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Policy case study for urban waterfront regeneration
-Focused on Han River management foundation plan and London Thames gateway
regeneration project-
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Abstract In 2007, London Thames Gateway delivery plan was started, and it was in progress to solve climate
change, population density, housing problems, green space, regional imbalances, and transportation issues from
east London and Kent to Essex. The plan was carried out faithfully local autonomy enlargement of local
governments. This case is evaluated as a successful case of waterfront regeneration with well balanced on
development and conservation. This study concludes as follows by comparing with this case and a new Han
River management foundation plan. First, Seoul’s new plan needs to change to diffuse thinking on
comprehensively understanding. Second, local and central government, which are adjacent to Han River, need
management scheme in cooperation. Third, the countermeasures for solving traffic problems in Seoul are
required through the provision of transportation method to take advantage of the waterfront.
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