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Abstract: This study aims to provide new knowledge for the governments to enact more effective
policies to proceed housing redevelopment programs. We conducted a survey on local urban villagers
in Hangzhou city of China. Overall, our results provide valuable theoretical and practical implications
for sustainable urban development. Firstly, we found that more reasonable compensation and
more respecting justice and democracy during redevelopment implementation increases people’s
acceptance of government’s housing redevelopment program. Secondly, we demonstrated that
experiences from social learning, such as government–homeowner conflicts and quality of living of
other homeowners who have experienced similar programs, and people’s own historical housing
redevelopment experience, significantly influence their acceptance of the program. Thirdly, if the
governments ensure more justice and democracy, it largely enhances effectiveness of compensation in
promoting people’s acceptance of the housing redevelopment programs.
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1. Introduction

Conflicts between government and homeowners in urban revitalization are common in developing
countries [1–3], and most of the conflicts arise from the process of internalizing externalities which are
understudied [4–6]. This study aims to provide new knowledge for the governments to enact
more effective policies to proceed redevelopment by internalizing the positive externalities of
urban revitalization.

We selected the redevelopment of urban villages in the Hangzhou city of China as field of
experiment. Rapid urbanization lead to large scale of urban housing demolition. For instance, 68
urban villages were demolished and reconstructed by the end of 2015 in Hangzhou, the capital of
Zhejiang Province. The local government further plans to complete the redevelopment of 178 urban
villages in the next five years, involving 58,790 households. Long-term and large-scale redevelopment
has been common in many countries. For example, the first period of mass demolition in England
started from the slum clearance act of 1930 and again as part of the post-war housing reconstruction
between the mid-1950s and the 1960s [7,8]. After the Great Depression and World War II, the United
States started a large-scale slum clearance program. More than 400,000 housing units were cleared or
planned to be cleared, and over 300,000 households were relocated [9–11]. Over the last decades, the
United States and many European countries have witnessed substantial housing and neighborhood
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redevelopment programs, such as HOPE VI (USA), urban renewal in France and ‘Urban Restructuring’
in the Netherlands [12].

An urban village in China is typically a community located in the very central area of a city, but it
is dirty, messy, and filled with poor residents [13,14]. Different from the western economies where the
slums are the result of urban declining or outdated buildings [15] during the period urbanization is
almost down, the urban villages in China are an outcome of China’s unique land ownership system
during the rapid urbanization process [16]. However, the urban villages in China share similar causes
to that of the western economies, which means it is cheaper for the local governments to acquire
lands from the sub-urban areas and to build up sub-city centers compared to redeveloping the central
outdated urban areas.

We conducted a survey on local urban village households whose homes have been, are being, or
are to be redeveloped in Hangzhou, China. We found that, in addition to urban villagers’ demographic
characteristics, the governments’ policy implementation methods significantly influence urban villagers’
attitudes towards potential housing redevelopment programs. Firstly, if the compensation is more
reasonable, the redevelopment implementation is more standardized, the government respect people’s
demographic rules more, people will have higher willingness to accept government’s redevelopment
programs. Secondly, individuals observe and learn from the social issues like government–homeowner
conflicts. Thus, people’s perceptions on government–homeowner conflicts and understandings on
other people’s quality of living after housing redevelopment significantly influence their acceptance
of government’s potential housing redevelopment programs. We also find that if a household has
positive experience of housing redevelopment in the past, their acceptance of future governments’
redevelopment program will be higher. Thirdly, more justice and democracy during land acquisition
and redevelopment procedure enhance the effectiveness of compensation in promoting people’s
acceptance of the redevelopment.

This paper contributes to the urban revitalization literature [4–6] by providing more understandings
on the process of government’s efforts to internalize the externalities. We argue that (monetary)
compensation alone is insufficient to persuade homeowners to accept redevelopment programs, but the
justice and democracy during redevelopment implementation ensure the effectiveness of compensation
in raising people’s acceptance of redevelopment. This study differs from existing studies on land
acquisition and urban redevelopment in China [1,2,17,18] by revealing the mechanism that people
learn from social issues as well as their own past experience which influences their acceptance of
governments’ redevelopment programs. Moreover, this paper is of policy significance, and it provides
reference for governments’ implementation of urban revitalization programs to facilitate sustainable
urban redevelopment.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. Section 2 provides a brief literature review. Section 3
introduces the field of experiment, data, and research design. Section 4 elaborates our results and
discussion. Section 5 concludes and discusses policy implications.

2. Literature Review

2.1. Urban Revitalization

The revitalization of outdated urban areas can enhance urban living environment and land use
efficiency, to raise the overall social welfare. Literature has an extensive discussion on externalities of
urban revitalization [19–22]. The factors influencing the magnitude of externalities include distance
from the urban revitalization sites and some government housing policies like rent control [23].
The externality of urban renewal is often measured by economic consequences, like changes in housing
prices [15,24].

The governments’ effort to initiate and pay for community revitalization is a typical process of
internalizing the externalities of urban revitalization [4–6,25–27]. Internalization of externalities is vital
to the sustainability of urban revitalization programs, due to the low motivation of homeowners [5].
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One the one hand, owners of the outdated or dilapidated buildings typically are unwilling to participate
in state-led upgrading programs. On the other hand, they are often unsatisfied with the compensation
from community upgrading programs, on the other hand, they are not able to benefit from (or
internalize) the positive externalities of housing revitalization. While the externalities of urban
revitalization have been widely discussed, the internalization process of externalities is insufficiently
studied [24]. To fill in this gap, our study aims to investigate how the factors, which are related to
government’s behaviors, influence the internalization of externalities in urban revitalization. We will
take the redevelopment of urban villages in Hangzhou China as a field of experiment.

2.2. Conflicts between Governments and Homeowners in Urban Redevelopment

Urbanization is a necessary process for the development of an economy [28]. However, as the
urbanization process continues to accelerate, the demand for land by capital, technology, and other
production factors is increasing, making limited urban land resources scarcer [13,29]. Therefore, on
the one hand, cities will inevitably acquire land from rural areas. On the other hand, the city must
redevelop its outdated areas to make better use of its existing lands. Conflicts between the governments
and the homeowners are very common during the redevelopment process in developing countries.
In China, between 2011 and 2015, more than 40% of administrative dispute cases are associated
with urban redevelopment [30]. For example, substantial conflict between households and local
government resulted in the abortion of Hung Hom Estate redevelopment project in Hong Kong [31].
In the Hongqiao Comprehensive Transport Hub of Shanghai, conflict between homeowners and local
government caused violent resistance from the property owners, which resulted in project delay [32].

