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FUHI) ) [ SR 7E 61 (Taylor, 1998) , LRI B IA K2 2
R AR S G, HZARTEA L SE M (Reinborn,
2007).

20 tH22 50 4RI A FLRI S oK 2 FE AR & 1 2
1P BOE SRS " (2 RS ), 2 WY
IR EE ) £ BE B oy Ak 2 22 0% [n) 8 (Hall, 2002). il
14 % AR )V 15 - Howard(1898)"  Burnham et
al (1909) . Unwin(1911, 1912)7F 5 FH el B AH A1\ 2
S WL A SEREAE ; Garnier(1989)  William
(1916, 1922) ,Le Corbusier(1943)i% i F 14 b 25 15 3
A0 X S 2 B AR BB Al ; Abercrombie(1926,
1933) . Williams-Ellis(1928, 1937) . Stamp(1943){E
PRI 2 A BRI T 47 5 IR AR 5 Perry(1929,
1939) . Tyler(1939) . Tripp(1942) 4 H1 4 HL (37 i B
I 5 Feat IXOBL R PR &5 Le Corbusier(1967,
1987) E SR LB RR T , LA e J2 2 18 i 4o o dt I i
%3 ] ; Osborn(1942) . Stein(1958) 18 5 & 1% TV &2 S A1l
B ; Wright(1932, 1935) 325k & B 58 44y WU %
JECT R 5 Eliel(1943) WIHE LA ML 7 =8
KB AR .

VA KR TR ENE , <Y ORI
X R S LA B HoAt A5 [ H 7= A T R 5 o E RK
%, YIS FRNE " AU AT 55 1kiz sh Al
RV Bz S A B AR R | 7 H 2 R Ik
A2 g R T G Y 32 SR (Hall, 1988); £
YIRS NS AN TR E
T A IR T AR T, XA BRI 5T
HE LA B TR
22 BEEF ML

20 {228 I ent B S 32 AR S IS 7R F AR
B AR DL B S = S . RIS ET,

85 2 AL A PR e RN FE H AR
“ L e R T SCRLRIE” 3 T A o

FIT(1913) 48 H , B s ) i X 23
MR E RS — AR SR AR TE
A 177 25 W0 FEAE %S R 3 Udachin(1960)3A y , B %) &
ESRE ] 8 e w015/ S SR e I AL i | A
[f] i JE 260 1 T LA e , A 45 B G Fn 4 A R] 43
fic -3t R SR AT R . BHSC(1950)F5
R EA BOA B S, WE I £ X sr E R G

X5 RBIX B & I 5 Ml AL (195948 H , BRI 420>
GRS AN E S g e b A = - b 31 11
H BRI RS S GO A1 (8] 43T 1 3b, S5 5
VRO AR IR 2 Ji 28 5 11 T B i

4y S A SCMURIE” 52 i i R ) i
R - R - P BRI
B AR et A5 TR R R R it b 3 T M AU
W AP H AR RS 5SSk Ol
BB H ] )R, 1956, 1958; #i £ B, 1958).
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B Ok PR R R 5% B
Witk 25 . FEULES 50 T, MLRIWEIE ks TG K, B
TFZH S TRIR .
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“CEAPRMERLRNE T (AR EIRI ) At T ik
JURH PRI Rl A 1 B

(1) Davidoff 55 (1962) £ XJ 1% Gt ) — Uk 1 24 1
W P R S B AN JEE T 2 e R R 4
LR S TE B B RE P AR | 238 o D3R Ak 4%
DADE IS B A TEh A B R

(2) Chadwick(1966, 1971) .McLoughlin(1969)%t
XHE GRS 25 AN A T R GRS
Wl A X B R S Y B R it S 2R
LEA ARG, BRI T R G AT T | R R
il , T FE AR 2 BRI H AR FE 55 X AN AR Ty
LRUATEL PP AL BE . FESCE ik b, R
K36 5 Rk 2 Ak T EL R A3 1155 1 (Harris,
1965; Batty, 1976),

