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Connecting Town and Country




Connecting Town and Country

Alnterface between the city and
the countryside jeri-urban
fringe) iIs undergoing major

changes as both natural/semi v«;,
natural and farming landscap&. P . !

are converted to builup
environment as part of the
process of urban expansion
(often very rapid, esp. in
developing countries)




Connecting Town and Country

ADifferences in the availability of
land for development and
demand for land to
accommodate housing, industry
and service provision have
contributed to great variability
of experience In different
countries worldwide. Also
reflects different planning
systems.




Connecting Town and Country

Alncreased movement of people 2 W

into areas at the edge of cities ir = R

which they live closely juxta e N
it %
environments. K[[P GRUW'NG

to natural‘and semnatural o
AResidents living in these locatioF =
the peri-urban fringe face
particular challenges posed by {?
environment because they live I

closer proximity to nature than &
other urban residents. 7

AThe physical environment can
Intrude more intimately.
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Connecting Town and Country

HOW DO WE MANAGE
THE PERJRBAN FRINGE?

AHow can we resist demand for =88
b_undl)r&g new houses on greenfielGa &
sites?Green Belts & Wedges

farmland preservation areasrban S 0 ks i

growth boundariesdensification  FSEEIEEIEN IR o NRRUR— -

AWhat new relationships are
developing between town and
country in the perurban fringe?

Examples from UK, Australia and
China




GreenBelts
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I Green Belt

AGreen Beli= part of a lanelise
planning system that has sought to
distinguish between definitive sets of
WdzND | v Q ' YR WNIzNF f QO
shar%en the interface between urban,
' VR NHzNF f X® NIKauNA
thé peri-urban fringe

AMore than onefifth of Greater
London(22 per cent) classified as
Green Belt E)smce 1950s)

A14/33 London Boroughs have more
Green Belt than residential land.

ASimilar palicies in many countries
d2NI ROARSZ beksu K I N
wedges, sectors, corridors



Green Belts
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Green Belts

A DNBSYy .Stda FdzZ FAf (GKS FdzyOuAzy 2F | FANBON
but have protected agricultural land and areas of conservation value in several countries; and it has

not been unchanging more dynamic than is often appreciated. )
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Green Belts has neither created an entirely satisfactory edge to the city nor is it always correct to
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