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The urban growth boundary practice in Oregon

and their implications for China
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Abstract: Urban growth boundary is a core part of Oregon’s land-use plan. Based on the case of Oregon this
paper reviews the background of urban growth boundary and explores the relation of urban growth boundary
and management system land policy regulations land-use plan and citizen involvement. The paper analyses
the implementation effect of urban growth boundary to controlling urban sprawl optimizing the structure of the
city protecting of farmland and forest and using land intensively and puts forward characteristics of urban
growth boundary. In conclusion the research provides reference and evidence for establishing Chinese urban
growth boundary policy system.
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Tab.2 The policy system of urban growth boundary
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Tab.3 Formulation of urban growth boundary in the different stages
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