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Research on the Planning Strategy of Rural Revitalization in the Eastern De-
veloped Regions: A Case Study of Hangzhou
ZHAO Peipei, HU Qinggang., LU Dongmin, MAI Jing

Abstract: Taking Hangzhou as an example, this paper focuses on the planning strate-
gies of rural revitalization in the eastern developed regions. Thanks to the high lev-
el of urbanizationand industrialization, the implementation of the Beautiful Country-
side program, and spillovers from regional urban centers, great changes have taken
place in the rural areas of eastern China. However, because of the gap between the
east and the west part of Hangzhou, certain rural areas are lagging behind. Given
the circle layout characteristics of Hangzhou city, differentiated measures should be
taken in the process of rural revitalization. Village classification should be used to
determine planning strategies and rural land use policies and regulations, and the in-
tegration of urban and rural development should be promoted. Meanwhile, the re-
form of national territory development planning system should be taken as an oppor-
tunity to strengthen rural land use control, optimize urban and rural land use and en-
hance intensive land use patterns.

Keywords: eastern developed areas; rural vitalization; regional differences; classifica-

tion guidance; planning strategy
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