(3) Kent(1964)$& i “ SRR, 5k k] 4
TR AT I b BRI YRR R AT
L) b 7 5 DX 4 o R B o PR 2R ] ) A G
R FEANNAT SHE AR A R F IR,

R JUAN NS B N TE—B0hE, S HLA A |l
B M LA FPERLRNR” (e 2 P E R R G 2R G 02
HNFEZLR), IR 2 5 AR — BT %) 32 3
RIFRE ., dt, BRSBTS AR BB R
2F LR (Taylor, 1998),
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@ 2 BRI i [ K TSR , 7RI e RIS ) BB AT G I



1492 oo R

Ay,

E S 32E

3.2 HEEMklL

A2 % Lindblom(1959, 1965)48 i , 54 Fipk:
A SR A e AR DA Y B A PR
1), KPR — 2 — A e PR S et i A
X R SR SR R B i TR 2, A A T
WS T

JUAE AT HEPF (AN R P AR AR AR 4
{B7F Lindblom(1974, 1979)% 354248 5 T, “Wr i
BRI F= 2 T T2 R . FAO(1993)% HAE N
HE IR I AR HE T, Mitchell(2002) Fr H
“CRAHMRLRNS 0 B WA AR, iR
B AT R, D& T 24 4F Burnham (48 &
RNEUNLRD AR B TR ZLAOR LR (Culling-
worth et al, 2006),
33 AREXHLL

BEX BRI B T T B A AR, — 2
S B B SRR . Long(1959)48 i, #1
R 2L A R M M BOR M, A AR S 54 Ja-
cobs(1961) 3 A 3 11 1Y 52 Ptk R ARk, IR I 203
N HE A A 0 T SOk A A 2 SO IR R Davi-
doff(1965) 18 T HL 0] Ui Ay 55 4 B 1A ) 25 10 5
Broady(1968) 1A >y 5 2L %) f& 4+t 25 B 28 117 JE 49 o BF
85, E 5K LA s Mumford(1968) 32 7K 58 3k i
FNFLAN B9 NS AL 2 5 Skeffington TA R, 1 4]
TRZNAERARS SRR —FFB, ERARS
50 1 B A i A (5% 5] H DoE, 1969); Arn-
stein(1969) W] 75 B2 (1 2 7 AU I EAE A A S
5 AR PHR R A RS

AR T RIS A T EE R, RN R
SRS R BN T . BN IS 5 R A
AR 22 1) T8 R S5 I 40 Tl SR ORI R S5 7 A T
PR
3.4 BREXHKIE

AN T) T At 2l R Y B, — 2 B
3 SRS WL, , XA B FL R T BERE X T S
F2 ks DB A T BRI T S 0 T

23 %, Hayek(1960)(5 2% H il 3 X,
WCAIRTH % AN A M T & 1 32 %t T 4 ) R S
FiE I AN UM R KK ; Coase(1960) 3 5K LA 2 21k H]
FRANZE 5y 1T Ak 7 =X e S 5 = b R
[P, DA 265 S X R B T 5 A Ty i B . BRI
22, Lindblom(1966)48 Hi , i/ H B 7t A5
FEL G2 vk 2 3 SO R B R B0, T AL AT

PAAE TSR0 v iy 9 % #5245 Siegan(1970) LA
WA 43 X 45 il (zoning) 1Y) Houston R 1], = 5K AR X T
= b ) % R 45 45 5 Ellickson(1973) 58 18 1 b 7%
B R 5 4 SRR 45 1 A AR E

SR, “ H 3 SURRIE " m 5  A IR, B2
S I LRI ML 14 R SR

B L TR 3 A BRI BLE A1, 20 42 60 4F
i BT 55 A — 26 B0 K : Etzioni(1967,
1968) H Hi T 30 A0 “ 45 B HE RIS A0 1t AL K]
&7 W) “IR A F 4”7 (mixed scanning) /7 1 ; Fried-
man(1969) 5K LIAT 8l R0 7 SR “A T 3R
RIE” , s IR AE R T 58 5 BOR Y i B B Rl i 2% &
St [ 5

4 20140 70-80 A HIS K& J

4.1 FEEBENMRIL

20 T2 60 4R A -70 4R W), WA T L2kt
SIS KA T BERAL A fE P T Ak
FEBY I b T RITC T I R S Ak e iGE B R
iz s G B2 AR TF . FETE ST,
B v S R AR T, xR e A
M), AR 1“3 T S 3 SRS B TREAE

