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ABSTRACT.  This paper is researching a rural-industrial area in Dongguan China. The hypothesis 
states that development pressures shaping the area in combination with cultural and historical legacy 
has produced an interesting ecology that, despite its obvious deficiencies, carries an inherent 
flexibility helping it to adapt to changes. The typical fragmentary nature of the area is argued to 
possess a kind of “spatial intelligence” that in a long run acts favourably to resiliency and 
sustainability of the area. The main morphological feature that enables this sustainable urban pattern 
is negotiation of what we call a local and a regional corridor. This provides the underlying sub-
structure for a more fundamental negotiation between what we are defining as techno-capitalistic 
and traditional orders. In the interstitial spaces between the corridors a reconciliation territory is 
formed that represents a new form of civic space where mediation between capitalistic forces of 
global economy can be mediated with local wants and wishes of the local community. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

 
The 30-year industrialization effort radically transformed the once rural coastal areas of 
China. Nowhere is this more apparent than in the Pearl River Delta, one of the first 
deregulated zones in China. For example, industrialization of the once fertile agricultural 
landscape of Shipai Township gave rise to a peculiar rural-urban order. Here traditional 
communities as well as migrant workers from other rural areas came face to face with 
technological and economic pressures of liberal capitalism. Rice paddies and fish farms 
were transformed overnight into a new industrial-rural landscape that consisted of 
kilometres upon kilometres of fragments – interlocking low-end housing with factories, 
rudimentary services and intensive agriculture. This meshwork landscape is as varied in 
its social life as it is in its physical appearance. It has reached the stage where questions 
of nature versus technology are the most apparent and can be most adequately observed 
and researched. 
 
This paper seeks to corroborate a hypothesis that the described urban pattern has an 
inherent resilience and can accommodate change due to its richness. The hypothesis 
states that it can accommodate disparate claims on the territory by divergent groups; 
sustaining a variety of publics simultaneously due to its topological and morphological 
characteristics.  
 
The predominant understanding of these areas is derived from, for example, media 
reports on the treatment of workers by companies like Foxconn; but these are very 
superficial. My own site visits and detailed investigations of morphology suggest a rich 
topological order that reveals an intrinsic predisposition to accommodate change. A 
dense interlocking of different programs and societies creates clusters of industrial and 
agricultural production threaded along transport hierarchies through remnants of 
traditional towns and communal life. This topological order is the result of a complex 
negotiation between an infrastructural and capitalist order, with its efficient street grids, 
industrial compounds and foreign direct investment, on the one hand, and, on the other, a 
local order of villages with their connections to nature and farming, manufacturing, 
social and cultural traditions. In other words, understanding the order of these areas 



 
 

might give us an alternative understanding how to make urbanisation more sustainable 
and resilient. 
 
Description of these orders will be carried out on the back of morphological analysis of 
the current condition of the built fabric (buildings, infrastructure, etc.) and associated 
rural and geographic features. Getting any sort of official spatial information – raster, 
vector or GIS based is notoriously hard in China. I was formally collaborating with the 
China Hong Kong University on the last trip to the area. When approached by my 
collaborator for a meeting or material, local officials turned us politely away. Therefore, 
the research presented derives all the morphological analysis form site visits conducted in 
2008 and 2012 and orthographic imagery from Google Maps or Microsoft Bing. All the 
vector maps presented here are redrawn by the author from the orthographic imagery. In 
addition, historical maps from the British Library were used to establish the condition of 
the area before the rural industrialization. Source of historical maps: Great Britain War 
Office, 1949. 
 
Before we can describe the unique pattern of negotiation argued for in the hypothesis, we 
have to define the area of research and explain basic characteristics.  
 

2. AREA OF RESEARCH 
 

 
FIGURE 1. 

Location of the researched area in reference to the Pearl River Delta, Dongguan prefecture and local townships. 
 
The area of research “FIGURE 1a.” lays in Dongguan, which is a prefecture city region in 
Pearl River Delta (PRD) in Guangdong province in PR China. Dongguan is also the main city 
in the prefecture, although for our purposes, whenever talking about Dongguan, we shall refer 
to the city region as such and not to the city proper unless specifically emphasized. 
 
