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Abstract

This study takes one village respectively as sample fields in Yuhang district of Hangzhou and each
county-level city of Lin’an, Chang Xing and An’ji in north-west Zhejiang. By applying questionnaire
survey, rural residents’ perception on woodland functions is investigated, their landscape prefe-
rence is compared with urban residents’, and their perception on rural landscape values is also
measured. Rural residents’ attitude towards landscape development strategies is investigated as
well. The study reflects that with the ongoing urbanization, rural residents in different areas have
the common trend that their dependence on rural landscape is changing from traditional agricul-
tural production to increasing diversified social needs. Rural and urban residents’ preference for
landscape attractions presents difference, but also a consensus, which predicts the change of rural
landscape function image due to increased social demands for amenities in natural and cultural
resource. Village development models integrating internal and external driving factors upon the
four sample fields are presented based on factors of resource, location, industry structure, far-
mers’ sustainable development consciousness and employment intention. Tourism- oriented
landscape development approach is discussed in the villages of rich resource landscapes.
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Table 1. Responders’ demographic and social characteristics
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% 84 177 MLy Al @ R 5 6 67
g il A+ 10 83
15~24 % 68 73 SRENANE 37 26
25~44 % 37 211 FEYIN 27 6
45~54 % 45 25 F Ak 30 3
55~64 % 30 17 FEEE 12 0
65 %Ll L 24 0 AR HAR 11 65
K B3
<600 19 - I T - 334
600~1499 20 - W T2 (X)) -
<800 JG - 50 I 23
800~1499 J© - 8 28 121
1500~2499 7t 14 26 JEAERTR]
2500~3499 7t 24 58 1-3 4F 12
3500~4999 7t 24 56 3-54E 22
5000~6999 7t 29 55 5~10 4F 9
>70,000 14 - 10-15 4F 39
7000~9999 - 32 15 4E LA E 62
>10,000 - 41 HRER
HERE %Ak 40 122
ANy EILT 103 35 RFEHIK 37 71
I 30 55 NG 67 0
KEIEFE 11 159 HWA%R 0 133
AELELE 0 77
Table 2. Rural residents’ perception on the importance of woodland functions
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Table 3. Landscape preference differences between rural residents and urban residents
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Table 4. Rural residents’ perception on the importance of landscape values
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Table 5. Rural residents’ approval degrees on landscape management strategies
32 5. R ERMENEIERBAREE

SOWK R EAE ) R I 22 K% 7
TUE AR, PRA AR AR T 3.20(1.035) 3.25(1.221) 2.85(0.988)  3.35(0.832)  3.50(0.707)
fnssA I, KR AR A = S 3.02(1.038) 3.14(1.014) 2.87(1.056)  3.29 (0.845) 2.75 (1.035)
Wl i, (Rt 2 Ml R R 3.07(0.909) 320(0.951) 272(0.887)  3.35(0.832)  3.50 (0.527)
RFF S M IEA GRS, W Ny 3.11(1.095) 2.95(1.268)  3.13(1.031)  3.29 (0.920) 3.00 (1.000)
WA BARN, @iE 2 AL 3.21(0.850) 3.25(0.910) 3.21(0.978)  3.27 (0.985) 3.00 (1.195)
TR N TGN, Sl s 3.32(0.935) 3.35(0.875) 3.05(0.793)  3.61(0.722)  3.60 (0.516)

P RMHTIAR, B 2 5 RA L4k 23 (h] 3.28(1.173) 3.10(0.968)  3.18(0.885)  3.68 (0.477) 3.13 (0.641)
TR AR AT 249 (1.320) 2.45(1.395) 2.38(1.115)  2.86(1.108) 2.22 (0.833)

AL 4 DL 2 ), 2235 SR BRI EE— IR 2 WS GEIR, (et kiir 257 & A Rl i i
H{E 53335 3.60 5 3.50; 4 7 Xt P AR 5 0 A i B AL 2 3.50, KOJEER 3.35. RBUKRATX
TR MBI Ry 3.35, HUCAM BN AL 3.25, M@ iRl Bt ik 3] 3.20. I % ik
AR RO T A S SR IR A FIRE RE AR, 3.05, TG &I LR N i ALt 3 KR 30 2 &
BRZR (077 () IX P IR WA R B v 2 3 559 L AR e B A PR G

KM SRV SR & B A B 20— BCE =, 0508 3.29 5 3.14. RSKMAIGIIN. 5
KIS LR T BT R, & B AR Y S R K.