Due to the rising conflicts between the government and the homeowners, urban redevelopment
has been increasingly challenging [2]. Many conflicts between the government and homeowners
turn out to be violent resistance of the homeowners, and these are more common during the housing
demolition process. Given that the Chinese treasure their housing as an essential private property,
they are less willing to give up the property and resettle. With rapid urbanization, recent years have
seen increasing and severe resistance to housing demolition from local residents, who are referred to
as “nail households” [33]. They refuse to access the government’s plan and present strong resistance
until they receive the amount of compensation that they consider ‘fair’ [34]. Once the government
refuses to satisfy their requirements, “nail households” will take more extreme actions to confront with
government’s demolition, and some even risk their lives [35]. To some extent, government–homeowner
conflict has become an important factor that has deferred China’s sustainable urban development,
social stability, and efficiency [2].

Since the reform and opening-up in China, the rapid urbanization process has generated
a large number of urban redevelopment projects for urban expansion and urban infrastructure
improvement [32]. Urban villages are the most commonly targeted areas that are redeveloped [36,37].
The urban villages are dirty, messy, poor, and even regarded as ‘China’s slum’ [14,38]. Given increasing
government–homeowner conflicts during large-scale urban village redevelopment in China, it has been
a social and academic focus to study what are the causes of and how to address the conflicts [1,17,18].
Many studies argue that compensation is the most important cause for government–homeowner
conflicts. Intuitively, homeowners are not satisfied with the redevelopment programs either because
they are not sufficiently compensated or because they are not aware that they have been fully
compensated [1–3]. Some studies also argue that the government–homeowner conflicts are also caused
by “government’s unrestricted power” and imperfect legislation [1,2,39]. For example, Ocheje (2007)
criticizes the “public interest justification for forced evictions of African governments” was actually a
cover for antiquated and inappropriate planning laws of colonial origin, corruption, and failure of
development and land reforms. Similarly, Pils (2005) [3] pointed out that many issues of the demolition
are caused by lack of protection for private property in legislation. Therefore, the central government of
China and even local governments have carried out a series of adjustments to the land acquisition and
demolition policies, strictly regulating the management of land acquisition and demolition [40]. In 2011,
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the Central Government officially promulgated regulations about the collection and compensation
for houses on state-owned lands. Since then, the compensation has been significantly raised, and the
grass-roots regime has been disciplined and supervised. However, despite this, conflicts between
homeowners and the government continue to occur [2]. The above anomaly gives rise to our research
question: what are the factors that affect homeowners’ acceptance of urban village redevelopment
in China?

3. Field of Experiment, Data, and Research Design

3.1. Background of Urban Village Redevelopment in Hangzhou

We conducted a survey in 2017 on local urban villagers in Hangzhou, China. Since the reform and
opening-up, China’s urbanization process has further accelerated. Between 1978 and 2004, the urban
built-up area increased from 8,842 km2 to 23,943 km2 [41]. Meanwhile, the proportion of urban citizens
in total population rose to 45.7% in 2008, which was more than two times of that in 1978 [42]. To support
rapid urbanisation and accommodate rapidly increasing population, cities have expanded rapidly and
kept converting surrounding rural lands to urban lands. In this process, the government are more
willing to acquire farmland in the sub-urban areas while less willing to redevelop the outdated villages
in the central areas to avoid high compensation costs [13]. Consequently, these outdated villages are
gradually surrounded by new urban areas and are transformed into the urban villages. Compared
with average urban housing, the homes in the urban villages have cheaper rents due to their poor
housing conditions and inferior environments. However, the urban villages usually have good access
to public transportation. Therefore, the urban villages become the most favourable places of residence
for migrant workers and other low-income groups [43].

Homeowners in urban villages have long-term land use rights and can construct housing on
their lands free from government urban planning administration, but they are not allowed to sell
their properties to residents outside the urban villages or even non-household members [44–46]. As a
result, the urban villagers tend to substantially expand their housing on the purpose of providing more
renting space. In addition, these local villagers have low motivation to well maintain their housing
because most of the rooms are used for rental purposes [45]. Consequently, urban villages then have
issues like overcrowding and squalor, as well as being full of social problems [13].

However, China’s urban villages are different from slums in other countries. As suggested
by UN-Habitat, slums refer to those urban residential areas with “inadequate access to safe
water, inadequate access to sanitation and other infrastructures; poor structural quality of housing,
over-crowding and insecure living conditions”. Although urban villages are like slums in terms of
poor physical conditions and management, those villages in Chinese cities cannot be classified as
slums [38]. There are two aspects of major difference between the urban villages and the slums. Firstly,
the residents are different. In the urban villages, the homeowners act as the landlords who live on
renting their private properties, and renters are the low-income migrant workers. Urban villages tend
to be homes for the new migrants where part of whom will finally move out and upgrade to normal
citizens. However, the slums are home to the poor and crime. Secondly, the causes of formation
between the two are different. Urban villages are those areas which the governments choose not to
develop due to some reasons, but the slums are the declining urban areas without proper maintenance
and management [16].

Hangzhou, the capital of Zhejiang Province, is one of the typical cities suffering from urban village
problems after rapid urbanization. The redevelopment of urban villages in Hangzhou consists of three
modes, demolition and resettlement, regeneration, and the combination of the two. According to
“Suggestions on the Redevelopment of Urban Villages in Hangzhou (2016–2020)” which was announced
by the Hangzhou Municipal Committee and Municipal General Office, the redevelopment of urban
villages in Hangzhou consists of three modes: 1) Demolition and Resettlement; 2) Regeneration; 3)
Combination of the two modes. Firstly, in the mode of Demolition and Resettlement, buildings in
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urban villages would be demolished according to overall urban plans, and local villagers would
be compensated and resettled. According to the plan, the majority of urban villages (139 out of
178) will be redeveloped with this mode, which indicates that 79,749 households will be resettled.
Secondly, the regeneration mode will be adopted for those urban villages in which infrastructures
are relatively completed, and buildings are in good conditions. The regeneration mode focuses on
removing illegal buildings and refurbishing buildings’ outer facades, to improve the neighborhood
environment. According to the plan, 22 urban villages will be redeveloped urban the regeneration
mode, influencing 10,613 households. Thirdly, a combination of the above two modes will be adopted
in 17 urban villages, involving 11,355 households. The urban village redevelopment studied in this
article refers to the mode of demolition and resettlement.

3.2. The Survey and Data

Given that Hangzhou is a representative city that has a large number of urban villages having
been or to be redeveloped. There were 246 urban villages in total in the main urban area of the city.
Redevelopment of 68 urban villages had been completed by the end of 2015. Redevelopment of the
rest 178 (as shown in Figure 1) are planned to be completed during 2016–2020. The redevelopment in
Hangzhou is in a very large scale. For example, the government planned to start the redevelopment of
25,959 households in 2017 alone.
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Note: In the figure, each dot describes one urban village. We only consider the main urban area in
Hangzhou, which are the areas within the red boundary. We randomly selected and surveyed 20 of the
urban villages which are marked by red triangles.

