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Study on China’s Urbanization Road of Coordination of
Urban and Rural & Regions

SUN Jiuwen

[Abstract JFor 30 over years urbanization of China has mainly solved three problems. Firstly urbanization has
coordinated with industrialization. Secondly urbanization has given space to develop non-agricultural industries.
Thirdly urbanization has improved people’s living standards and quality. However the dual structure of urban and
rural areas is strengthening the income gap between urban and rural residents is larger and the speed of
urbanization of land is faster than urbanization of population. These problems caused by cognitive bias and
institution and urban management stunt acceleration of China”s urbanization. To implement new urbanization
strategy it is important to focus on regional balance and coordination of urban and rural development through an
intensive road of urbanization.
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