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Reflections on China’ s Urban Land Development Governance
XU Wei' > TANG Qing — yuan' *
(1. The Center for Modern Chinese City Studies East China Normal University Shanghai 200062 China;
2. Department of Geography University of Lethbridge Lethbridge Alberta Canada TIK 3M4)

Abstract: Based on the literature review of urban land development governance in developed and developing countries
this article describes the current land development characteristics under China’ s urban governance structure and evalu—
ates China’ s existing land development governance model. The paper draws four important conclusions: (1) People and
the state fight for their own interests respectively; (2) the current practice of land development is easy to become a
hotbed for corruption; (3) Chinese land development governance has a large gap in comparison with the United Nation’
s Evaluation Criteria; (4) the current land development governance model contributes to frequent mass unrest incidents.
The paper concludes with a discussion of policy implications of the findings for China’ s urban land development govern—
ance.
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