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Reassessment on the Four Major Rivers Restoration Project
and the Weirs Management

Jong Ho Lee
Department of Urban Planning and Real Estate, Cheongju University
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Abstract: The master plan for the Four Rivers Restoration Project (June 2009) was devised, the
procedure of pre-environmental review (June 2009) and environmental impact assessment (Nov.
2009), and post-environmental impact survey were implemented, and 4 times audits also inspected.

and finally the Ministry of Environment’s Four Rivers Investigation and Evaluation Planning
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Committee proposed the dismantling or partial dismantling of the five weirs of the Geum River and

Yeongsan River. But controversies and conflicts are still ongoing. Therefore, this study intend to re-

establish the management plan for the four major rivers by reviewing and analyzing the process so

far. The results are as follows.

First, a cost-benefit analysis should be performed by comparing the water quality impact of weir

operation and weir opening. Therefore, it is inevitably difficult to conduct cost-benefit analysis.

Second, according to the results of cost-benefit analysis on the dismantling of the Geum River and

the Yeongsan River, the dismantling of the weir and the regular sluice gate opening was decided.

However, there is a problem in the validity of the decision to dismantle the weir because the cost-

benefit analysis for maintaining the weir is not carried out. Third, looking at the change in water

quality of 16 weirs before and after the Four Major Rivers Restoration Project, COD and Chl-a were

generally deteriorated, and BOD, SS, T-N, and T-P improved. However, in the cost-benefit analysis

related to water quality at the time of weir dismantling, only COD items were targeted. Therefore,

the cost of BOD, SS, T-N, and T-P items improved after the project were not reflected in the cost-

benefit analysis of dismantling weirs, so the water quality benefits were exaggerated. Fourth, in the

case of Gongju weir and Juksan weir, most of them are movable weirs, so opening the weir alone

can have the same effect as dismantling when the water quality deteriorates. Since the same effect

can be expected, there is little need to dismantle the weirs. Fifth, in order to respond to frequent

droughts and floods, it is desirable to secure the agricultural water supply capacity to the drought

areas upstream of the four major rivers by constructing a waterway connected to the weir. At present

itis necessary to keep weirs rather than dismantling them.

Keywords: The Four Major Rivers Restoration Project, Environmental Impact Assessment, Weir

Dismantling, Cost-Benefit Analysis
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Forum of Four Major Rivers Investigation and
Evaluation Team, Ministry of Environment 2019,
The Korean Association of Public Finance 2019),
T 7w ] 922021118, whek =
7 A GA 57 B BOsA (R s ek A 5
S 53 AAAE FH lthJoint ministries

2021), 12y Algt= ofs] 2 7t sfAlof dhgt

O 57l B A E= i sl et
ste] g7 AlEHe} TR, ¢ o
Al 2ol digt ZAIdE shetstal, 2ef Aol
B2 A A &S HESR] 2o 28t
A|AIBFLA} gt

ZHt ==k Z-5o] MeYw|an Qlct, whabA 47t B HARE T2 £ gE 52 g4 &
A S frAloll ek W Aol AlgEithal E, FolM AR E = AFYoR ES SR, sHpA
ER, B4R} 2w A9 AANGE 407
2 oi710| EHO|Q} HitH =
drel e g 3} 137) 70 AT F7SHCH A B3, B 5
B o 4|7 AFo] gist upAE S, AbA S ) gule} sk 59 BHea 91 ARjlolH,
BAHEEA A g8 7h, S FFEL AL AAANG L Fde| 2 dojAle sl B8 5= &
FIAGERA, A0 AT WE-BAS ] Y ek Ao, FEajorrie] 4tz A% 49 A
4 B AR EAIE gelstaiat gt Tejar ol A, FHPAAETY SedE UaTIe
S A 2ALE7E 71219130 S QA At AR o AR A 5, ESRASERgR Y] £
Table 1. 16 Weirs of the four major rivers in Korea (Water surface area : million m2, Storage capacity: million m?)
Length of weir (m) S Water surface area/
River Name of weir Total movable fixed (erlﬂg) t Storage capacity Type of sluice
6,852.0 | 3,195.0 | 3,657.0 125.1/688.2
Ipo 591.0 295.0 296.0 6.0 5.7/17.0 rise & fall
R’f’;‘:r Yeoju 4800 | 480.0 00 | 80 44/12.8 rise & fall
Gangcheon 440.0 350.0 90.0 8.0 4.0/11.5 rotary
Baekje 311.0 120.0 191.0 72 6.8/23.5 rise & fall
GRT;*;‘ Gongju 2740 | 2380 360 | 70 47153 rise & fall, reversal
Sejong 348.0 223.0 125.0 4.0 3.0/3.8 reversal
Yeongsan Juksan 184.0 184.0 0.0 7.13 5.9/25.2 rise & fall
River Seungchon 484.5.0 180.0 304.5 7.5 3.3/9.7 rise & fall
Changnyeong Haman 549.3.0 144.0 405.3 10.7 19.9/127.1 rotary
Changnyeong Hapcheon 328.0 138.0 190.0 11.5 10.0/66.6 rise & fall, rotary
Dalseong 480.0 162.0 318.0 10.5 9.6/56.0 rotary
Nakdong Gangjeong Goryeong 953.0 120.0 833.0 11.5 14.1/107.7 rotary
River Chilgok 400.0 232.0 168.0 14.8 13.7/93.6 rise & fall, reversal
Gumi 3743.0 | 103.5.0 270.8 11.0 9.1/55.4 rise & fall
Nakdan 286.0 142.0 144.0 11.5 5.3/34.3 rise & fall
Sangju 335.0 105.0 230.0 11.0 5.6/28.7 rise & fall, reversal

