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A Study on the Pattern and Promotion of Landscape Architects Participation in Urban Regeneration Projects
- Focusing on the Urban Regeneration New Deal Project (2017-2019) -
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ABSTRACT

This study aims to identfy the role and the use of landscape architects as a core strategy in urban
regeneration projects by project type. This study attempted to find ways to promote landscape architects
participation patterns and characteristics in promoting urban regeneration and revitalization plans. Among the
New Deal projects, from 2017 to 2019, when the urban regeneration projects were promoted, a total of 822
projects with terms such as park, garden, landscaping, rest space, forest, greening, planting, and flowers were
included, In this study, an integrated approach was applied, considering the status of landscape architects
participation, a literature survey by project entity, analysis of prior research, revitalization plan reports, and
interviews by project entity, and aspects and characteristics of landscape architects participation according to
project type. The results were classified. In the urban regeneration projects, the landscape characteristics were

analyzed in terms of hardware or software participation methods according to the project type, and the
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participation patterns and promotion measures of landscape architecture and ways to promote them identified
in the course of the project are as follows. First, the role and participation pattern of landscape architects in
urban regeneration projects differed depending on the type of project. As the prerequisites for each type of
project, the subject of the project, the direction, the differentiation of the regeneration strategy for each
project, and the level of participation of residents interacted in a complex way. The participation of landscape
architects has changed and expanded its meaning and role. Second, the change and value of the expanded the
participation method of landscape architects in the urban regeneration project and appeared as a
multi-purpose and complex role in the process of a project, indicating that the value of landscape in the
classical sense is changing and its substantive aspect depends on the type of project. Third, this study
confirmed the importance of recognizing the role and value of 'landscape architecture as a strategic and
practical means of regeneration that can be utilized. Therefore, in order to promote the participation of
landscape architects, diversification is required through changes in participation methods according to urban
regeneration strategies for each project, rather than participation focused on hardware projects, such as park
creation in terms of form and place. In addition, it was confirmed that the participation of landscape
architects, which play an important role in fostering a sense of community among residents as an experience
and activity program, should be further activated in terms of the process of the ideal way of existence. This
study is meaningful in that it substantially grasps that the role of landscape architects is expanding as the
subject of urban regeneration projects, and presents the direction for its promotion. Participation and research

should be continued.

Keywords: Urban Regeneration New Deal Project, Landscape Characteristics, Participation Pattern, The
Role of Landscape Architects
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Figure 1. Study process

Table 1. Main flow

of urban regeneration policy

Government Urban regeneration policy & project Main contents
* Town planning & specialized development plan
Roh Moo-Hyun Project to create a dity P . 9 . pec . . P ) P .
i ) *  Demonstration village project & pilot city project
regime where you want to live .
+ City creation support center support
Lee Myung-Bak Urban revitalization area development | « Urban revitalization area development plan
regime project *  Urban regeneration support center support

Park Geun-Hye

. ¢ Urban regeneration strategic plan/ activation plan
Urban regeneration . . )
¢ Urban regeneration support center, field support center operation

regime support project . . . . . .
9 pport pro) ¢ Residents" coundil, business promation council
. * Urban regeneration strategic plan/ activation plan
Mun Jane-In Urban regeneration new 9 i egep . P .
) i * Urban regeneration support center, field support center operation
regime deal project

* Intermediate support organization linkage
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Table 2. Characteristics of urban regeneration new deal by type

Division

Economy-based type

Activate our neighborhood

Central d
ntral ity type type

General neighborhood type | Residential support type

Promotional tasks

Creation of an innovation base Residential environment maintenance

Legal type Economy-based type Neighborhood regeneration type -
Area Around 500,000m Around 200,000 Around 0-150,000m* Around 5-100,000n Less than 50,000
Stati , port Co , history, ) Low-rise Small low-rise
Regon . |on. area, po m@rce istory Aley & residence . w. i . .w i
industrial complex tourist, art area residential area residential area
Project cost,
rojper'ozo / 25 billion won/6 years | 15 hillion won/5 years 10 billion won/4 years 10 billion won/4 years 5 hillion won/3 years
i