Dongguan, like the whole PRD, is one of the most famous cases of rural urbanization as it 
experienced an incredible growth from the onset of the open economy in 1978 that began to 
slowly replace the communistic planned economy. Dongguan city proper grew in leaps and 
bounds and successfully moved through the ranks of city nomenclature; from agrarian 
community and county level city to a prefecture city region [1, 2]. In its march towards 
success, it consequently swallowed adjacent towns and villages within its urban mass or 
annexed them administratively. The latter is what happened to the research area “FIGURE 
1b.” The area consists of a larger area (roughly 1500 ha) of prime agricultural land that was 
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until recently dedicated to farming, flanked by amalgamated rural-industrial build-up 
“FIGURE 1c.” 
 

 
FIGURE 2. 

Plans for the Eco-Industrial park in the Chashan-Shipai area 
(© http://www.dgep.gov.cn/, accessed Feb. 2011) 

 
As of 2007 this area has been re-appropriated by the state to build an “Eco-Industrial” park. 
From our on-site interviews we were able to establish that the farmers were given 10.000 
Yuan (roughly 1.200 EUR) per family member as compensation. Under the flag of 
“ecological development”, Dongguan has obtained permission to develop the prime 
agricultural land as Dongguan Eco-Industrial Park, a showcase study of new type of 
development “FIGURE 2.” The development is targeting the Foreign Direct Investment 
which has been a development strategy of Dongguan from its beginning [1]. So far 
companies like Samsung and Kyocera have already invested in the new industries. [4] 
 
Under the label of “Ecological Industrial Park” the developers of the park are creating a 
corporate image of the area that sells green landscape design with abundance of water as 
ecological. The artist’s impression as shown in “FIGURE 2.” is indeed green, however there 
are at least three important qualifications arising. First, how truthful will the final “ecological 
park” be to the impression? Second, will the image of the artist’s impression that is portraying 
the notion of ecology be implemented in the industrial processes as well? And thirdly, is 
ecological also sustainable? The land that was once producing food has been turned into a 
landscape design showcase which, in our opinion, does not contribute to the sustainable 
development of the area. Taking away the resource for food production is anything but 
sustainable.  “FIGURE 3.” 
 

 
FIGURE 3. 

Left: Eco-Industrial Park, May 2008 visit. Right: Eco-Industrial Park, May 2012 visit. 
(photos done by the author) 

 
In contrast to the local and government policies, this research argues for inclusion of 
agriculture rather than substitution with a “commercial product” that claims sustainability 
through capitalistically biased models inspired by western liberal capitalism. 



 
 

 
In this spirit, the research argues that the variety and inclusion of different production sectors 
breeds resilience. Even a very general characterisation of the morphology corroborates this 
statement. The research area consists of an interlocking typological condition tightly mixing 
industrial buildings with village-like housing, newer shaking-hands housing, a few high-end 
villa estates and agricultural land. Detailed orthographic excerpts “FIGURE 4.” show the 
variety of urban and agricultural typologies found within the 2 km2 area. This shows the 
immense diversity of the area in terms of grain and size of urban and agricultural structures 
which hints at a multi-layered morphological order that we are arguing possesses some kind 
of resilience. The presented paper seeks to clarify the nature of this resilience. 
 

  
FIGURE 4. 

1. Gardens, 2. New middle class development, 3. High End developments, 4. Linear Housing along new road 
infrastructure, 5. Themed Condos, 6. Industrial complex of small industries, 7. Village, 8. Rice paddies, 

9. Industrial complex of a larger size, 10. New Shaking-Hands housing next to villages  
 

3. RURAL URBANIZATION AND NEW TOPOGRAPHICAL CONDITION 
 
Against the tendency to generalise such topographies as a vast texture of sheds and 
infrastructure, it is apparent that there is considerable diversity.  The question naturally 
arises as to whether this is simply an improvised patchwork of types or there is a 
discernible order capable of sustaining a perhaps new form of civic life.  The rapid 
transformation of millennia-old village rhythms into what is effectively a factory-
landscape 200 kilometres in either direction would seem, at first glance, a contradiction 
to any claims for sustainability.  Moreover, the absence of any obvious centrality or 
hierarchy would seem to suggest that ancient forms of civic order had also been erased.  
In order to properly understand the new condition, it is necessary to undertake a more 
detailed analysis.  
 

