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A Research on the Conservation of Plot Pattern of Chinese Historic Cities: Conno-
tations, Transformations and Strategies
LIU Peng., Markus Neppl

Abstract: The generation of the plot pattern conservation concept is a result of in-
creasing integration and dynamic development of urban conservation ideas. Its devel-
opment is based on the hybridization of urban morphology and urban conservation
theories. Although plot is seen as a critical morphological element in the conserva-
tion of European historic cities, its significance has been largely ignored by their
Chinese counterparts. For a long time, megaplot-based urban renewals in Chinese
historic cities have led to large-scale land amalgamation, resulting in the extinction
of traditional small-scale and subdivided plot patterns. This is also seen as a loss of
traditional spatial characteristics and spatial vitality in historic cities. The paper dis-
cusses the background of plot pattern conservation from the perspective of urban
conservation theories and summarizes the connotations of plot pattern conservation
in the three aspects of urban form, planning control, and land property. The paper
also analyzes the changing roles of plot in the conservation planning system of Chi-
nese historic cities and compares the effects of plot pattern conservation among
three typical conservation strategies.
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Fig.1 Urban fabric is seen as an overlap of street
pattern, plot pattern and building footprints
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Fig.2 Three attributes of the plot in the urban conservation field
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Fig.5 The changing roles of plots in the conservation system of Chinese historic cities
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Tab.1 Comparisons of three conservation strategies from the perspective of plot pattern conservation
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