Selection subject/

Central government / about 70%

Metropolitan local government / about 30%

volume
Medium to large public Medium Small Street maintenance, .
Introduction 9e p . . . Parking lot,
. welfare public welfare: public welfare- parking lot, o
infrastructure o . - o shared fadilities
fadilities fadilities facilities shared fadilities

Source http:www.city.go.kr(uris; Urban Regeneration Information System)
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Table 3. Landscape participation pattern in urban regeneration
Method Form & place Use
prea(@) Plaza - yard, park, ga.rden, playground, resting PIace, village forest, Greening
. waterfront, cultural history space, ecology experience space, )
regeneration ; Community
buffer green area, botanical garden, etc. .
Cultural enjoyment
Hardware Stream - creek, village alley, trail, pedestrian street, theme street, Natural environment restoration
Line(#?) regeneration | safe street, commercial street, life street, cultural history street, Landscape improvement
rainwater recyding road, etc. Safe - environment improvement
Point(s) regeneration | Street furniture, universal design specialized fadilities Play - exercise, etc
Process
Software Participation ) ) )
experience Village vegetable garden, gardening, community garden, village greenhouse, herb class, landscape tree platform, etc
100 | 3t=22ZeteA| A 503 65 (83 21435)
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Table 4. Landscape characteristics of 2017 urban regeneration new deal project (68 place)

Economy-based| Central di Residenta General neighbor: Activate our
- ; i -
Form & place Use typr2{1 ) ty (19?[ support hood ty %5 ) neighborhood | Total
i e type(16p) PP 17
Plaza - yard Community 6 3 2 "
(b i .
Park munty 1 11 6 9 7 !
greening
Landscal
Garden - roof garden ) pe 1 2 3 6 12
improvement
Playground Play-exercise 3 5
Resting place(alley) Community 1 6 5 14
City forest-vill
Area@ | O oretvilage Greening 4 1 2 1 8
i forest
regeneration -
Community -
Waterfront . 1 5 2 8
greening
Cultural history space | Cultural enjoyment 1 3 4
Ecology experience |Natural environment
space restoration
Buff area -
.u = green r. Greening 3 3 1 7
idle land greening
Botanical garden Greening
Hardware Stream-creek Natural environment ) )
restoration restoration
Landsca
Village alley repair ) pe 2 5 3 6 16
improvement
Trail - Bike path Play - exercise 2 3 3 1 9
Land:
Pedestrian street ) noseEpe 5 8 6 6 25
improvement
Line(#®) Theme street Cultural enjoyment 12 8 9 4 33
regeneration Safe - envi t
I Safe street @ ? environren 3 4 4 5 16
improvement
. Landscape
Commercial street ) 7 3 10
improvement
Land
Life street rancsape 1 5 2 2 10
Improvement
Rainwater recyding |Natural environment
road restoration
Cultural history street | Cultural enjoyment 1 5 1 2 1 10
Street furniture, U.D
Point (= Land
on ()5_) specialized facilities ) noscape 1 2 3
regeneration | . . L improvement
(joint participation)
Total (237) 5 72 54 56 50 237
Residential Activat
A . Economy-based | Central city esidenta General neighbor-| . vate our
Participation(experience) / process support neighborhood | Total
type(1p) type(19p) hood type(15p)
type(16p) type(17p)
Village vegetable garden 1 1 2 4
Software Village greenhouse 1 1
Herb class
Gardening, community garden
Village forest, landscape tree platform
Total(5) 1 1 3 5

102 | e=£

Zatal2] Al 508 63(SH 21435)




Table 5. Landscape characteristics of 2018 urban regeneration new deal project (99 place)