Source: https://www.kwater.or.kr/water/sub01/sub05/20060557/works.do?brdld=K027&s_officecode=50039531&s_flag=1&s

mid=1354
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Table 2. Lawsuits on the Four Major Rivers Restoration Project
River Han River Nakdong River Geum River Yeongsan River
Han River Construction Nakdong Rlver Geum River Construction | Litigation for cancellation
name of . Construction . .
e Implementation Plan . Implementation Plan of Yeongsan River
litigation . o Implementation Plan . o b .
Cancellation Litigation . e Cancellation Litigation restoration project
Cancellation Litigation
Laintiff opposition litigation team opposition litigation team | opposition litigation team | opposition litigation team
p 6,089 people 1,819 people 333 people 682 people
.. Minister of Land, Minister of Land, Minister of Land,
Minister of Land, Transport . . .
and Maritime Affairs. Director Transport and Maritime | Transport and Maritime | Transport and Maritime
defendant L Affairs, Director of Busan Affairs, Director of Affairs, Director of Tksan
of Seoul Regional Land . . . .
Management Agency Regional Land Daejeon Regional Land Regional Land
Management Agency Management Agency Management Agency
Violation and procedural
. deft?cts of National Finance Act, Whether there are violations of the National Finance Act, River Act,
important | River Act, EIA Act, Cultural . . e .
. . . Environmental Impact Assessment Act, etc. and policy feasibility including flood
155Ues Heritage Protection Act, and revention and water quality improvement, etc
Korea Water Resources P quality imp T
Corporation Act etc.
litigation 2009. 11.25 2009. 11.26
day
Seoul Administrative Court Busan District Court Daejeon District Court Jeonju District Court
] (2010.12.3) (2010.12.10) (2011.1.12) (2011.1.18)
J(léig‘; Seoul High Court Busan High Court Dacejeon High Court Gwangju High Court
Y (2011.11.25) (2012.2.10) (2012.1.19) (2012.2.15)
Supreme Court (2015.12.10.)

Source: Korea Policy Briefing (https://www.korea.kr/news/pressReleaseView.do?newsld=155704737), Case information of the
National Law Information Center (https://www.law.go.kt/LSW//precInfoP.do?precSeq=179811).

Table 3. Overview of the Four Major Rivers Restoration Project Audit Implementation

. Audit period / ]
Audit Item name Announcement date Main contents
Ist Audit Detailed plan establishment and Jan.-Feb. 2010/ Appropriate establishment of construction
implementation status 27 Jan. 2011 plan
. Major facility quality and water quality May-Sep. 2012/ Investigation that the construction was
2nd Audit . .
management 27 Jan. 2013 carried out as designed
3rd Audit Major contract execution status such as Jan.-Mar. 2013/ Investigation into the actual bid and
design and construction batch bidding 10 Jul. 2013 contract process
. Analysis of water quality and economic
4th Audit Implementation status Ch?Ck and Jul-Oct. 2017/ feasibility according to the initial policy
performance analysis Jul. 2018 . .
decision process and project

Source: Board of Audit and Inspection, 2018, p.5 revised.
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A4 Bof2 Lo A5 tH(Board of Audit and
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(Board of Audit and Inspection 2018).