3.1  Morphological Condition 
 
In order to explain the morphology of the research area, we need to firstly describe how the 
area developed and grew. For this, we are putting forward the idea of corridors. Essentially 
we argue that industrialization was primarily initiated along new road infrastructure 
disregarding the existing local roads as they were not sufficient for the industrial endeavours. 
This means that industrialization would usually grow along newly established roads that 
connect the area with regional centres where produced goods are transferred. This type of 
“corridorial” growth has been identified as intrinsically Asian. The process has been 
recognized by many scholars [5-9]. Ginsburg and McGee call it desakota which is 
characterized by dense industrial band-like developments paralleled with the agricultural land 
“FIGURE 5.” 
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FIGURE 5. Spatial configuration of hypothetical Asian country 

(© Ginsburg-McGee, Ginsburg et al 1991: 6) 
 
This regional model of urban organization needs to be further defined on a local scale. 
“FIGURE 6.” is a detailed morphological analysis that shows desakota band as non-uniform. 
Morphologically it consists of two types of corridors.  A regional corridor is organized along 
new roads and it accounts for new industrial developments (light grey), and a local corridor 
(dark grey) which is a more loosely connected sequence bound together by the old network of 
local roads (red). The difference between the corridors is quite apparent in the grain size and 
in the types of buildings.  
 

 
FIGURE 6. Meshing of the two corridors in the Chashan-Shipai area 

(drawing produced by the author from orthographic photographs of the area) 
 



 
 

 
According to this analysis we can propose a more fine grained definition of this rural-
industrialized condition “FIGURE 7.” It is defined by two types of growth. Firstly, there is 
the regional corridor that accounts for freight transport and regional connections: 
infrastructure that was largely built by the prefecture. It accommodates mainly foreign direct 
investment production – industries complemented by linear block housing for workers. 
Elements are organized adjacent to the corridor. Here the governance and decision making is 
done by regional government. Secondly, the local corridor accounts for all the local activities. 
It consists of primary villages, newer hand-shake block grafts, sporadic local industries and 
public spaces organized around ponds and entrances to the villages. Here governance and 
decision making is in the hands of village committees and local grassroots governments. 
Elements are organized sequentially along the corridor. 
 

 
FIGURE 7. Conceptual model of morphological elements in rural industrialized areas 

(drawing produced by the author based on morphological analysis of Chashan-Shipai area in Dongguan, China) 
 
The fact that these two corridors coexist in such a tightly negotiated pattern is a consequence 
of intrinsically Chinese social and political developments. And it is within this negotiation 
that we believe lies the answer to resilience and sustainability of this area. This endemically 
Chinese condition has been noted and researched by many scholars, notably by Lin [6]. In 
order to understand how this negotiation is possible, we now move to the topological 
definition of the area.  
 

3.2 Topological Condition 
 
The interplay between the morphologically differentiated corridors provides the underlying 
sub-structure for a more fundamental negotiation between what we are defining as techno-
capitalistic and traditional orders. In short and for the purpose of this paper, we will 
characterize both orders by their treatment of nature and relation to the natural environment. 
We understand this duality as a fundamental opposition that sets the stage for current debate 
on sustainability and allows for the multitude re-interpretations of the word. In the most 
simplified way, we could argue that the techno-capitalistic order is necessary for the 
economic sustainability whereas the traditional one for the ecological. 
 
Contemporary urban conditions around the world are being increasingly dominated by the 
techno-capitalistic order. We argue, that in the research area, the apparent conflict between 



 
 

the new and traditional orders is actually one of co-existence and accommodation; and we 
hope to prove a case for resilient and sustainable urban pattern. 
 