322 Harvey(1973) R Jc 5 v U7 s MES)
= SCRUSL T W 557,45 308 i R K A 5 i B 2R kR
AT Castells(1977)38 ), R 2 A2 #E58
BB LR R 25 A AL A G818 S WS IE I %
[B] 5 56 R BRI T B, AR ae g it
ATIRA] MR —Fh A R

Z G B 5 SR A SO A AL HE BRI A« Fain-
stein(1979)IA 1 , Geif i 9 75 L A0 A 8 e B 20 i
58 M IEEAFL B YE AL 2450 5 Dear 45 (1981)
i BRI SR T A 32 SO R ] 43 ) — 3 4
Knox ZF(198 1)\ Ry, IERIZBEAR 32 LA B 7 A Kk e
b B P — b 4 AR AE B BLTD 5 Forester(1982) 45
Hh ) S e AZ B K Y BE AR 32 A S BRI SE
14 v B T 2, 3 R R I A SR A =2 N N R
), 469 55 78 M0 A = S0 S ARG B BURRI A AR
e HIZ: 55 SR H ZR AL BFIAR B F 25 5 Hall(1988)INH
PR KL 2 2l g D456, 32 S i g R 7= B 2 i
TANB A TR, v 7= B o T 28 R S i 2L AR D
T3 T 0 A% R L AF I RL B, A B TR A R Rl

B85,
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20 28 70 AR A, B BT A h 32 L T2
B A IS ) BN T G S B A 2GR
A SR T, BT B H i RS
FRE IR

Pickvance(1977) 3 i:f #% A #0056 F1 F Hy T
YT W TF & 00 25 5 Sk xR A A R
TPVEAdT A RT3 g s e+ T &8 20 R RUR
F % 3 /F # 5 Heseltine(1979) & T # ¥ /R F X
(Thatcherism), 18 3¢ [ 30 £ BLRIMA R 92 R 558
e, TRORE T BRI R LA 2 R R g i B
PSP B RN BT 3 5 R R A R
1M B 22 DL R HR G & ik B K137 7T 5 Sorensen 55
(1981) LA A Fh 3= SCER 4 AR 53 B 1 B0 A 5 328
WAL A RS AR R BT
2 R R gE 7 S e R 0 22 0 3% 3, DR i o A )
A& HLENFN T S 4 P Y R G BRAR , 32 5K 040 B3R
(R AL BRSO IE  JEREAtA Be 6 R 46 o
AR SR SBORH 7 57345 5 Jones(1982) 3 7K I R 4 ]
WS MIRIARZR i H BN BT E LR AR Y
5 1 AR AL, K A T & Rk & R S A
BA 25137 Pasour(1983)38 i, | FH A RIAFAE(S
BRBOT R XE AR BE AR AT 5 =
R ER R, ez A AES EGLT +H
TR TG TR AT B A RLEC A e R R T
BT 55 ANTE T8 8 A A AT REAff A2 1) S5 £
FA 5 3K 1 R B 22K O BUAR 28 B R 1Y)
#ar b

FELL ST, —J5 1, AR SR Y 2 RN
He B SR IR 1R (Krueckeberg, 1984); 55— J7 1, FA
GHT] 2 T 04 5 s TR B AN e 5 | A 3635
1T, LA BhBUR A AU AR A (B8 5%
XF N 4b 55 4+ F1 JE /7 (Eadie, 1983; Bryson, 1987;
Kaufman, 1987),

A SO BT 2 RS N T A T Y
ARG BRI B A T R T 5 (2003,
2011) X F 45 (2004) . X1 T 7R 45 (2004) | 5% K 5 45
(2005)FH AT R 1) 3 Ja K6 4 R R 0 =X, 5 3 R )
IO A T I T S48 5 118) 2R 3 A AR X A8 A P o 2
T2 R AN SR SR s AT SR R 5 A S AR Ak i R
PR R HE T VR T 0 5 A R T ) s
R BRAE ANy 28 AR B (8L, 2002; F 2%,
2002; BEAHE, 2005; F R4, 2010),

5 2022 90 4EAR LR BRI A1 BT

20 122 90 AR LIk , 78 J5 ¥ RN 42 BR AL A5 0T
TR LRI EE S A 5T 43k 2 708 i & S Bl 1)
I — DB
5.1 E@EMKIIE

AR DA AR F2 AN A5 55, R B2
T F 4k e R S i K- Y 5 22 YA 38 () A7 EE
A, IF B W BT 98 38 BRI 18 7 (communication
planning) 31 (Innes, 1995a).

