Bullock, C.S. and Lamb, C.M., 1984. Implementation of Civil

Rights Policy, Monterey: Brooks/Cole.

Edwards, G.C., 1980. Implementing Public Policy, Congressional
Quarterly Press: Washington, DC.

Lipsky, M., 1980. Street-level Bureaucracy: Dilemmas of the Individ-
ual in Public Services, New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

. Mazmanian, D.A. and Sabatier, P.A., 1983. Implementation and

Public Policy, Glenview: Scott Foresman & Company.

Ripley, R.B. and Franklin, G.A., 1986. Policy Implementation and
Bureaucracy, Homewood: The Dorsey Press.

Smith, T.B., 1973. “The Policy Implementation Process”, Policy
Science, 4: 197-209.

Van Meter, D.S. and Van Horn, C.E,, 1975. “The Policy Imple-
mentation Process: A Conceptual Framework”, Administration
and Society, 6(4): 445-488.

. Wolman, H., 1981. “The Determinants of Program Success

and Failure”, Journal of Public Policy, 1(4): 433-464.

Date Received ~ 2020-11-10
Reviewed(1") 2021-01-05
Date Revised 2021-01-06
Reviewed(Z"d) 2021-04-18
Date Accepted ~ 2021-04-18
Final Received ~ 2021-05-03



SARHMFEAY FZ0f FEES 0lXl= 222N

£E
Appendix
Table 1. The odds ratio of panel logit analysis by model

Category Model 1 Mode 2 Mode 3 Mode 4
Seoul 0.805
Seoul metropolitan area 0.788
Six metropolitan cities 0.210
Others 3.483
Period (year) 1.282 1.262 1.464 1.469
Governance 1.049 1.048 1.046 1.052
Additional points 1.128 1.130 1.098 1.110
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