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A Case Study on Selecting Sites for Wetland Restoration
— Focusing on the Research Survey of National Inland Wetlands Monitoring in 2016 —
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Abstract: This study aims to provide basic data for the decision-making process in selecting sites for
wetland restoration projects. To this end, the current list of demaged wetlands was identified based
on the findings from the nationwide monitoring project in 2016 targeted at wetlands in inland areas.
Then, to determine the necessity of restoration for these demaged sites, the cause of demage was
investigated, and their conservation value was examined from an ecological and legal perspective.
The 2016 monitoring project identified a total of 20 demaged wetlands, of which one site was deemed

to have high conservation value through analysis of its ecological and legal values and on-site reviews.
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The results of this study are expected to support policymakers’ decision-making in selecting wetlands

for restoration projects since it identifies priority sites among demaged wetlands that require

immediate restoration efforts. It should also be pointed out that wetlands in South Korea cannot benefit

from legal protection despite their high conservation value unless they have a designated status as

protected areas.
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Figure 1. Monitoring site of inland wetland monitoring in
2016
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Figure 2. Geographical distribution of monitoring site by
region
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Table 1. Status of demaged wetland by region.
. Cause of Damage
Region NO. Name Type Level
HEC LUC ETC.
6 Biseokgol W H 3 °
Mangdeokbong W M 2 °
Galbatgol W M 4 °
Gw 1 —
Utjeotjeol W M 3 °
Sangsonghwan W M 4 °
Tanji W H 3 °
3 Neomeongol W M 1 °
Gw3 Gyechonri W M 3 °
Baekokpo W H 4 °
9 Geumha W M 2 °
Modong W M 2 °
Wooduryeong W M 2 °
Madong W R 2 °
Ce2 Soljac W M 4 °
Hami W M 3 °
Teokgol W M 3 °
Gilgok W M 3 °
Donggwan_W M 4
Gs 1 2 Naedonggyo W R 4 °
S
Yeonpyeongneup L 3 °
Total 20 -
* R: Riverine, L: Lake, M: Mountain, H: Human-made
* Gw: Gangwon_do, Cc: Chungcheong_do, Gs: Gyeongsang do
* HEC: Hydrological environment change, LUC: Land use change
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Figure 3. Geographical distribution of demaged wetlands by Region.
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Figure 4. Distribution of demaged wetlands in Ecology and Nature Map level 1 areas
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