After interviewing relevant government departments like Hangzhou Ministry of Land and
Resources and Hangzhou Construction Committee, we randomly selected 20 urban villages and we
conducted the survey between December 2016 to August 2017. In order to increase response rate
and reduce selection bias, seven research assistants were hired to approach the potential respondents
face to face. Then, 330 valid questionnaires were collected (each questionnaire is answered by one
representative of one household). The sample size meets the requirement (the standard deviation is
0.45762. At 95% confidence level, the minimum sample size is 322, with the estimated error no more
than 5%).

The sample distribution is presented in Table 1. Among our sample of 330 households, a total of
160 households (one representative for each household) had experienced redevelopment, accounting
for 48.5% of the total sample. 121 households’ homes are being redeveloped (36.7%) and 49 households’
homes are pending to be redeveloped (14.9% of the sample). In Panel B of Table 1, redevelopment is
welcomed by 68.97% of interviewed households. Table 2 presents the distribution of demographic
information of the respondents.

Table 1. Sample Distribution.

Panel A

Stage of Redevelopment

Redevelopment finished 48.5%
To be redeveloped 14.9%
Being redeveloped 36.6%

Total 100%

Panel B

Willingness to be redeveloped (YES or NO)
YES 68.97%
NO 31.03%

Total 100%

Note: This table presents the distribution of surveyed households in terms of their stages of housing redevelopment
(Panel A) and their willingness to accept another government redevelopment program in the future, which is
indicated as “Willingness to be redeveloped” (Panel B), which is the key dependent variable in this study. In Panel A,
“Redevelopment finished” means the household has already experienced redevelopment and the redevelopment has
been finished; “To be redeveloped” means that a household has reached agreement with government and its home is
planned to be redeveloped. “Being redeveloped” means the demolition of a household’s home has already started.
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Table 2. Distribution of Demographic Information of the Surveyed Household Representatives.

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Gender (%) Age (%) Household Composition (%) Household Income (%) Household income Source (%) Educational Background (%)

Male 54.4 ≤19 1.94 Single 14.98 <50 K 23.49 Self-employed 10.38 <Middle school 13.15
Female 45.6 20–30 18.53 Married (with children) 77.31 50 K−100 K 44.83 Employed 66.08 Middle school 19.83

31–40 30.83 Married (without
children) 7.71 100 K −200 K 24.57 Compensation

from Land 0.51 High school 19.83

41–50 14.44 200 K −300 K 4.52 Housing Renting 5.32 >High school 47.19
51–60 15.73 >300 K 2.59 Farming 1.52
≥61 18.53 Others 16.19

Total 100 Total 100 Total 100 Total 100 Total 100 Total 100

Note: This table provides the distribution of the surveyed household representatives in terms of each demographic factor. In Column 3, the category “Single” includes these unmarried and
the divorced.
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3.3. Model Specification

Our empirical analysis aims to explore the factors that affect attitudes of homeowners in urban
villages towards housing redevelopment. We adopted the binary logistic regression model, which is
specified in Equation (1).

Yi = β×Xi + ui (1)

Yi is the dependent variable. Yi = 1 if the respondent i is willing to accept the future housing
redevelopment program conducted by the government, and Yi = 0 if he/she is unwilling to accept
the redevelopment program. Xi represents a vector of explanatory variables which are discussed in
Section 3.4. β is the vector of coefficients. ui is the residual.

3.4. Variable Selection and Description

The dependent variable, “Willingness to be redeveloped”, is measured by the question “Given
that the government will provide reasonable compensation level, are you willing to accept government
redevelopment plans in the future?”. The dependent variable measures people’s perception on
government’s redevelopment plans. A household’s willingness for redevelopment depends on the
rational judgment about benefits from redevelopment. We divide the factors influencing households’
judgement into three categories.

The first category is individual characteristics and household resource. This category includes
individual demographic and household characteristics, such as gender, education, marriage, and
household income. Besides, household members working as government staff were chosen as an
important factor of household resource in the social structure, which represents access to more social
capital. Social capital helps regulate the rationality of household behaviors. Therefore, the existence
of household members working as government staff can encourage the willingness to accept land
acquisition and redevelopment. Besides, as a social stabilizer, social security system can effectively
alleviate structural pressure and thus avoid the occurrence of destructive behaviors of residents. Since
the urban and rural medical insurance has basically covered the whole area of Hangzhou, this study
will choose participating in urban pension as the main indicator for whether a household is protected
by social security.

The second category is perception of society. Previous events continue to affect people’s
understandings about society and people’s values, thereby ultimately influencing their attitudes towards
urban village redevelopment. Past events, such as conflicts in land acquisition and redevelopment
and corruption of government officials, may all be sources for people to learn and understand society.
During the period of rapid social transformation, changes in people’s land awareness show that this
type of impact is significant and important. Chinese farmers’ attitudes towards land acquisition and
redevelopment have changed significantly in recent years from supporting and trusting the government
and fully accepting the compensation and resettlement policies to gradually safeguarding their rights
and trying their best to resist [45,47].

Therefore, we used the following questions to dig out people’s perception towards to society.
We use the question “Do you think that the conflicts between the government and homeowners
are evident in land acquisition in China?” to measure people’s understandings on whether
“(Government–homeowner) conflict is common”. We used the question “Do you think that many forced
redevelopment events have occurred?” to measure people’s understandings on whether “(Unwillingly)
forced eviction/demolition is common”. We used the question “What do you think of the situation of
people after land acquisition and redevelopment” to measure people’s perception of quality of living
after redevelopment.

The third category is the perception on justice in the process of land requisition and redevelopment.
We used the question “During the process of land acquisition and redevelopment, do you think the
compensation is reasonable?” to reflect people’s perception on compensation level. We used the
question “Do you think that the process of land acquisition and redevelopment is compliant with
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rules?” to measure people’s perception on whether the redevelopment process is compliant with rules.
We used the question “Do you think that the process of land acquisition and redevelopment respects
people’s democratic rights?” to reflect people’s understandings on government’s respect for citizen’s
democratic rights.

Table 3 summarizes the definitions of the variables discussed above. Table 4 provides the
distribution of each variable.

Table 3. Definitions of variables.