Economy-based | Central i Residential General Activate our
- i
Form & place Use tym>(/1 ) type(t? ‘;y support neighborhood neighborhood Total
Pt PP type(28p) type(34p) type(17p)
Plaza - yard Community 1 6 8 6 4 25
G ity -
Park ommunity 3 8 3 16 14 64
greening
Land
Garden - roof garden | . roscape 1 8 6 2 17
Improvement
Playground Play - exercise 6 5 3 14
Resting place(alley) Community 1 10 2 4 17
City forest - village forest| ~ Greening 1 1
G ity *
Area () Waterfront ommur.uty
regeneration greening
. Cultural
Cultural history space )
enjoyment
Ecology experience Natural
oy epe environment 1 1
space .
restoration
Buffer green area - )
. . Greening 3 1 2 6
idle land greening
Botanical garden Greening
Natural
Stream - creek ‘a ure
) environment
restoration )
Hardware restoration
) Landscape
Village alley repair . 1 " 14 6 32
improvement
Trail - bike path Play - exercise 3 7 6 1 17
Land
Pedestrian street . noscape 3 2 7 3 15
Improvement
Cultural
Theme street ) 6 4 15 2 27
enjoyment
Line(#7) Safe -
regeneration Safe street environment 3 8 3 2 16
improvement
. Landscape
Commercial street ) 5 5
improvement
Land
Life street andseape 2 5 1 8
improvement
Natural
Rainwater recycling road| environment
restoration
) Cultural
Cultural history street ) 1 10 6 7 1 25
enjoyment
Street furniture, U.D
Point (#) ree. .urnl urem Landscape
. spedialized facilities . 1 1 2
regeneration - L improvement
(joint participation)
Total (287) 6 44 102 95 45 292
Economy-based | Central i Residential General Activate our
- i
Participation(experience) / process tym)& ) 1y (17‘;y support neighbor- hood neighborhood Total
P PP typezsp) type(34p) type(17p)
Village vegetable garden 5 4 2 i
Software Village greenhouse
Herb class
Gardening, community garden 1 1 1 3
Village forest, landscape tree platform 1 1 2
Total(16) 1 7 6 2 16
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Table 6. Landscape characteristics of 2019 urban regeneration new deal project (98 place)

Economv-based| Central i Residential General Activate our
- i
Form & place Use tym)(/1 ) ype(20 ‘;y support neighbor- hood neighborhood Total
PP PP type(18p) type(40p) type(18p)
Plaza - yard Community 9 6 10 1 26
CD h .
Park mmanty 8 7 15 3 3
greening
Land:
Garden - roof garden | . noscape 3 6 1 10
improvement
Playground Play - exercise 2 1 1 4
Resting place(alley) Community 3 3 5 3 14
City forest - village forest|  Greening 1 1 2 1 5
Area () Waterfront Commuruty ' 1 3 4
regeneration greening
. Cultural
Cultural history space ) 2 3 1 6
enjoyment
Natural
Ecology experience space| environment
restoration
Buffer green area - .
. : Greening
idle land greening
Botanical garden Greening 1 1
Natural
Stream - creek restoration|  environment 1 1 2
Hardware restoration
) . Landscape
Village alley repair ) 3 5 12 10 30
improvement
Trail - bike path Play - exercise 1 2 2 5
Pedestrian street ) Landscape 1 6 5 3 15
improvement
Cultural
Theme street ) 2 13 2 19 3 39
enjoyment
Line(#® Safe -
regeneration Safe street environment 1 8 8 8 25
improvement
) Landscape
Commercial street . 1 7 1 9
improvement
Land:
Life street anesaape 1 2 3 6
improvement
Natural
Rainwater recydling road | environment 1 1
restoration
Cultural
Cultural history street .u ure 8 10 1 19
enjoyment
Street furniture, U.D
Point () ree o Au.r? - Landscape
.| specialized facilities (joint| .
regeneration . improvement
participation)
Total (254) 4 55 48 108 39 254
Residential General Activate our
E -based| Central di
Participation (experience) / process cort;o’:r:& ) tyn r?ZOCI;y support neighbor- hood neighborhood Total
P peicp type(18p) type(40p) type(18p)
Village vegetable garden 6 4 1 11
Software Village greenhouse
Herb dlass
Gardening, community garden 1 2 3 1 7
Village forest, Landscape tree platform
Total (18) 1 8 7 2 18
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of EuldE]7] Al Fashl Qe AR Uehdth FURAA FrAos s el ARt
o2 FPel= AAVY A2 tfF 1 D 1zt 5] ARjle] FE olf= B 7P 2 Wit et
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SF=gola] HpAle] 242 B AuEAd AlRlo] 2597143 1% E HIwrt 7R BA UE, FAAA
9, TG, Sersudelr), AN Az T Aipt AR SR ATEoA A Ler
U= 2749] Hink: ZAZZLE AROA 1671AUGRE 7P 1 duitad, fefsuldelr], SAA7E
AR zolglom, AN Aol HRe Z0= Vehdth(Table 7 FX).