45 EHRRAURZRBRA D4

PA B d s T VG AN [ 3 XA RO AR T XA 2 1F . RIRIL S BB L, bk 2 4+
Ja RIOAERITE IR X 2 W SR EF 5 FMERER . HAEFRA R 2 TR E 2RI
Fo MREE 2 MK, K 2 M5O E R . 10 E 5 A AR A R0 1A
A NIEIIA 28 5 2 A BRI 2 PRI, AT AR BEIX PIE IR R, ERE S A AR SR A R I SCHE
AR A7) 3 XA B B 458 R AR B0 R i o R I S AR AE 22 5

BT 2 MRS IR, IFEE G BEEIINRE[LS], X PUAMREART ) A i kAT 73 #r -

451, IELB/BLUF

A CE AR R B B, K R R O e, ot B BOATE I AN, Hh A RTE A
% TEAMAZE . 1% 1R RS FES BUF T BU N BRI E AJEE, (48— 80 1R RE 3 ait
FEEE R . HOR B RT S A B 8 5 57 45 i A 45 S I AR IR B AL

4.5.2. WHEBLF

H i DA — i (A S5 N o, AR A AR B R0E  BEAE T JLAE 2R T 3 R Bl b, (ks T 2%,
A IR RE S B SR bR COE ™ L R AR SRR B BRI B S XA A, A
WU ELEAT IR AR o

KRR DO N & 2 BUR S E I, 588 BRIt A~ SR B0k, SKRRIF I H , BUR 515 B i
A A BRI T e AR P N 28 S M R . R RIS 2 A7k, DL JEZR KR e
B 2 MR A A iR . (RIS M SE R ORI S IE R, A 2 RS A R A 9 A A 5 4
MG FIR— AR .



(S

453. &FKEH

Hurh s 8t R 2 8Tk, RIED. G55 AR SFREN, BT ANERRRSER, ZHHk
HEBHEIRY T, AKEE . B WEEEE, #EAKEMSEOERE S S S, O R R
7. ARTIEER R A BRI ZEEL, Tk AdEL, 159G BE AR B .

RIEEG: 456 M5 RIGSOIA AT, A S SO s 1) 0, 7 il it — 54—k,
SE3% ML . AE U, InTREATS R Tk, R AN SRE R R ENE. KIE 2R s
53 cis, ARG, UISCULE AR, BoEiRbE R, JFRIRIFIE . @R E 2 AR,
TRAH 2 A SRR R E AR R N A 5 AMBARSS & 1A

454 REBREHR

A RA SR IR msE, MARMLERS 4 2 KRR b —8. EIRE Kb, Rk
HAR S5 LE ) 2 FEEAR Y O AR L. X SR EBURENSE IR, EREML. PhFEE. TR
Bl 75 T RAE R BAE AT . 2R S TR & 5br. fFa REFE G40, MEERS 2 MRER
J& ORI R 22 A H S S N @RI . 45 2 NATS 28 5ol K e 4k SR AR Re il s 2 B
FRBER, B RTINSk RS S EALAE AL E PR . HEUER, 2R XIE
R —BE B BEL, SN RUIhREZ AL, EIAE E R 2 Mkl B 1.
5. B&

AT T 2R R 2 Rkt SR THRERALAGINAD, LA T30 2 o R SOl s i i 18
T T PUASFERT 0 B SR R SRS RIS T o S5 2R Skt 2 M B AR 2 A S O A R 3 A
2 b Ji RS Y e O SO S| Dy B[R], MRS N AE IR R, PSRRI 2 % 2 A OO B
POE BN R . WHRE RIS T — MR B T L5, #iE 2 0508 BLERE 5 5% e ik
12, MZRUIG SR 2N SR R, Sl 2 A LR O U A 5 (R etk R A . 2R SR
JEB S HUIS BRI N DAL R QU BT NS A O, RN 2 & R 2 A 50
MR, NEA TR I 2 R iR L B3 2 A S SO R SR I BRI 5 SR 7R o

E&WE

FETH Wi LR RCE S TR A RR T 2 A SO Ih RSPl 5 SO AR A AT 9,
T H 4% 5 (2014N159) .

SE ik (References)

[1]1 AR, IR T 2 SR E NS D e A ——5 T E N AMIF T SCRR AR B[], MRt 78 591 Kk, 2013,
32(1): 102-106.