No. Variable Definition

1 Gender Dummy variable: 1 = male, 0 = female

2 Age
Categorical variable: 1 = under 30 years’ old, 2 = 31–40 years’
old, 3 = 41–50 years’ old, 4 = 51–60 years’ old, 5 = above 60

years’ old

3 Marriage A categorical variable: married and have children = 1, married
and have no children = 2, divorced = 3, unmarried = 0

4 Education background Dummy variable: 1 = high school or above, 0 = below
high school

5 Household income

Categorical variable: Annual household income, Categorical
variable, below 50 thousand = 1, between 50–100 thousand = 2,
between 100–200 thousand = 3, between 200–300 thousand = 4,

above 300 thousand = 5)

6 Participating in urban pension Dummy variable: no = 0, yes = 1

7 Member of Household as
government staff

Dummy variable: no = 0, yes = 1

8 Perception on compensation
level

Categorical variable: 1 = unreasonable, 2 = a bit unreasonable,
3 = neutral, 4 = a bit reasonable, 5 = reasonable

9 Redevelopment’s compliance
with rules

Categorical variable: 1 = not at all, 2 = not, 3 = neutral, 4 =
fine, 5 = yes it is

10 Respect for democratic rights Categorical variable: 1 = not respect, 2 = lack respect, 3 =
neutral, 4 = a bit respect, 5 = respect

11 Perception of quality of living
after redevelopment Very bad = 1; bad = 2; average = 3; good = 4; excellent = 5

12 (Unwillingly) forced
eviction/demolition is common

Categorical variable: 1 = common, 2 = a bit common, 3 =
neutral, 4 = not that common, 5 = not common

13 (Government–homeowner)
conflict is common

Categorical variable: 1 = common, 2 = a bit common, 3 =
neutral, 4 = not that common, 5 = not common

14 Willingness to be redeveloped Dummy variable: no = 0, yes = 1

Note: This table provides the definition for each variable.

Table 4. Evaluation of Land Acquisition and Redevelopment System and Background Elements.

Item
Percentage of Respondents in Each Category Mean

Score5 4 3 2 1 Total

Perception on compensation level 0.65% 34.27% 29.31% 27.80% 7.97% 100% 2.92
Redevelopment’s compliance with rules 0.43% 35.56% 22.41% 33.84% 7.76% 100% 2.87

Respect for democratic rights 1.30% 37.58% 35.64% 17.49% 7.99% 100% 3.07
(Government–homeowner) conflict is common 3.66% 29.74% 35.13% 28.23% 3.23% 100% 2.98

(Unwillingly) forced eviction/demolition is common 4.74% 19.40% 40.95% 32.11% 2.80% 100% 3.09
Perception of quality of living after redevelopment 12.01% 40.59% 31.13% 11.47% 4.80% 100% 3.45

Note: This table provides the distribution of the surveyed household representatives in terms of their perceptions on
governments’ redevelopment programs. The higher the scores are, the more positive people’s attitudes are towards
the redevelopment programs.
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4. Results and Discussion

4.1. Urban Villagers’ Willingness for Redevelopment

According to our survey, as shown in Table 5, 68.97% of all the interviewees indicate that they are
willing to accept future government redevelopment programs by the government, and 31.03% refuse.
Among the respondents who have reached agreement with government for the current redevelopment
plan, 76.5% of them show their willingness for future redevelopment. The number is higher than that
of the group of households who have already experienced housing redevelopment (63.1%) and that of
the group of households whose homes are being redeveloped (69.1%). The main reasons why people
will accept future redevelopment include “acquiring more than one set of resettlement housing units to
improve living environment and rental income”, with 72% of the interviewees who are willing to accept
future redevelopment choosing this; “Obtaining compensation to improve quality of living”, with
66.29% of the interviewees who are willing to accept future redevelopment choosing this; “Improving
infrastructure and public service conditions such as transportation, schools, communications, and
medical services”, with 34% of the interviewees who are willing to accept future redevelopment
choosing this.

Table 5. Attitudes Towards Redevelopment.

Attitudes towards redevelopment (YES or NO)

YES NO Total

Groups
Redevelopment finished 63.10% 36.90% 48.4%

To be redeveloped 76.50% 23.50% 14.9%

Being redeveloped 69.10% 30.90% 36.7%

Total 68.97% 31.03% 100%

Note: This table provides the attitudes to a future redevelopment program of three groups of residents,
the “Redevelopment finished” group, the “To be redeveloped” group and the “Being redeveloped” group.
“Redevelopment finished” means the household has already experienced redevelopment and the redevelopment has
been finished; “To be redeveloped” means that a household has reached agreement with government and its home is
planned to be redeveloped. “Being redeveloped” means the demolition of a household’s home has already started.

From Table 5, we can see that people’s perceptions on future housing redevelopment are generally
positive. People look forward to government redevelopment as they believe redevelopment is beneficial.
In fact, with increasing value of compensation for lands and houses due to urbanization, most
homeowners not only do not reject the redevelopment, but also expect to change the existing economic
conditions through land acquisition and house redevelopment, given reasonable compensation (as
shown in Table 6). Shi et al. (2011) finds that land acquisition and redevelopment may not reduce
household income and may even increase household income in developed regions [48]. However, we
observed some anomalies and concerns: Why is the perception of people towards future redevelopment
positive, but it turns to be less positive after people’s housing redevelopment starts? Are there other
factors that fundamentally affect people’s perception for redevelopment, in addition to economic
factors like compensation? An in-depth analysis is needed to answer these questions to provide a
better way to resolving current redevelopment difficulties.
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Table 6. Reasons for Accepting Redevelopment.

Reasons Percentage

Obtaining compensation to improve quality of living 66.29%
Acquiring more than one set of resettlement housing units to improve living

environment and rental income 72.00%

Improving infrastructure and public service conditions such as transportation,
schools, communications, and medical services 34.00%

Becoming urban residents with higher social status and high-quality urban life 3.18%
Other jobs are better than farm work 4.29%

Others 2.87%

Note: The table provides the reasons of accepting government redevelopment programs by residents who have
indicated that they are willing to accept a future housing redevelopment program.

4.2. Empirical Results: What Influences People’s Perception on Urban Village Redevelopment

A logit model (Equation (1)) was adopted to estimate Models 1–3 and the results are presented
in Table 7. The models are of good explanatory power. From Model 1 to Model 3, more explanatory
variables are included, prediction accuracy of the model increases, and the coefficients are stable.
Therefore, our empirical analysis only needs to discuss the results of Model 3 (Nagelkerke R2 = 0.510,
with a forecast accuracy of 78.6%).

(1) Individual demographic and household characteristics. Among the seven variables of
individual and household characteristics, all variables, except for gender and participating in urban
pension, are significant at 5% level or 1% level. Thus, factors such as age, educational background,
household income, and member of household as government staff, have significant influence on
people’s perception on future urban housing redevelopment. The coefficient of age is −0.17, thereby
indicating that the younger the respondents are, the more likely they are willing to be redeveloped;
that is, the less likely they are to reject redevelopment programs. It is traditional in Chinese culture
that people have strong community attachments, and they prefer to stay in the houses in which their
ancestors lived. This geographical attachment tends to increase with age. Consequently, the older
residents’ intention for redevelopment is less positive. This conclusion is consistent with our expectation
and with previous literature [49]. Among the three categories of the variable of marriage, since the total
compensation is directly linked to the number of household members, married households are more
willing to be redeveloped than singles. In addition, the coefficient of household with children (1.51) is
greater than that without children (0.61). Due to government’s redevelopment compensation policy,
people in areas of great redevelopment potential are eager to get married and give birth to children to
obtain more redevelopment compensation by increasing population. This behavior has also increased
the instability of marriage to some extent. In recent years, the divorce rate in Hangzhou has continued
to rise, and 27,470 pairs divorced in 2017, a significant increase of 17.6% over the previous year.