“YHE AL RIS 7SR 94 T Habermas(1984) [ 14) il
PR, 3 AR S5 AT R 04T S O 3 S
B AtostE ] A RS 5 Rl A fE B AL,
BRI EA IR 038 AR A e A R
VR R FFIFEA RS 56 11EH 5 (Heal-
ey, 1992a, 1992b; Tore, 1994; Innesm 1995a), 7E it
BEAili |, Thrupp 55(1994)# 2 5 2R 5 2 5 7l ¢
2 R JEHK Z K 5 Innes(1996, 1998)5i 1 1 H iR
4 (consensus building) 75 ¥ Fl {5 & 09 1 ZAE H ;
Healey(1997, 1998a, 1998b) % Ji& T tE ML % (collab-
orative planning)#Hit , I 58 A T il e 1 1k Ll
FE T IR AR X I 4% Sk i 2ot ER S
FNA . ZBEEWAR TR R P, FIE24(1998)
P R A AR A, , 25K R DA PR E A A R4
B 25 o2& R s A& EE A BN S A N R
456 BT A Y E AR S5,

TEMEHIE SR R, PRy U R 3 (deliberative de-
mocracy) . 1 % JH fi# (conflict resolution) ., Ji I (iR
H (principal negotiation) 53 {2 i 5 it PME ML & 5
JrRB A T 2 3 M H (Forester, 1999;
Dukes et al, 2001; Fikret et al, 2001),

5.2 AIFEFLEEMRIL

Bifi 5 A5 2 I ) ™ o R AT RS R SR A R T
AL, TR " B KA A AT AT

TENKSE , Yanarella 55 (1992) 48 544 Al 135 22 3 i
) A 0] RN A A A AT R K S HE SR (%) vl ; Bre-
heny(1992)42 i T % 2 W17 (compact city) (1 #iE
T8 B T nT DA v 2 e VR U FE RN TS By
DoE(1993) 40 - ks 1| FH A A 52 88 ] Hp 2 & 7 i
B Z — IR HX R GRS A 0TS Y
HZAEH s Healey 25(1993)48 1, A FHHLRI A& 2=
(VAR AVRIE SES @78 116 R0 e EM N /N T i)
BB S fE T BRI 47 fE A5 i 2 PR AR Ow-
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ens(1994)# H T — A~ T R 22 1 b A1) BRI A M &
HEZE ; Peter(1994) i DX 38 R K v St m 45252
Ji 3R W ) RS T T R 5% 5 Vanlier 25 (1994) X} AT Fp 4%
T WA FH AL A ABE A& BBl N SR R AT T
TR B FRISHRTT, 9 8 = M5 FE R F A £ 4
Campell(1996)44k 1 AJ H5725% & I PV, $2 1 1 41
Rk B2 & SR = MR Akl R & e L Re T
AW 6F R AR BR R UE R T A BE AR A AE R 3
ASF B AR AH L w5 1) 1 7 Hp [R] 42 52 B 5 Williams 45
(2000)45 i , 3k T 2 (urban form) 5 n] $542 & e 2
[ A7 B2 AR R R A B T A S I T R 2l
JEIA RUEAE ; Silberstein 5(2000) R GE F ik T LA
7oA 3 B4 0 AT R 2+ R BRI A HE 2 R
DU A D 0 51 B 3% 4% 25 5 Godsschalk(2004) 76 B1 K1) 7k
SRR AR () SRl T EE B AR, R
PR T R

