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Research on Demarcation of Urban Development Boundary at County Level
Based on "Double Evaluations" Optimization at City Level: A Case Study of
Practice on Territory Spatial Master Plan of Liyang (2020-2035)
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Abstract The evaluations of resources and environment carrying capacity and territorial space development suitability (referred to as "double
evaluations") are the prerequisites and foundations of compilation on territorial spatial planning at all levels. However, technical
requirements for "double evaluations" have not been specified for territorial spatial planning at the county level. There truly exist many
problems about "double evaluations" at the city level applying to the demarcation of urban development boundary at the county level. The
paper takes the practice of territory spatial planning of Liyang as an example, proposing a reasonable delineation path for demarcation
of urban development boundary at the county level based on the foundational judgement of "double evaluations" optimization at the
city level and supplement of development requirements and strategic intention. The paper aims to investigate the coupling relationship
between "double evaluations" optimization at the city level and demarcation of urban development boundary at the county level so as to

promote the scientificity and operability of compilation on territory spatial planning at the county level.
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Fig.1 Before and after the optimization of the importance of ecological protection
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Tab.1 Comparison of areas before and after optimization of the importance of ecological protection

RS RACRTER/km? el EmR/km?
RERE 118.98 86.22
BE 363.70 396.33
—REZ 1051.99 1052.12
Bt 1534.67 1534.67
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Tab.2 Comparison of areas before and after the optimization of agricultural production

R A FE E A BTmER/km? R EmE/km?
EBREE 118.98 86.22
R EF=EE 1271.06 1229.72
RAEFETRER 144.63 218.73
B 1534.67 1534.67
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Fig.2 Before and after optimization of agricultural production suitability evaluation
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Fig.3 Evaluation of suitability for urban construction before and after optimization
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Tab.3 Comparison of areas before and after optimization of urban construction suitability

R EEREEN RARTER/km? A EmR/km?
ESREE 118.99 86.22
HEBREE 1 400.47 1.348.01
WHERTER 15.21 100.44
Bt 1534.67 1534.67
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Tab.4 Evaluation index system of rural development benefits
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Tab.5 List of comprehensive evaluation scores of districts and towns

FS XEER @FLRKEPLHES PRARDNITEES FULEARENT®HES SE5FEES

T HROEK 2.6 2.2 4.0 8.8
2 KREHHE 2.3 2.7 3.1 8.1
3 FEH 1.5 1.8 2.5 58
4 bX 1.8 1.7 1.7 52
S5 HEE 20 1.5 1.7 52
6 IR 1.6 1.6 1.8 50
7 AEFHE 1.7 1.1 2.0 4.8
8 MEHE 0.7 1.5 2.4 4.6
9 BBk 1.0 1.6 1.5 4.1
10 E=®HE 1.3 0.7 1.0 3.0
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Tab.6 Differentiated boundary delineation and "three-line" coordination strategy
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Study on Rural Governance Mode from the Perspective of Multi-center
Governance: A Case Study of Hengdu Town, Sanmen County, Zhejiang Province
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ZHANG Ziyuan, LI Yongfu, WANG Zixuan
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Abstract Effective rural governance is one of the important contents of rural revitalization. China's rural governance is gradually

moving towards diversification and democratization, but it is still facing the dilemma of looseness and inefficiency. This

paper constructs a multi-center rural governance framework based on the theoretical results of rural governance and the

characteristics of rural development in China. This theoretical framework consists of the following parts: (1) the relationships

and behavioral characteristics among multiple subjects, including the government, village committees, villagers, NGOs, and

developers; (2) the communication and coordination mechanism among multiple subjects; (3) multi-objective scenarios such

as public services, industrial entrepreneurship, social relations, and human history. Under the guidance of the multi-center

governance framework, this paper conducts an empirical analysis of multi-center governance in Hengdu Town, Sanmen

County, Zhejiang Province. In view of the various types of villages in the town, corresponding village governance models and

scenarios are constructed, to better solve the problem of rural governance in rural revitalization. It is believed that this research

will provide valuable rural governance experience for other villages in Zhejiang Province.

x 8 FRBANE SAFERE; SHBERX; S P OBEER

Key words Chinese traditional villages; rural-characteristic tourism; rural governance model; multi-center governance framework
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