Moreover, a positive coefficient of education (0.40) indicates that a high probability of accepting
redevelopment is associated with higher level of education. With higher education levels, people
have a higher capability to understand the details of the redevelopment policies, and they can also
better understand the social values (positive externalities) of urban housing redevelopment and its
significance toward improving production and living environment. Household income (−0.110) and
household members as government staff (0.742) have also a significant effect on the redevelopment
perception. The results show that people with higher income, who are a little sensitive to the economic
benefits of the redevelopment, are reluctant to be relocated. Households with civil servants are more
willing to be relocated compared with those without.
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Table 7. Factors Influencing Willingness for Redevelopment.

Dependent Variable: Willingness for Redevelopment

Explanatory Variables Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

B Sig. Exp(B) B Sig. Exp(B) B Sig. Exp(B)

Constant term 1.62 ** 0.019 5.053 −2.04 ** 0.016 0.130 2.462 *** 0.000 11.728

Individual
demographic and
household
characteristics

Gender 0.33 0.894 1.391 0.21 0.955 1.234 0.102 0.677 1.107
Age −0.20 ** 0.025 0.819 −0.33 ** 0.048 0.719 −0.170 ** 0.045 0.844
Marriage 1.000
[Marriage = 1] 1.51 *** 0.000 4.527 1.21 *** 0.000 3.353 1.11 *** 0.000 3.034
[Marriage = 2] 0.61 ** 0.050 1.840 0.58 ** 0.082 1.786 0.579 * 0.094 1.784
[Marriage = 3] −0.05 0.871 0.951 −0.087 0.640 0.917 −0.027 0.933 0.973
Education 0.57 *** 0.000 1.768 0.403 ** 0.022 1.496 0.403 *** 0.002 1.496
Household income −0.04 ** 0.025 0.961 −0.107 ** 0.019 0.899 −0.110 ** 0.018 0.896
Participating in urban pension 0.458 0.674 1.581 0.339 0.875 1.404 0.323 0.900 1.381
Member of Household as government staff 1.08 *** 0.000 2.945 0. 775 ** 0.021 2.171 0.742 ** 0.014 2.100

Policy perception
Perception on compensation level 0.55 *** 0.000 1.733 0.533 *** 0.000 1.704
Redevelopment’s compliance with rules 0.252 ** 0.023 1.287 0.16 * 0.078 1.174
Respect for democratic rights 0.51 *** 0.000 1.665 0.528 *** 0.000 1.696

Perception on society
(Unwillingly) forced eviction/demolition is common 0.170 0.241 1.185
(Government–homeowner) conflict is common 0.518 ** 0.013 1.679
Perception of quality of living after redevelopment 0.363 *** 0.010 1.438

Model simulation and
prediction

−2Log likelihood 324.517 270.086 236.070
Nagelkerke R2 0.287 0.438 0.510
Prediction accuracy 71.4% 73.0% 78.6%

Note: This table provides the empirical results for the influences of different categories of factors on residents’ willingness to accept a future redevelopment program. *** p < 0.01,** p <
0.05,* p < 0.10.



Land 2020, 9, 77 13 of 19

(2) Policy perception. In line with our expectations, in addition to perception on compensation
level (0.533), other variables, such as redevelopment’s compliance with rules (0.16) and respect for
democratic rights (0.528), also have significant effects on attitudes towards future redevelopment. If
the compensation is more reasonable, the redevelopment implementation is more compliant with rules,
the government respect people’s demographic rules more, and people will have higher willingness to
accept government’s redevelopment programs. Several studies have proposed policy recommendations
to protect the rights and interests of the land-deprived households from various perspectives, such
as compensation level and democracy. However, it is also possible that people’s feeling of low
compensation is caused by their unreasonably high expectation. Wang and Lu (2013) surveyed 493
respondents from 23 communities that are under redevelopment or to be redeveloped in Huangshi city
in China and found that approximately 40% of the households require compensation at over 120% of
the original housing value [50]. Zhang and Zhang (2013) also found the same phenomenon. Some
of the land-deprived households consider land acquisition as a shortcut to being rich and ask for
unreasonable compensation [51]. Given such high expected references, households’ understanding of
“reasonable” compensation might be higher than the reasonable compensation in practice. Therefore,
the government should establish a relatively sound and justified compensation mechanism. The model
results demonstrate that, in addition to the absolute value of redevelopment compensation, government
should also focus on solving the redevelopment implementation issues related to people’s perception
on “Redevelopment’s compliance with rules” and “Respect for democratic rights”.

(3) Perception on society. Individuals learn from the society and adjust their behavior following
the society. Our results in Table 7 show that people’s perception on “(Government–homeowner)
conflict is common” and “Perception of quality of living after redevelopment” significantly influence
their perception on acceptance of future redevelopment. However, the perception on “(Unwillingly)
forced eviction/demolition is common” is insignificant. This is because forced redevelopments have
been forbidden in China. As many as 92.3% affirmed that forced redevelopments in Hangzhou are rare.
Therefore, to promote harmonious urban village redevelopment, positive public opinions towards
government must be built up by the government.

4.3. Impacts of Redevelopment Experience on Willingness for Redevelopment

We further divided the survey sample into two groups, the group of respondents that have
experienced redevelopment (ER group), and the group of respondents that have not experienced
redevelopment (the NER group), to conduct a heterogeneity test. The results are provided in Table 8.
For the ER group, all variables under “Individual demographic and household characteristics” category
are not significant, except Education. All variables under “Perception on Society” are not significant,
while variables under “Policy perception” are significant. Specifically, the coefficient of “Perception on
compensation level” is 0.768 and significant at 1% level. It is substantially higher than that of the NER
group (which is 0.385). However, the coefficients of “Redevelopment’s compliance with rules” and
“Respect for democratic rights” (which are 0.141 and 0.475, respectively) are lower than those of the
NER group (0.308 and 0.658).



Land 2020, 9, 77 14 of 19

Table 8. Redevelopment Experience and Willingness for Redevelopment.

