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The Positioning and the Functions of Town Growth Boundary
WANG Xinzhe, LI Hang, PENG Zhuo

Abstract: Urban growth boundary (UGB) is an important policy tool for territorial
spatial planning. Owing to its role in restricting urban expansion, it has become a cru-
cial instrument for transmitting policies between different tiers of government, shap-
ing "beautiful homeland", and granting land development rights. The standards for
identifying the urban area cannot be exactly applied to small towns owing to their
small scale and low urbanization level. Meanwhile, much of contemporary rural devel-
opment bears urban characteristics and therefore, the present policies and technical
standards of urban development boundary face the risk of becoming irrelevant at the
town level. The paper calls for the differentiation of growth boundary between cities
and towns and the establishment of appropriate technical UGB standards, both of
which will become unavoidable issues in territory spatial planning at the county and
the town levels. The positioning of town growth boundary needs to be turned from a
tool of controlling physical form to that of controlling development behavior, the poli-
cy target should be changed from achieving land-use intensiveness to land-use com-
pactness, the object of planning should be adjusted from selective area to comprehen-
sive territory, and the planning principle should be shifted from rigidity to flexibility.

Keywords: town growth boundary; recognition of urban area in town; territorial spa-

tial planning of towns; territorial spatial planning system
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