[ B 2H 41, FAO(1995) Fl1 UNEP(1997, 1999)
M T RS %% I, wih R AT R K R LA R PR A
Be AU kh o R B AE R R TN SRR G K
S A ST M R IR AR AT
LM Z BRI LR S , Fk R g ny BNt
AR AT LA 2 R — 3 A
B 5 9% s RN ZE 123 (EC, 1999) U 7E [X B, | [ 5%
%2 it 1) 8 22 RURE B SR A P 1) 2 ] 14 4 o 5 7t ]
FARBIEA E(GTZ, 1999)8 5 AT Hr4E K& J' HL ) LA
FES PR TE IREEAHES (AU S
Ti) S5 Ry HAR U], e o R SCIR A AR St
Jite b5 1 SRORH T £ 5

“HTRESARITE AR PR [ R A e .
BIFRAF(1997) IR T I 5 AT RRLE A e 1] 1) SRR
I BN AL AT ERLAR 5 B35 (1998) 4 H PRI 5
PRI S e R TR R R B A A LR A
(2005a,2005b) 42t T fi i PP 2 e Ji 1) R AR
AR, 5 R UL A A S B X 3 T A s A
Se ks fH K JE (2002) 5K 3C 4 (2005) | it 5 7 S5
(2007) . T #5142 (2007) % v KL BRI 1 i AR AN
7 AT TIRAIRT
5.3 HiblEE XKL

2B BE 28 T 2R R R B, BT R T2 SR
KR B 32 )il 22 H SRR

Bolan(1991) , Innes(1995b)TA 18 5] K, 1] J& — Fif
FEIBUR FFA N Z2 8] LA B 45 B0 2 18] 6 343 B A

F B %l B % 11 (institutional design); Alexan-
der(1992,2001)48 H , #1737 7746 B KB A
SEME RIS LB 58 ) AR , (o BUR A 2558 2 B K]
A RFAE B DDA 2 T, I RS S 1A
B AP K375 Lai(1994, 1997)IA K “ BHr =
SRR R 2 IS TIE LRI A B A S — 3
Poulton(1997) = 5K B f] J2& ] £5 AH 56 2 8] 247 1 25
TR A — 34 W) B 2R s Healey(1998b) 45 H #1L
I 535 o7 AR AL R 74 BRI BE BE T 8 6

R B RIS AL A TR 5K
JE 5 (2006) TA A B0 2 — ol il 85 22 HE R B 2
—Fofr il BE BT , BRI (2007) . F 111 45 25 (2012) 18 S 41
K017 E AT ] XA A ORI 5 55 (R AT 5
5.4 AHBERMKIL

T % E /MR IS RS R A5G 36 At A T
M isggsr ke it e EZ IR T A A
Rty A LB AR

TEIGCAE (2004) W I, 273 TR0 R 1 A LR
P, 2 00 MARILA T A TF 28 TE SR 28 L8
R JZ YR 2% R B R 1) 251 5 [ R (2005 5
TR R R A FEBOR | 4 FE R 35 75 225 523l
7R (2007)48 i , B HL A A FLBOR P A e BOR
P BURE 5 5 P (B A P R S R
FEAE , W4 B0 50 R B3 A R L DL (B R R
] 3 ] 37 (2007)IA A , BLAE —FP B A 256 Hiw LA
23 [A) R B AR 3k AR I AT A SO AR 5 L I 5
(RN FEBUK 5 3 ¥R 4K 25(2008) 15 HY , VE A A L HUE
(R LA SRR A 1 B R R £ on i DL
FFEIEA SR 25 00 B AR BOA TS H AR A S
— (R AL 5 28 45 SR 25 (2009) ML R A {EDUL . B8 K1 4
KR 2 ) PN 2 S5 AT 3 A DT DA TR R R
YA FEECR 1 B 2 S, UM A L ) 2
A NEE R T 4 T T, SRR ) A 2B
TG A 5 2250 56.(2010) 43 B T KA 9 2 [a) 4 25
Bk TR A B OB S 5 ) S S SR
FJE N SRR AR BURJE R 207 bk LRI
TS SRR BRI VR SR R v, R AR
EHREK

SR, A AN LR MRS " 7E P RS T
YN (0 IR T ) S BRATY 2 s IR VE Z B, T
HIE B IR W IR S FLRIE AN P 25 A BT
W A K I TR A
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ZE kR, v LA BN DL LS 2458 Joxt A
TR A -