The techno-capitalistic order is one of efficiency, economic figures and maximization of 
production through serialization and optimization. This is starkly evident especially in the 
new industrialized rural areas like Dongguan. The area is subject to hierarchical planning 
from afar through deputies and instruments such as policies, aerial plans and drawings, 
zoning and infrastructure. Decisions are made by the central government in Beijing and 
execution is delegated to local governments and deputies. 
 
The techno-capitalistic order of regional corridor in Chashan-Shipai breeds a specific kind of 
space where inhabitants are mainly migrant workers without any rights as they do not have a 
local Hukou (residence status). The general directions in terms of development are delegated 
from Beijing (the famous 5 year plans) and executed by the local government. Civic space is 
mainly a domain of the regional officials and well-connected local investors/managers that 
live in the walled luxurious villa compounds. The power and decision-making structure is 
based on “guanxi” local connections that play an important role in  making business deals, 
creating new enterprises or securing development land [13]. Within this order, nature is 
reduced to an economic resource. It is taken as a value that can be calculated, re-distributed 
and rethought in terms of industrial production. Nature is part of systematization of 
production that has its roots in materialist development of society and industrial mass 
production. 
 
Within this order, “…reality is essentially mathematical. This initial hypothesis is the point of 
departure for interpreting and projecting reality in such a way that it can be described 
mathematically.” [14] Infrastructure is a vehicle through which the “mathematical approach” 
to reality and therefore nature can be thought of, managed and implemented. One of the 
important mechanisms that made this possible is perspectival formation of reality and 
subsequent fortification of abstract and conceptual space in western society as a dominant 
praxis of thinking. This praxis was corroborated by technological way of establishing 
meaning and subsequently defining order1. 
 
One of the direct consequences of perspectival thought is the aerial view, used as a design 
and management instrument. It is an embodiment of techno-capitalistic order inasmuch as it 
establishes a desensitized abstract space that can be scientifically measured, understood and 
mathematically defined. “…the lack of a picturesque sentimentality to the aerial image of the 
city is precisely what recommended it as an urban planning tool.” [16]. The consequence of 
this “abstract” and “mathematical” approach to nature is that the conceptualized world of 
discourse is able to add up to hierarchy of meaning so that the scientific representations and 
arguments generated by that world are taken as reality. Consequently, nature becomes an 
abstract idea that can be manipulated and represented in different (scientific and 
mathematical) ways. Nature becomes a resource – seen as a whole, from above and abstracted 
into flow charts, production targets and quotas. A detachment from the experience of nature 
as a part of everyday life is the fundamental characteristic not only in the raw instrumentality 
of the planning but even in the social embodiment of the planning hierarchy.  For example, 
filthy water from the industries is seen neither by the planners in Beijing who merely define a 
policy that the water has to be clean nor by the local managers who sip iced tea in fully air 
conditioned villas. 
 
                                                           
1 Examination of technological and historical orders is one of the main topics in Dalibor Vesely’s Architecture in the Age of Divided 
Representation [15] which serves as a reference bibliography 



 
 

In other words, the way techno-capitalistic order constitutes reality is based on abstraction 
where life becomes a calculable chain of causations between initial and final conditions. This 
is the basis for judgment, for interpretation, for defining what is good and what not; this is 
what defines the “culture” of regional corridor. 
 
By contrast, within the traditional order the character of nature holds an intrinsic quality of 
concrete engagement with situations, objects or people.  This is constituted in cycles of 
praxis, which are informative regarding how much land is available, what are the water and 
weather conditions, when to plant crops, when to harvest, how to store grain etc. Moreover, 
the cycles of agricultural praxis are not limited to matters of production, but are inscribed in 
rites and ceremonies that include family genealogies, law, religion, art, even the restoration of 
the kingdom, as in early Song.  Under these conditions, history is a matter of continual 
renewal of original – inevitably ‘natural’ – conditions, whereas the techno-capitalist 
imperative perceives history in terms of constant change, destruction and replacement. 
 