A o2 TAAWY FEARIIA 279] o Wik 1] T9AIg 3 1A vERt skeSlofs] w783
M, 95.3%)] o7t B A0 mefsh 3T o] AXES ol WAG97A, 4.7%)9] el Hlwrt F7tst
1 9 FAIR EAE K Table 7 HX).

N, &

o -

a: Creation of Ssamzie Park(2017 residential support type | b: Creation of pedestrian—friendly roads(2018 central city
-Park, E5A| 2[&4E) type - pedestrian street, ZI3RA| ZZANH)

Figure 3. Park(area regeneration) & pedestrian street(line regeneration) of hardware method

y ﬁ-‘ _ -_- _: . hm‘ - = i .:n'-- 3 e x
a: Hower Tea Sharing Event(2019 activate our neighborhood | b: Kkotji Garden Project(2018 residential support type
type - village vegetable garden, SAA| EH) gardening, 224 3R2])

Figure 4. Gardening & village vegetable garden of software method
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Table 7. Frequency analysis with landscape characteristics by project type

o Economy-based | Central city Residential .General A(:‘tivate our
Division type(6p) type(S6p) support neighborhood neighborhood Total (265 place)
type(62p) type(89p) type(52p)
2017 Hardware 5 72 54 56 50 237(87.9%) 242s | 68p
(68p) Software - - 1 1 3 5(2.1%) (3.6 spot/ place)
2018 Hardware 6 44 102 95 45 292(94.8%) 308s / 99
(99p) Software - 1 7 6 2 16(5.2%) (3.1 spot/ place)
2019 Hardware 4 55 48 108 39 254(93.4%) 272s | 9Bp
(98p) Software - 1 8 7 2 18(6.6%) (2.8 spot/ place)
Hardware subtotal 15(1.9%) 171(21.8%) 204(26.1%) 259(33.1%) 134(17.1%) 783s (95.3%)
Software subtotal - 2(5.1%) 16(41.0%) 14(35.9%) 7(18.0%) 39s (4.7%)
15s 173s 220s 273s 141s 822s/ 265p
Total
(1.83%) (21.05%) (26.76%) (33.21%) (17.15%) (3.1 spot/ place)

Table 8. Analysis of landscape characteristics of hardware method

Form & place
Division Use Note
Area(ff}) regeneration Line(§) regeneration Point(m) regeneration
Park(4 terfront (2 Co ity (6), ing(6
arkid) ) waterfront(2) ) Cultural history street(2), . ity ) greening(®) ) Up to
Economy-based type plaza - yard(1), theme street(2) ) trail(1) Street furniture(1) cultural enjoyment(5) ) 4th

cultural history space(1)

landscape improvement(2)

Central ity type

Park(27) ) plaza - yard(21) )
waterfront(8) )
cultural history space(5),
dity forest(5)

Theme street(26) )
cultural history street(23) )
pedestrian street(9) )
commerdial street(8)

Street fumiture(1)
U.D spedialized fadilities
(M

Community(57) )
cultural enjoyment(54) ) B
greening (35) )
landscape improvement(31)

Residential support
type

Park(36) ) resting place(19) »
plaza - yard(14) ) garden(12)