(1) B A= A RS A Dok T2 B T 34
ZIS IR . E AT AL A (R e R 3 L
FRRIE” il B 3 SRR, sedboR (V438 AR
RIS T NA 2 SCRRIR ™), BB (i i
RS "X T LR A B RLIINS ), Sorb FE (i AA
SRS R F LR A BRI ), FEFETE AL T —
MR IR Z RS IR R

(2) AR A R I IR EAA AN [R] A9 40 A AN 2
“WIFOEEMRNE” RGN T2
S {4 (substantive planning); ¥ #E K0 %118 | 74 38 B8 K1)
AT FEOCTEFEIT (procedural planning); H1 & “ 5 5w
T SOMLRE ™ T 3 B Ao ) A A i Sz i R4 7
% (theory of planning).

B) MRS KRT-A, &R msr 2. N
FREE A AN R A7 B A (BUR Y (AT
HHEERL:  RGURLE A atE AERRE T 2R
K BN RI2ER Y 38 B B

(4) FRRIZAS L BRAME 22, A R U5 TS0 B
IR 55 F S . KAL) BV i ST 1B R AR Ak i LA TR
ZI RIS B, Bt B A S5 e A T S A 3
() i BEPERFAE

(5) FLA FIS 5T LABR 3L 2235 o F2 0, th 2%
TSRS K RAE T —E BTk, it S
TSR SCHANE” B A B 3 SORRIE T AT AL
RS AR RIS 57 AP E BR R
R IR B TR PR AN R ) [R]85
BN

(6) X TR IS IR B EF BRI,
REELSS G EIE T SRR, 020G 58 L il
Z E PP & (A B 38 B AT B A fi LAY T
o R, AR E R AR 45T .
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Theoretical evolution of modern land use planning
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Abstract: Since the birth of modern planning in the late 19th and early 20th centuries, numerous planning theo-
ries have emerged. Despite that they have fundamental and guiding significance for planning research and prac-
tice, it is very difficult to understand and master these planning theories perfectly, due to the diversity and com-
plexity of related theories in the literature. Though related papers already exit, there are serious shortcomings
and deficiencies in the studies on this issue. For example, few researches have given comprehensive review of
modern planning theories both domestically and internationally. This paper is an effective effort to overcome the
obstacles and shortfalls, to help understand and master modern planning theories. In order to do this, by thor-
oughly combing through both domestic and foreign literature, modern planning theories are explored and ana-
lyzed precisely and sequentially. The history of modern planning theories can be divided into four periods, as
discussed in four parts of this paper, involving many theoretical factions. The background, ideas, and influences
of each theoretical faction are inspected carefully. Physical planning theory and Marxist planning theory before
1950s are discussed at first. Then, in the second part, the 1960s' comprehensive rational planning theory, incre-
mental planning theory, humanist planning theory, and neoliberalism planning theory are reviewed. After that,
Neo-Marxist planning theory and neoliberalism planning theory between 1970s and 1980s are commented brief-
ly. At last, in the fourth part, the new emerging theories after 1990s, including communicational planning theory,
sustainable planning theory, neo-institutional planning theory, and public policy planning theory are analyzed.
Thus, basically all major theoretical factions of modern planning are covered. In addition, some low-impact the-
ories are also discussed, such as mixed scanning methods, action planning theory, and negative planning theory,
et al. As the theories emerged one after another, at the same time a wealth of literature has been published.
Through the above review of modern planning theories, we can see that these emerging theoretical factions have
different perspectives and concerns, such as substantive, procedural, or essential. There are also complex rela-
tions between them. For example, Marxist or neo-institutional planning theory is innovational, communicational
planning theory is the inheritance of humanist planning theory, incremental planning theory is rebellious against
comprehensive rational planning theory, and humanist planning theory is supplemental to comprehensive ratio-
nal planning theory. We know that modern planning theories have absorbed multi-disciplinary knowledge, in-
volving architectonics, politics, economics, geography, systematics, environmental science, urban studies, and
so on. Above that, modern planning theories are impacted greatly by their own practice and the time, showing
significant stage-specific characteristics. We also see that, compared to the U.S. and Europe, the Chinese schol-
ars are lagged behind in terms of the contributions to modern planning theories. Greater efforts should be made
by Chinese scholars to catch up in the future.
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