However, because of the concrete engagement, the traditional order gives an orientation to 
life that is experience based. As implicitly indicated, this order is based on things like natural 
cycles and traditional notions of nature with all the cultural and historical richness it entails. 
In context of rural China, this translates into ancestral worship, Taoism, Confucianism, belief 
in supernatural forces, etc. Many studies on the subject of rural urbanization in China show 
that local village communities are still in part governed by remnants of these traditional 
norms. [5, 18]. Civic space of the village is still enforced through local community that is to 
an extent organized on basis of rites, strong family ties, communal law, ancestral temples, 
worship, etc. This shows that remnants of deeply historical conducts still exist and are the 
basis on which a contemporary traditional order is built.  In case studies, this contemporary 
traditional order can be observed in profit gains from housing rents and locally funded 
industries (i.e. a cardboard box factory or a plastic moulds factory) that are re-distributed 
evenly throughout the village. From revenue the village makes, social security is paid, local 
schools built and public spaces renovated. [20]. This shows how a more chthonic nature can 
be re-appropriated in a contemporary situation when dealing with affairs that would normally 
be part of the regional corridor and therefore techno-capitalistic order. 
 
The basis of this “nature” is everyday life; day-to-day operations defined by centuries of “best 
practice” some of which are still linked to traditional ways of doing things, yet again others to 
questions how to get a local manufacture going, get investors for the new industry or build a 
new housing project. The villages are still strongly connected to the land, keeping gardens 
despite the shift in their main sources of income and the change in their roles into landlords or 
workers in new sectors (hospitals, schools, also factories). 
 
In general, this reciprocity between the two orders is familiar from development scenarios 
elsewhere in the world, and claiming that side by side existence is something new or 
intrinsically Chinese would be an overstatement. However, it is particularly in China where 
the reciprocity between the two is the most visible and that an intense cohabitation was able 
to develop. This is a consequence of a specific nature of land reforms, extensively examined 
and documented by scholars [22-24]. After the Great Leap Forward and Worker’s 
Communes, the decision making was decentralized and management of agricultural land was 
given back to local communities. In the PRD, during the time of economic opening from 
1978 onwards, the regional government re-appropriated some land for industrial 
developments. Land was taken away from peasants yet again; however, as compensation they 
acquired a localised freedom of governance within the immediate area of the village. Here 



 
 

they were allowed to build up the agricultural land and extract rent fees from locally built 
industries or build housing for migrant workers. 
 

 
“FIGURE 8.” 

Negotiation of the morphological corridors and a subsequent contest of the two corresponding orders within the 
agricultural medium (drawings produced by the author from site visits and orthographic photographs) 

 
Implicitly the research so far showed that industrialization of rural areas happened from two 
directions; from the top – regionally by the state through local government – and from the 
bottom – locally by the villages. “FIGURE 8.” shows this negotiation which is the key to 
understanding the separation into regional and local corridors and subsequently a contest 
between the techno-capitalistic and traditional orders. Industrialization plays out at the 
expense of agricultural land which becomes a contested territory between the two orders. The 
following chapter describes a specific example – a case study of a negotiation territory. 
 

4. NEGOTIATION OF TWO ORDERS 
 
Case study area represents a negotiation territory with the appropriate adjacent local and 
regional corridors in Shipai Township, between the Liheng Road and Shangbian village 
“FIGURE 9.”. The case study is done on a basis of general observations done in the area in 
combination with additional interviews done in the wider area where similar conditions exist. 
The reason this location was chosen is its clear separation between the tree parts – regional 
corridor, local corridor and negotiation territory. 
 