Village alley repair(21) )
safe street(16),
pedestrian street(16) ) theme

Community(69) )
landscape improvement(52) »
greening (46) )
safe + environment

14
street(14) improvement (20)
Theme street(43) ) Community(68) )
General neighborhood| Park(40) ) plaza - yard(19) ) village alley repair(29) ) | U.D spedialized fadilities | landscape improvement(62) ) B

type garden(15) ) resting place(10) pedestrian street(18) ) (1) greening (55) )
commerdal street(15) cultural enjoyment(48)
Land i it (42
Park(24) ) resting place(12) » Village aley repair(22) ) ScaF;ee;r:?:rO\(/g;)]e ;( "
Activate our 9P safe street(15) ) 9 9

neighborhood type

garden(9) ) plaza - yard(7),
playground(7)

pedestrian street(12) )
theme street(9)

community(31) )
safe - environment
improvement (15)

Park(131) ) plaza - yard(62) )
resting place(41) ) garden(36) »

Theme street(94) )
village alley repair(72) )
pedestrian street(55) )

Street fumniture(2)

Community(231) )
landscape improvement(189) )
greening (175) )

Total waterfront(10) ) playground(7) ) safe street(31) ) U.D spedialized fadilities .
i . cultural enjoyment(107) )
cultural history space(6) ) cultural history street(25) ) 2 .

. . safe - environment

city forest(5) commercial street(23) ) .
. improvement (35)

trail (1)
106 | SF=248H3[7| A 502 63 (53 2143)




Table 9. Analysis of changes in landscape participation patterns

Form & place Use 2017 2018 2019 Total
Plaza - yard Community " 25 26 62
Park Community - greening 34 64 33 131
Garden - roof garden Landscape improvement 12 17 10 39
Playground Play - exercise 5 14 4 23
prea(@) Resting place(alley) Community 14 17 14 45
regeneration City forest - village forest Greening 8 1 5 14
Waterfront Community - greening 8 4 12
Cultural history space Cultural enjoyment 4 6 10
Ecology experience space Natural environment restoration 1 1
Buffer green ar(.ea - idle land Greening 7 6 13
greening
Botanical garden Greening 1 1
Hardware
Stream - creek restoration Natural environment restoration 2 2 4
Village alley repair Landscape improvement 16 32 30 78
Trail - bike path Play - exercise 9 17 5 31
Pedestrian street Landscape improvement 25 15 15 55
Line(ﬁ‘v?). Theme street Cultural enjoyment 33 27 39 99
regeneraton Safe street Safe - environment improvement 16 16 25 57
Commercial street Landscape improvement 10 5 9 24
Life street Landscape improvement 10 8 6 24
Rainwater recyding road Natural environment restoration 1 1
Cultural history street Cultural enjoyment 10 25 19 54
re:zr;(i)on Street fumit::ar:i,l itliJe.SD specialized Landscape irmprovement 3 5 c
Total (783) 237 292 254 783
Participation(experience) / process 2017 2018 2019 Total
Village vegetable garden 4 n n 26
Village greenhouse 1 1
Software Herb dass
Gardening, community garden 3 7 10
Village forest, landscape tree platform 2 2
Total(39) 5 16 18 39

ZF AR19] AR UigollAl stefllold] ihAle] 2744 A A4S B AR td|o] FEier g4 8= SH
o HA AYFS FLA3170) 0] 7F ol AlgE Ao veigow B A G Tl 7FY Ee
W Ao veihith theoss 3 - w2714, SAEEU7L), BHGI7ID) eo= EA UsS
o, ZAIEre % ARG ARJIARE TR ARl gl w8t - GARSRY, WeEHE ARIeE ot
ORI Sl A AIFelME ElRtEkA 9717 7 =A vebteH, thEos 54 - whad%gH|
(18711, H7hEE *3(577}1 ) =olSitt Solde APt SHAIAE AldelAst w5t - AR £
O] o7k e, FAXALY, Selsldelr] ARdollMet 2749] o] P SRl 4 ASih HA A
o F1eAT Ao TatE TPV IR (street furniture) T -SUHVETIRI] ESAJAL o} Lo HlgE Uepto
o, FANAEGT L] ARlelds ARRIct 852 SHY| o] FF d Ao ARFUE 23174
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