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ABSTRACT: This research aims to find the issues and explore policy agenda of contributed acceptance of urban renewal project.
Through the analysis of urban renewal project in Seoul, three isssues was found as follows. Firstly, the ratio of contributed acceptance
in each district was quite different. Secondly, the donated land was scattered around whole project area. Thirdly, infrastructures are not
constructed until all renewal projects were implemented. For this issues, this research proposed that a proper standard of the ratio of
contributed acceptance is needed and land donation should be designated to adjacent lot or block. Also public support should be for
developing urban capacity and completing infrastructure.
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Table 1. Contributed acceptance ratio of urban renewal area®

Open Public P
Category | Road Space Space Square | Institution etc
Ratio(%) 405 45.0 5.5 32 5.1 5.1
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Table 2. Comparison of redevelopment and rehabilitation”

Category Redevelopment Rehabilitation
- Maintain existing road network/
- Ignore existing situations and parcel
features - Self-renewal through road
Methods

- Innovative urban reform through | - expansion/connection,
total clearance construction/parking

deregulation

- Radical change - Gradual change in the physical

- . . - environment
Characteristics| - Disconnection of existing - . -
: s - Existing function/organizational
functions/organizations P
continuity

- Maintaining development
density suitable for regional
characteristics and road
conditions

- High-density development to
Density | ensure the economic feasibility
of private projects

- Depending on the parcel/
building conditions, it is
preserved/self-renewal/joint
development pursuit

- Large-scale group development
Scale with a district average of about
5,000

- Project implementation through
resident participation

- Resident cooperation and public
support

- Public: Zone designation and
Agents planning
- Private: Project implementation
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Table 3. Site overview

Area 95,194.3m
Designated Date 1979.12.28
Land Use Commercial Area
Designation Urban Renewal Project Area
Density(Avg. FAR) 180.6%

Figure 1. Gongpyung urban renewal area district distribution
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Table 4. Project area and contributed acceptance area of
gongpyung district

Total

Project District Contributed Ratio

District Areaj[ ) Area(m) Acceptance (%)

2 (A) Areal)(B) | B*100/(A+B)
(A+B)
Total 95,194.3m -

Subtotal 5,465.4 42155 1,249.9 229

3 45252 3,578.1 947.1 209

5 3,690 2918.6 M4 20.9

6 41231 32833 839.8 20.4

12 32324 2,087.5 1,144.9 354

14 6,821.7 5,007.9 18138 26.6

19 10,413.0 7,850.6 2,562.4 246
1,24 13,767.7 9,895.3 38724 5.128.1

Figure 2. Contributed Acceptance Location map of a project area
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Table 5. Original and adjusted contributed acceptance

Gongpyung Renewal District

Existing Plan Rehabilitation Plan

Roads 23,052.9m 23.6% 15,491 m 15.9%

Open spaces| 6,110.1m 6.3% 3,533m 3.6%

Other 2,340.0m 2.6% 1,755m 1.8%

Total 31,503m 32.3% 20,779 m 21.3%
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