Table 4. Results of economic analysis of the Four Major Rivers Restoration Project (Unit: KRW trillion, 2013 price)

Benefit (A) Cost -
. Cost ;
River I, Benefit ratio
Subtotal Water Watf)r Water Hydrgphlllc Other B) A
control quality use activity B )
Total 6.6251 0 0.2363 1.0486 3.5247 1.8155 31.0526 0.21
Han River 44287 0 0.2640 0.1687 3.5247 04713 6.4416 0.69
Nakdong River 1.2411 0 -0.3300 0.5355 0 1.0356 14.6522 0.08
Geum River 0.8867 0 0.3064 0.3323 0 0.2480 5.2340 0.17
Yeongsan River /| - y6q¢ 0 0.0041 | 00121 0 | 00606 | 47248 0.01
Seomjin River

Source: Board of Audit and Inspection, 2018, pp. 390-391.
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Table 6. Improvement and deterioration of water quality at 16 weirs in the four major rivers (except pH)

River

Weir

DO

BOD

COD

SS

T-N

T-P

NP ratio

Chl-a

Han River

Gangcheon

@)

e}

@)

Yeoju

Ipo

@)

(e]

@)

Nakdong
River

Sangju

Nakdan

Gumi

X

Chilgok

Gangjeong Goryeong

Dalseong

Changnyeong Hapcheon

[eRNe)

Changnyeong Haman

O|O0|O|0O

O|O0O|O0O|O| X |X|X]|X

Geum River

Sejong

Gongju

Baekje

Yeongsan
River

Seungchon

[oRNeRNe)

X

@)

O|O0|O|O|O

O|O0O|O|O|O|O|O|O]|O

X

Juksan

e}

X

¢)

o|O0|lO|O|O|O|O|O|O|O

@)

X

Source: Korean Society of Environmental Engineers, 2018, Water quality evaluation and analysis of causes of water quality change in weir
sections related to the Four Major Rivers Restoration Project, Volume 1 (Parts 1 and 2, Investigation and Evaluation of Water Quality
before and after the Four Major Rivers Restoration Project), pp.558-559.

Table 7. Water quality change in the weirs of the Geum River before and after the Four Major Rivers Restoration Project

Weir bifl‘:;r‘i‘j:ger tem‘:::{ure pH Do | BoD | cop | ss TN | TP | Chea
before 155 80 | 106 25 66 | 115 | 5273 | 0227 | 177

Sejong after 159 78 | 109 25 68 | 106 | 3627 | 0078 | 269
difference 04 02 03 00 02 | 09 | -1.646 | -0.149 | 92

before 165 84 | 111 30 70 | 133 | 3908 | 0201 | 309

Gongju after 165 78 | 115 24 67 | 111 | 3217 | 0071 | 415
difference 00 06 04 | 06 | 03 | 22 | 0691 | 0130 | 106

before 180 85 | 117 32 75 | 140 | 3903 | 0188 | 324

Backje after 17.0 80 | 118 27 68 | 105 | 2935 | 0062 | 386
difference 10 05 01 | 05 | 07 | 35 | 098 | 0126 | 62

Source: Korean Society of Environmental Engineers, 2018, Water quality evaluation and analysis of causes of water quality change in weir
sections related to the Four Major Rivers Restoration Project, Volume 1 (Parts 1 and 2, Investigation and Evaluation of Water Quality
before and after the Four Major Rivers Restoration Project), p.570.

Table 8. Water quality change in the weirs of the Yeongsan River before and after the Four Major Rivers Restoration Project

Weir | before & after Water pH DO | BOD | COD ss TN TP | Chla
temperature

before 174 74 85 59 6.8 164 | 8755 | 0567 | l64

Seungchon after 18.0 72 9.5 43 74 102 | 5033 | 0140 | 477

difference 0.6 02 0.9 16 206 62 | 3722 | 0427 | 313

before 180 7.9 10.1 44 6.5 144 | 5732 | 0404 | 127

Juksan after 178 74 93 34 7.0 119 | 4062 | 0103 | 327

difference 202 05 08 10 0.5 25 | -1.670 | 0301 | 200

Source: Korean Society of Environmental Engineers, 2018, Water quality evaluation and analysis of causes of water quality change in weir
sections related to the Four Major Rivers Restoration Project, Volume 1 (Parts 1 and 2, Investigation and Evaluation of Water Quality
before and after the Four Major Rivers Restoration Project), p.573.
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