 
 

 
FIGURE 9. The research area, historical map from 1949  and current condition 

(© British Library, Great Britain War Office, 1949 and Google respectfully) 
 
From the 1949 map it is evident that the area in question was used as agricultural land for rice 
paddies before the special economic dispensations of 1978. From the general model of 
industrialization described earlier, we can conclude that local government laid the Liheng 
Road as part of the regional industrialization effort. They prepared the land and advertised for 
tenants to get foreign direct investment and build the industrial compounds. Due to this act, 
the arable land that belonged to the Shangbian village was taken from the villagers and 
income from rice cultivation was slashed. As compensation, rice paddies immediately next to 
the Shangbian village were deregulated and put to village management; villagers were now 
able to build on this land instead of solely using it for growing rice. This historically rural 
piece of land represents the initial negotiation territory. An area that has been freed of the 
central government’s control by the local decree is the exception that enables the dense 
morphological interlocking of programs “FIGURE 10”. As it does not fall under jurisdiction 
of the state it does not have to abide by the building regulations imposed on the regional 
corridor. This duality in terms of spatial policies is at the heart of the unique character that we 
are describing. 
 

 
FIGURE 10. Remnants of agricultural land as a contested territory 

(images by the author) 
 
In order to offset the agricultural losses, the local villagers built the Lijafang “shaking-hands” 
village “FIGURE 11”. Direct translation of the name Lijafang ( 离家坊村 ) would be “Away 
From Home Square Village” which describes the purpose and typology of the village very 
well. This is a village made for migrant workers and is a typical shaking-hands village with 
10 by 10 m housing units, standing in tightly packed grafts of four to five storeys high. Some 
of the villagers decided to move to the new buildings as is apparent from the corner house 
that was turned into a westernised villa-like house with lavish decoration, clearly standing out 
from the rest of the new village. Even though the owners want to show their status they 
apparently did not want to move away from their locality. Their connection to the village 
generally and the land in particular is made very apparent by yet another feature – a hen 
house attached directly to the villa. The stark contrast between the villa and the hen house 
alludes to a peculiar type of order. 
 



 
 

 
FIGURE 11. Lijafang shaking hands village and the corner “villa” 

(images Google and author respectfully) 
 
After this initial investment, the rest of the territory was allotted to gardens. The locals are 
still using it for their personal needs. On the edge of gardens are storage huts where migrant 
workers live that help out with the agricultural work. Recently (after 2009) a shopping mall 
was built. This is evident from the comparison of Google Earth and Microsoft Bing historical 
orthographic photographs. We hypothesize that a local committee granted a developer 
building rights and rented the area out. From the rent revenues of the shaking hands villages 
and other places like the shopping mall, the villages updated the public space along the 
ponds, installed new playing areas for kids and upgraded the roads. “FIGURE 12” 
 

 
FIGURE 12. From left to right: Storage huts, Shopping mall, beautification and upgrade of the public space 

(images by the author) 
 
The additional block housing on the north edge of the gardens, just in front of the shopping 
mall shows the further appropriation of the deregulated zone. “FIGURE 13b” The block 
housing has a public parterre with housing units stuck on top. The public ground floor is 
usually rented out to migrant Chinese entrepreneurs that establish small manufactures. 
“FIGURE 13b” These manufactures are family run businesses and work as sub-contractors 
for larger companies in Dongguan proper, Shenzhen or Guangzhou that are the exporters. The 
owner may employ additional workers depending on the workload. These types of 
manufactures usually cater for the garment industry. 
 

 
FIGURE 13. From left to right: The new Block Housing, Local Manufacture, Local Office  

(images by the author) 
 
In the negotiation territory another typology gives hints of how the reconciliation is achieved. 
The local police office and local official’s office of the state are housed together with the 
village committee office. “FIGURE 13c” This building represents an institutionalization of 
conflict between the informal grassroots government of the village and formal government of 



 
 

the state. It bears a distant relation to the western agora or forum that served as a space where 
conflict was civilly resolved. Its situatedness in the negotiation territory has a symbolic 
connotation, as the actions of the “civility” are apparent in the immediate vicinity. From 
Chinese history we could draw parallels with the public space of Yamen which served “as the 
main center for negotiation between bureaucratic government and informal authority. This 
sub rosa activity was important function of the country yamen as its most visible public 
undertaking. In short, the country-level yamen served both as the leading instrument of public 
authority and as the primary arena of public exchange.”  [25] 
 

 
FIGURE 14. Claims on the negotiation territory and subsequent creation of contemporary traditional order. 