Dependent Variable: Willingness for Redevelopment

Explanatory Variables Have Experienced Redevelopment (ER) Have not Experienced Redevelopment
(NER)

B Sig Exp(B) B Sig. Exp(B)

Constant term 0.72 ** 0.033 2.054 1.02 ** 0.053 2.773

Individual demographic and
household characteristics

Gender 0.180 0.624 1.197 0.191 0.592 1.210
Age −0.057 0.714 0.945 −0.386 0.036 0.680
Marriage 0.112 0.007
[Marriage = 1] 0.781 0.159 2.184 1.389 *** 0.001 4.011
[Marriage = 2] 0.212 0.717 1.236 0.586 ** 0.082 1.797
[Marriage = 3] −0.456 0.436 0.634 −0.052 0.460 0.949
Education 0.768 *** 0.008 2.155 0.497 * 0.058 1.644
Household income 0.166 0.767 1.181 −0.451 ** 0.024 0.637
Participating in urban pension 0.644 0.278 1.904 0.266 0.439 1.305
Member of Household as government staff 0.607 *** 0.004 1.835 0.728 *** 0.008 2.071

Policy perception
Perception on compensation level 0.768 *** 0.000 2.155 0.385 * 0.077 1.470
Redevelopment’s compliance with rules 0.141 ** 0.049 1.151 0.308 ** 0.042 1.361
Respect for democratic rights 0.475 ** 0.017 1.608 0.658 *** 0.000 1.931

Perception on society

(Unwillingly) forced eviction/demolition
is common 0.199 0.353 1.220 221 390 9.530 × 1095

(Government–homeowner) conflict is
common 0.329 0.141 1.390 0.512 * 0.051 1.669

Perception of quality of living after
redevelopment 0.329 0.350 1.390 0.294 ** 0.049 1.342

Model simulation and prediction
−2Log likelihood 441.802 430.229
Nagelkerke R2 0.142 0.120
Prediction accuracy 71.2% 71.4%

Note: This table compares the empirical results for the sub sample of residents who have experienced housing redevelopment program to the results for the sub sample of residents who
have not experienced housing redevelopment program, to reveal how previous redevelopment experience influence residents’ willingness to accept a future redevelopment program. *** p
< 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.10.
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To further explore the reasons for the difference between the coefficients of the two groups, a
time dummy as well as interaction term with the “Perception on compensation level” was added
to the empirical model using ER group. Time = 1 if the year of redevelopment experienced by the
respondent is in or after 2011, and Time = 0 if the year of redevelopment experienced is before 2011.
Since 2011, “Regulations about the Collection and Compensation of Houses on State-owned Lands”
takes effect and it legalizes that the homeowners’ rights should be better protected, and homeowners
should be sufficiently compensated in redevelopment. In addition, for both ER and NER groups, we
also included the interaction terms “Perception on compensation level × Redevelopment’s compliance
with rules” and “Perception on compensation level × Respect for democratic rights”, the results are in
Table 9.

For the ER group, the coefficient of “Time” is 0.39 and significant at 1% level, which suggests that
with the implementation of regulations, redevelopment leaves a better impression on the redeveloped
households and make them have more positive perceptions on urban redevelopment. The coefficient of
“Perception on compensation level × Time” is significantly negative, it implies that the regulation has
reduced the impact of compensation level on the people’s perception on future redevelopment, which
means that people are less worried about insufficient compensation. The coefficients for interaction
terms “Perception on compensation level × Redevelopment’s compliance with rules” and “Perception
on compensation level × Respect for democratic rights” for both ER and NER groups are positive
and significant, which means that if the redevelopment is implemented compliantly with the rules
and the democratic rights of homeowners are respected by the government, sufficient redevelopment
compensation level can better raises the people’s willingness to accept future redevelopment.

This also explains why in developed areas where the level of compensation has been relatively
high and redevelopment is generally welcome, households’ willingness to be redeveloped in future will
be less positive if they have experienced redevelopment or are experiencing redevelopment. The main
reason is that the redevelopment procedures and democracy have not met people’s expectation.
Therefore, besides focusing on the absolute value of compensation and establishing a relatively
reasonable and fair compensation mechanism, it is also important to enhance the justice and democracy
during land acquisition and redevelopment. Social psychologist Taylor argues that if people believe
that a result is produced through a fair and standardized process, they are more willing to accept the
outcome whatever it is. In other words, the fairer the procedure is, the easier people will accept the
outcome of the procedure. Liu et al. (2012) concluded that procedural justice is more important than
monetary compensation in determining farmers’ satisfaction with land acquisition in China [40].
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Table 9. Redevelopment Experience and Willingness for Redevelopment (Interaction terms included).

Dependent Variable: Willingness for Redevelopment

Explanatory Variables Have Experienced Redevelopment (ER) Have not Experienced Redevelopment
(NER)

B Sig. Exp(B) B Sig. Exp(B)

Time 0.390 *** 0.003 1.477

Individual demographic and
household characteristics

Gender 0.160 0.544 1.174 0.191 0.592 1.210
Age −0.079 0.613 0.924 −0.386 0.036 0.680
Marriage 0.248 0.015
[Marriage = 1] 0.554 0.356 1.740 0.841 *** 0.001 2.319
[Marriage = 2] 0.587 0.526 1.799 0.502 ** 0.092 1.652
[Marriage = 3] 0.585 0.438 1.795 −0.488 0.660 0.614
Education 0.768 *** 0.008 2.155 0.497 * 0.058 1.644
Household income 0.166 0.767 1.181 −0.451 ** 0.024 0.637
Participating in urban pension 0.644 0.278 1.904 0.266 0.439 1.305
Member of Household as government staff 0.597 *** 0.006 1.817 0.728 *** 0.008 2.071

Policy perception
Perception on compensation level 0.698 *** 0.000 2.010 0.398 * 0.056 1.489
Redevelopment’s compliance with rules 0.161 * 0.059 1.175 0.297 ** 0.032 1.346
Respect for democratic rights 0.486 ** 0.023 1.626 0.576 *** 0.000 1.779

Perception on society

(Unwillingly) forced eviction/demolition
is common 0.698 0.456 2.010 325 393 1.399 × 10141

(Government-property owner) conflict is
common 0.227 0.734 1.255 0.482 ** 0.050 1.619

Perception of quality of living after
redevelopment 0.419 0.489 1.520 0.182 ** 0.037 1.200

Perception on compensation level × Time −0.527 *** 0.000 0.590
Perception on compensation level ×
Redevelopment’s compliance with rules 0.186 * 0.084 1.204 0.614 ** 0.049 1.848

Perception on compensation level ×
Respect for democratic rights 0.176 * 0.098 1.192 0.734 ** 0.034 2.083

Model simulation and prediction
−2Log likelihood 256.094 254.667
Nagelkerke R2 0.292 0.403
Prediction accuracy 79.8% 77.5%

Note: This table compares the empirical results for the sub sample of residents who have experienced housing redevelopment program to the results for the sub sample of residents who
have not experienced housing redevelopment program, to reveal how previous redevelopment experience influence residents’ willingness to accept a future redevelopment program.
The results focus more on how government’s method of redevelopment implementation influences the impacts of compensation level on residents’ willingness to accept housing
redevelopment program. *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05, * p < 0.10.
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5. Conclusions and Implications

We conducted a survey on urban village households whose homes have been, are being,
or to be redeveloped in Hangzhou, China. We found that, in addition to the individual
demographic and household characteristics, government’s implementation of redevelopment policies
significantly influences urban villagers’ acceptance of the redevelopment program. This leads to the
following implications.