[21 HER, mRE T 2R KRR 2 H S L o ER RETT ] iRl R m ik (RO RHA ), 2012,
30(2): 72-75.

[31 ALK, SRS IDREIEAN ). A4k, 2004, 24(9): 1988-1993.

[4] Plieninger, T., Dijks, S., Oteros-Rozas, E., et al. (2013) Assessing, Mapping, and Quantifying Cultural Ecosystem Ser-
vices at Community Level. Land Use Policy, 33, 118-129. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2012.12.013

[5] Fagerholm, N., K&yhkd, N., Ndumbaro, F. and Khamis, M. (2012) Community Stakeholders’ Knowledge in Landscape
Assessments—Mapping Indicators for Landscape Services. Ecological Indicators, 18, 421-433.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2011.12.004

[6] Willemen, L., Hein, L., van Mensvoort, M., et al. (2010) Space for People, Plants, and Livestock? Quantifying Interac-
tions among Multiple Landscape Functions in a Dutch Rural Region. Ecological Indicators, 10, 62-73.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2009.02.015

O,



http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2012.12.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2011.12.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2009.02.015

gk

=

(7]

(8]
[°]

[10]
[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

Rescia, A., Pons, A., Lomba, I., et al. (2008) Reformulating the Social-Ecological System in a Cultural Rural Mountain
Landscape in the Picos de Europa Region (Northern Spain). Landscape and Urban Planning, 88, 23-33.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2008.08.001

Nijnik, M., Zahvoyska, L., Nijnik, N. and Ode, A. (2008) Public Evaluation of Landscape Content and Change:
Several Examples from Europe. Land Use Policy, 26, 77-86. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2008.03.001

Buijs, A.E., Pedroli, B. and Luginbuhl, Y. (2006) From Hiking through Farmland to Farming in a Leisure Landscape.
Changing Social Perceptions of the European Landscape. Landscape Ecology, 21, 375-389.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10980-005-5223-2

Domon, G. (2011) Landscape as Resource: Consequences, Challenges and Opportunities for Rural Development.
Landscape and Urban Planning, 100, 338-340. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2011.02.014

Brush, R. and Richard, E. (2000) Group Differences in the Enjoy Ability of Driving through Rural Landscape. Land-
scape and Urban Planning, 47, 39-45. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0169-2046(99)00073-0

Vouligny, E., Domon, G. and Ruiz, J. (2009) An Assessment of Ordinary Landscapes by an Expert and by Its Resi-
dents: Landscape Values in Areas of Intensive Agricultural Use. Land Use Policy, 26, 890-900.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2008.10.016

Soini, K., Vaarala, H. and Pouta, E. (2012) Residents’ Sense of Place and Landscape Perceptions at the Rural-Urban
Interface. Landscape and Urban Planning, 104, 124-134. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2011.10.002

Pedrolil, G.B.M., Van Elsen, Th. and Van Mansvelt, J.D. (2007) Values of Rural Landscapes in Europe: Inspiration or
By-Product? Identifying Landscape Values. Wageningen Journal of Life Sciences, 54, 431-437.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1573-5214(07)80014-5

BHR, Jederk, i, RGBT AR KR L S BGURT [T Zedr B, 2015, 35(12): 141-
147.



http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2008.08.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2008.03.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10980-005-5223-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2011.02.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0169-2046(99)00073-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2008.10.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2011.10.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1573-5214(07)80014-5

	Residents’ Landscape Perception and Rural Landscape Development Patterns in the Midst of Urbanization
	Abstract
	Keywords
	城镇化进程中居民的景观感知及乡村景观发展模式
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 前言
	2. 国内外研究进展
	2.1. 乡村景观功能/价值评价
	2.2. 乡村景观社会学视角研究

	3. 研究方法
	3.1. 研究样村概况
	3.2. 问卷设计
	3.3. 数据采集与分析 

	4. 结果分析
	4.1. 乡村居民对林地功能的认知 
	4.2. 城乡居民对乡村景观偏好差异分析
	4.3. 乡村居民对景观价值认知
	4.4. 乡村居民对景观管理策略的态度
	4.5. 乡村景观发展模式分析
	4.5.1. 临安潘山村
	4.5.2. 长兴周坞山村
	4.5.3. 余杭长乐村
	4.5.4. 安吉高家堂村


	5. 总结
	基金项目
	参考文献 (References)

