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1. Introduction and Objectives

In the city where green is a little, the role of private urban greenery is large.
Especially, the private green space that has existed long in the region is being
recognized as important green by the local populace. Private greenery is lost easily
in the city, so it is important to attempt the conservation it. When the conservation
of private greenery is attempted, the tree on a large site is especially important
because it is visually recognized easily by the local populace. Corporate welfare
facilities (CWF), such as company houses and sports facilities are one example.

However, in recent years, CWF show the tendency to be redeveloped because of
restructure. Therefore, green of CWF also shows the tendency to disappear. It is
important to conserve green for the local populace with redevelopment of CWF. In
attempting conservation, first of all, it is necessary to pay attention to the land use
that greatly provides for the conserved green amount. In addition, it is thought
that conservation succeeds only after there are the three people’s conferences; the
developer, the administration and the local populace.

Therefore, the purpose of this study is to analyze redevelopment of corporate
welfare facilities and the transformation of urban greenery. To achieve the purpose
two study objectives are set. (i) The transformation of land use and urban greenery
after redevelopment. (ii) Details of tree conservation according to redevelopment.
2. Study site and Methods

The study sites are Tokyo. The target is CWF where it meets three requirements, (a)
Owned by an enterprise, (b) Developed before 1973, and (c) The lot area is 1ha or more.

(i) The transformation of land use and urban greenery after redevelopment

I made out the land classification of the house map at two times (1973 and 2009), and
understood the presence of the redevelopment with CWF and the land use after it had
been redeveloped. Next, the change in the area of the tree after redevelopment was
understood from the aero photograph decipherment.

(i) Details of tree conservation according to redevelopment
4 case studies to housing complexes were picked up and understood details until

conserving of the tree and the conserved tree by the hearing to the literature research



and parties concerned who used the minutes and the greening plan, etc.
3. Results and Discussions
() The transformation of land use and urban greenery after redevelopment (tablel)

As for CWF at the time of 1973, 112 places and 340.0ha was understood. Among these,
CWF of 95 places and 215.1ha was redeveloped. The site form after it redeveloped it
was divided into the housing complex, detached house, park, school, and the other. A

great decrease in the area of the tree was clarified excluding park. In housing complex,

it was clarified that it was Tablel

. Housing Detached Park School & the Othed  sum

mn the Change rate Of the complex house Universitie

tree area after the Number of places 46 16 9 12 12 95
Area(ha) 85 34.6 37.6 36.7 21.2f 215.1

redevelopment with the Average change -32.9%  -86.2% +1.4%  -23.2% -35.9%]| -39.2%
rate of tree area

rose. Disoersion 0.164 0.024 0.002 0.05 0.392| 0.197

(i) Details of tree conservation according to redevelopment (table2)

In case A-B-C, green was positively conserved as understood from there were a
lot of numbers of the conserved tree. In these cases, the following two points were
clarified, (1) the intention of the green conservation of developer was received, and
the administration induced the conservation of green at the prior consultation
stage, (2) To make them unite the conservation of green to an economic activity, the
systems related to the capacity easing of the building had been used.

On the other hand, each case clarified the conservation of a lot of trees such as cherry
blossoms and zelkovas from which the local populace admitted value as a result of the
conference through the discussion among local populace, the developer, and the
administration. when the relation that the local populace has built up between greens
of CWF spending long time is redeveloped, the administration and the developer
consider, and these cases are positively appreciable as the cases where the succession
are attempted.

4. Conclusion

In the redevelopment of CWF to the housing complex, it had potential of conserving
green. It was clarified to the background that the systems related to the capacity
easing had been used after the adjustment of the opinion by the prior consultation. In
addition, it was clarified that a lot of trees of the attached by the local populace
because the many conference among the local populace, the developer, and the
administration were conserved. Table2

Case (area) A:Setagaya(3.5ha) B:Suginami(8.4ha) C:Musashino(1.2ha) D:Kodaira(2.5ha)

Area of housing complex 3.3ha 4.7ha 1.2ha 2.4ha

Before: area of trees - rate 0.50ha - 15% 1.2ha - 26% 0.58ha - 48% 0.6%a - 28%

After: area of trees * rate 0.62ha - 19% 0.89ha * 19% 0.25ha - 21% 0.12ha * 5%
Conserved tree (trees/ha 127 trees (38.5) 255 trees (54.3) 3950mmi+16 trees 4 trees (1.7)

Administration Enactment of district plan  Enactment of district plan  Demand of forest conservation none
Conservation of tree
other than forest
System which was used Integrated Design System Zoning change Building Standards Law Article 55 none

Local populace's requests O X ©) O

Developer Contract when land is sold Succession of concept none
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