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Study on recognized as the City Center Revitalization Plan
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The number of approved basic plans for the revitalization of central city areas has been decreasing according to the revised Central

City Revitalization Law of 2006.In order to understand the current status of the approved basic plans and to clarify the issues, we

analyze the targets and evaluation indicators based on the follow-up reports for the 191 plans that have completed their planning periods.

Although the targets and indicators were unevenly distributed, and more than half of the respondents generally achieved their goals,

the targets did not show the originality of local governments, and the indicators were not effective indicators to accurately judge the

achievement of the goals.
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Fig.1. Text mining of planning goals

Table 1. Results of analysis of basic plan goals
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Table 2. Results of analysis of indicators
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Fig.2. Level of achievement of target indicator values (by
local government)
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Fig.3. Achievement of target indicators (by indicator)
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Fig.4. Achievement level by indicator
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