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Residents” Sense of Place with the Development of Development Zones:

Based on Survey in Communities around the Minhang Development Zone

KONG Xiang ZHANG Yufei

[Abstract ] Development zones have become important carrier of China’s rapid industrialization and urbanization. In development

zones not only the industrial structure and population structure might change rapidly but also the local geographical landscape and

residents” social network be reconstructed which could weaken the original sense of place of local residents and make the development

zones space lack of cohesion and full of social contradictions. This study mainly surveyed residents in three communities around the

Minhang Development Zone to explore the change mechanism of residents” sense of place under the influence of development zones. It

shows the construction of development zones may upgrade the local industrial structure and promote life quality but the gathering of

common labors will perhaps weaken the residents” sense of place. However the disappearance of familiar landscapes may promote the

residents’ sense of place because of the more convenient living conditions. The reconstruction of social network may face the difficulties

caused by emotional differentiation between the locals and immigrants which makes the residents” sense of place at a lower level.

[Keywords] Residents” Sense of Place; Development Zone; place reconstruction; Shanghai Minhang Economic & Technological

Development Zone ( the Minhang Development Zone)
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