Firstly, if the compensation is more reasonable, redevelopment implementation is more compliant
with rules and the governments respect people’s demographic rights more, people will have higher
willingness to accept government’s redevelopment programs. Furthermore, if more justice and
democracy is ensured, it largely enhances effectiveness of compensation in motivating people to
accept housing redevelopment programs. This indicates that in addition to monetary compensation,
establishment of a democratic, explicit, and standardized procedure should be one important part of
policy reform for land acquisition and demolition. This requires the governments to optimize and
clarify every aspect of the procedure, including purpose, executor, public consultation, compensation
plan, social stability risk assessment, judicial enforcement, and disclosure. More importantly, public
participation in the redevelopment decision making is necessary in an explicit system, to ensure
a fair and transparent redevelopment process and to protect people’s right of being informed and
participation. People are more willing to accept and comply with the decision results if the procedure
is fair, democratic, and normative.

Secondly, individuals learn from social experiences (what he/she observes, hears, reads, etc.)
and adjust behaviors accordingly. People’s perceptions on “(government–homeowner) conflict”
and “quality of living after redevelopment” significantly influence their willingness to accept future
redevelopment programs. People’s perceptions and assessments of past land acquisition and demolition
converge to public opinion and social atmosphere, which further influences their behavior and
perceptions again, forming a feedback loop which amplifies the shock that issues in government’s
redevelopment programs have on people’s perception towards the future redevelopment program.
Social media is an important channel for people to gain social experiences. In this regard, the social
media should be guided by the governments to provide objective information about social issues
like government–homeowner conflicts, which guarantees a healthy social atmosphere and objective
public opinions.

This research is very preliminary research on the channel of social learning and experience learning
through which people form perceptions on government’s housing redevelopment programs. Limited
by time and resources, our questionnaire design does not allow us to conduct an in-depth analysis on
what else we can do, in addition to guiding the social media, to intervene the channel towards healthy
social atmosphere and objective public opinions.

Author Contributions: "Conceptualization, X.J., T.C. and Y.Z.; Methodology, X.J.; Software, X.J.; Formal Analysis,
X.J.; Investigation, Y.S.; Resources, J.Y.; Data Curation, Y.S.; Writing—Original Draft Preparation, X.J. and Y.Z.;
Writing—eview and Editing, T.C. and Y.Z.; Project Administration, Y.Z. and Y.S.; Funding Acquisition, X.J. All
authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Acknowledgments: This research was supported by the National Social Science Fund of China (No. 17CSH026),
Key Projects of the Ministry of Education (No. 18JZD033). The authors would like to show sincere thanks to the
anonymous reviewers for their very insightful comments.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Huang, C.Y.; Sun, N. Economic analysis of corruption in land acquisition. Manag. World 2013, 12, 174–175.
2. Liu, L.; Xu, Z.H. Collaborative governance: A potential approach to preventing violent demolition in China.

Cities 2018, 79, 26–36. [CrossRef]
3. Pils, E. Land Disputes, Rights Assertion, and Social Unrest in China: A Case from Sichuan. Columbia J. Asian

Law 2005, 19, 235–292.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2018.02.019


Land 2020, 9, 77 18 of 19

4. Ahlfeldt, G.M.; Maennig, W.; Richter, F.J. Urban renewal after the Berlin Wall: A place-based policy evaluation.
J. Econ. Geogr. 2017, 17, 129–156. [CrossRef]

5. Hornbeck, R.; Keniston, D. Creative Destruction: Barriers to Urban Growth and the Great Boston Fire of
1872. Am. Econ. Rev. 2017, 107, 1365–1398. [CrossRef]

6. Koster, H.R.A.; van Ommeren, J. Place-Based Policies and the Housing Market. Rev. Econ. Stat. 2019, 101,
400–414. [CrossRef]

7. Cole, I. Housing market renewal and demolition in England in the 2000s, the governance of ‘wicked problems’.
Int. J. Hous. Policy 2012, 12, 347–366. [CrossRef]

8. Yelling, J. Public policy, urban renewal and property ownership 1945–1955. Urban Hist. 1995, 22, 48–62.
[CrossRef]

9. Fogelson, R.M. Downtown, Its Rise and Fall, 1880–1950; Yale University Press: New Haven, CT, USA, 2001.
10. Gelfand, M.I. A Nation of Cities, the Federal Government and Urban America, 1933–1965; Oxford University

Press: New York, NY, USA, 1975.
11. Teaford, J.C. The Rough Road to Renaissance. Urban Revitalization in America, 1940–1985; Johns Hopkins

University Press: Baltimore, MD, USA, 1990.
12. Kleinhans, R.; Kearns, A. Neighbourhood restructuring and residential relocation: Towards a balanced

perspective on relocation processes and outcomes. Hous. Stud. 2013, 28, 163–176. [CrossRef]
13. Hao, P.; Sliuzas, R.; Geertman, S. The development and redevelopment of urban villages in Shenzhen. Habitat

Int. 2011, 35, 214–224. [CrossRef]
14. Jiang, H. A preliminary study of “micro transformation” in the village of Guangzhou City—Taking the

renovation of Baiyun District as an example. Urban Geogr. 2017, 12, 188–197.
15. Rosenthal, S.S. Old homes, externalities, and poor neighborhoods. A model of urban decline and renewal. J.

Urban Econ. 2008, 63, 816–840. [CrossRef]
16. Zhou, Z.H. Towards collaborative approach? Investigating the regeneration of urban village in Guangzhou,

China. Habitat Int. 2014, 44, 297–305. [CrossRef]
17. Han, H.; Shu, X.; Ye, X. Conflicts and regional culture: The general features and cultural background of

illegitimate housing demolition in china. Habitat Int. 2018, 75, 67–77. [CrossRef]
18. Lai, Y.N.; Tang, B. Institutional barriers to redevelopment of urban villages in China: A transaction cost

perspective. Land Use Policy 2016, 58, 482–490. [CrossRef]
19. Ahlfeldt, G. Blessing or curse? Appreciation, amenities and resistance to urban renewal. Reg. Sci. Urban

Econ. 2011, 41, 32–45. [CrossRef]
20. Chau, K.; Wong, S. Externalities of urban renewal: A real option perspective. J. Real Estate Financ. Econ. 2014,

48, 546–560. [CrossRef]
21. Collins, W.; Shester, K. The economic effects of slum clearance and urban renewal in the United States. In

Working Papers No. 1013; Vanderbilt University Department of Economics: Nashville, TN, USA, 2010.
22. Yau, Y. Investigating the differences in the impacts of redevelopment and buiding rehabilitation on house

prices: A Hong Kong case study. J. Build. Surv. Apprais. Valuat. 2014, 8958, 1–20.
23. Autor, D.H.; Palmer, C.J.; Pathak, P.A. Housing Market Spillovers: Evidence from the End of Rent Control in

Cambridge, Massachusetts. J. Political Econ. 2014, 122, 661–717. [CrossRef]
24. Rossi-Hansberg, E.; Sarte, P.D.; Owens, R., III. Housing Externalities. J. Political Econ. 2010, 118, 485–535.

[CrossRef]
25. Rzasa, K.; Ogryzek, M.; Zrobek, R. The Land Transfer from the State Treasury to Local Government Units as

a Factor of Social Development of Rural Areas in Poland. Land 2019, 8, 170. [CrossRef]
26. Wang, J.; Li, Y.R.; Wang, Q.Y.; Cheong, K.C. Urban-Rural Construction Land Replacement for More Sustainable

Land Use and Regional Development in China: Policies and Practices. Land 2019, 8, 171. [CrossRef]
27. Zhang, Y.W.; Xie, H.L. Welfare Effect Evaluation of Land-Lost Farmers’ Households under Different Livelihood

Asset Allocation. Land 2019, 8, 176. [CrossRef]
28. Peng, Y.; Lai, Y.; Li, X.; Zhang, X. An alternative model for measuring the sustainability of urban regeneration:

The way forward. J. Clean. Prod. 2015, 109, 76–83. [CrossRef]
29. Xue, C.; Zheng, X.; Zhang, B.; Yuan, Z. Evolution of a multidimensional architectural landscape under urban

regeneration: A case study of Jinan, China. Ecol. Indic. 2015, 55, 12–22. [CrossRef]
30. Beijing Cailiang Law Firm. 2015: Annual Report of Urban Housing Demolition in China. Available online:

http://www.cai-liang.com/view.asp?/1911.html (accessed on 27 February 2016).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jeg/lbw003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1257/aer.20141707
http://dx.doi.org/10.1162/rest_a_00779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14616718.2012.709672
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0963926800011378
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02673037.2013.768001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2010.09.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jue.2007.06.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2014.07.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2018.04.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2016.08.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.regsciurbeco.2010.07.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11146-013-9418-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/675536
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/653138
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/land8110170
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/land8110171
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/land8110176
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.06.143
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2015.02.036
http://www.cai-liang.com/view.asp?/1911.html


Land 2020, 9, 77 19 of 19

31. Chu, C. The myths and politics of housing in Hong Kong: The controversy over the demolition of the
Hunghom Estate. Habitat Int. 2008, 32, 375–383. [CrossRef]

32. Yu, T.; Liang, X.; Shen, G.Q.; Shi, Q.; Wang, G. An optimization model for managing stakeholder conflicts in
urban redevelopment projects in China. J. Clean. Prod. 2019, 212, 537–547. [CrossRef]

33. Li, C.; Wang, M.; Day, J. Dealing with different types of Chinese “nail households”: How housing
demolition-induced disputes were settled in urban China. Geogr. Res. Forum 2015, 15, 62–86.

34. Newman, K.; Wyly, E.K. The right to stay put, revisited: Gentrification and resistance to displacement in
New York City. Urban Stud. 2006, 43, 23–57. [CrossRef]

35. Deng, A. Dousing the Flames: The Tang FU Zhen Self-Immolation Incident and Urban Land Takings Reform
in the People’s Republic of China. S. Cal. Interdisc. LJ 2010, 20, 585.

36. Lai, Y.; Zhang, X. Redevelopment of industrial sites in the Chinese ‘villages in the city’: An empirical study
of Shenzhen. J. Clean. Prod. 2016, 134, 70–77. [CrossRef]

37. Liang, X.W.; Yuan, Q.F.; Tan, X.H.; Li, Z.G. Territorialization of urban villages in China: The case of
Guangzhou. Habitat Int. 2018, 78, 41–50. [CrossRef]

38. Wu, F.L. State Dominance in Urban Redevelopment: Beyond Gentrification in Urban China. Urban Aff. Rev.
2015, 52, 631–658. [CrossRef]

39. Tan, S.K. Analysis on causes of frequent land expropriation conflicts in China. China Land Sci. 2008, 6, 44–50.
40. Liu, X.Q.; Chen, Z.; Zhao, Y. Procedural justice precedes monetary compensation: The decision of farmers’

land acquisition satisfaction. Manag. World 2012, 2, 44–51.
41. Ke, S.; Song, Y.; He, M. Determinants of urban spatial scale: Chinese cities in transition. Urban Stud. 2009, 46,

2795–2813. [CrossRef]
42. National Bureau of Statistics of China. China Statistical Yearbook 2008; China Statistics Press: Beijing, China,

2009.
43. Ding, C.; Qiu, A.; Wang, J. Migrant housing during rapid urbanization in China: Typology and assessment.

Urban Stud. 2011, 18, 49–54.
44. Logan, J.R.; Fang, Y.; Zhang, Z. Access to housing in urban China. Int. J. Urban Reg. Res. 2009, 33, 914–935.

[CrossRef]
45. Tian, L. The chengzhongcun land market in China: Boon or bane? A perspective on property rights. Int. J.

Urban Reg. Res. 2008, 32, 282–304. [CrossRef]
46. Zhang, L. Migrant enclaves and impacts of redevelopment policy in Chinese cities. In Restructuring the

Chinese City: Changing Society, Economy and Space; Ma, L.J.C., Wu, F.L., Eds.; Routledge: New York, NY, USA,
2005.

47. Mei, D.H. Chinese farmers’ land consciousness during the social transition period: Survey reports of Zhejiang,
Hubei and Chongqing. China Rural Surv. 2007, 1, 36–46.

48. Shi, Q.H.; Jin, H.T.; Zhuo, J.W. Must land acquisition reduce farmers’ income? Investigation of 7 villages in
Shanghai and discussion on defects and reform of the current land acquisition system. Manag. World 2011, 3,
77–82.

49. Shiping, L.W.L. The wishes and impact factors of land expropriation from farmers: 462 samples from Shaanxi
province. Reform 2011, 1, 129–133.

50. Wang, Y.; Lu, X.H. Impact of perceived fairness on the willingness of owners to accept the compensation for
the expropriation of the housing on state-owned land. China Land Sci. 2013, 27, 11–18.

51. Zhang, L.; Zhang, Y.J. The analysis on the informal development and governance in urban fringe. Urban Dev.
Stud. 2013, 20, 35–39.

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2007.11.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.12.071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00420980500388710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.09.037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2018.05.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1078087415612930
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0042098009345813
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2427.2009.00848.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2427.2008.00787.x
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Literature Review 
	Urban Revitalization 
	Conflicts between Governments and Homeowners in Urban Redevelopment 

	Field of Experiment, Data, and Research Design 
	Background of Urban Village Redevelopment in Hangzhou 
	The Survey and Data 
	Model Specification 
	Variable Selection and Description 

	Results and Discussion 
	Urban Villagers’ Willingness for Redevelopment 
	Empirical Results: What Influences People’s Perception on Urban Village Redevelopment 
	Impacts of Redevelopment Experience on Willingness for Redevelopment 

	Conclusions and Implications 
	References