(drawings produced by the author from site visits and orthographic photographs)   
 
Throughout this description we observe a curious negotiation between the forces of global 
markets and world economy on one side and aspirations of the local community on the other. 
The two corridors are physical crystallization of techno-capitalistic and traditional orders 
respectfully. The negotiation territory is a landscape of reconciliation, where the traditional 
order is augmented with the features of the techno-capitalistic one. “FIGURE 14” This is a 
territory where concepts of the techno-capitalistic order are engaged through the traditional 
one, creating a new type of order that benefits both corridors. The local corridor caters for 
extra housing for migrant workers, the regional corridor gives good access and transport 
connections that enables local villagers to rent out space also to industries, shopping malls, 
etc. The reconciled order needs to be further defined in terms of depth, layers of order, 
differences of ground use, polarization and organization of specific elements (programs, 
everyday tasks)  and order of traditional and techno-capitalistic elements etc. 
 

5. PROVISIONAL ASSESSEMENT OF RESILIENCY AND SUSTAINABILITY 
 

The presented case study has shown how divergent groups can be accommodated in the 
territory through negotiation and inclusion. We argue that inclusion rather than exclusion 
breeds social, economic and cultural sustainability and resilience to change. In this sense, 
resilience could be understood as adaptive sustainability. Deregulation and local self-
governance enables the indigenous communities to coexist with the new regional and global 
claims on the territory. It enables the local community to tap into this resource but at the same 
time, to stay connected to the land and social and cultural conduct. 
 



 
 

This breeds a new kind of order and civic space where negotiation on local scale is done 
between the two orders through the concrete engagements of the individuals. This critical 
reference to the concrete is one of the safeguards that ensures a “status quo” between the 
contested orders and permits the argued resiliency through diversity of programs. Without it, 
the land would soon fall under the aggressive speculative influence of global capital and 
investors, most likely resulting in a more uniform programmatic setup that favours industrial 
production (as is the case in the purely regional corridor). As history shows, purely 
monofunctional development of areas is economically and socially less sustainable. For 
example, car industry in the United States until the late 1970s gave rise to a vast amount of 
industrial cities, of which Detroit is the most famous one. When the car industry crashed, the 
repercussions on the social and spatial strata were devastating. 
 
Because of dispersed production and investment focus (some housing rents, some agricultural 
land, some industries) the viability and resiliency of such a varied and mixed territory is much 
higher than a purely monofunctional zoned organization that can be observed elsewhere 
within Dongguan. Because of the relaxed zoning policies, the industry, agriculture and 
housing can coexist closer together creating a new type of rural-industrial-urban space. This 
entails an inclusive rather than exclusive environment that can provide for multitude of 
products, retaining agricultural land whilst making room for more economically lucrative 
industries. 
 
By dispersing the investment and production focus from one programme onto many, area 
gains in economical sustainability that is realized through varied flexible urban pattern. This 
flexibility comes from retaining differentiation that can respond to fluctuations in global 
economy. 
 
Unfortunately the main body of agricultural land that makes agriculture viable was pushed out 
as indicated in the second chapter. In order for these negotiation territories to really work and 
be used as a multifaceted nodes where industry and agriculture can meet, we need a more 
aggressive agricultural policies. What researchers like Lin [19] are arguing for is that where 
agriculture survived it was intensified and diversified. Even so, the most current debates on 
food sustainability, food air miles, etc. make the case for agricultural retention and 
intensification even more concrete. 
 
If we allow ourselves a bit of speculation, agriculture could become more commercially 
viable through research and development (R&D) into industrial crops, new possible 
renewable materials, hydroponics for intensified food production, etc. Introduction of R&D 
would add a tertiary economical sector and by tying it to the agriculture and industry it would 
again enhance the resiliency. There are uncertainties about viability of R&D in rural areas [2], 
however a research into this direction would still be needed. 
 
As already stated at the beginning, so far has this research focused on site visits to understand 
the orders and philosophical and theoretical reasoning that define mechanisms through which 
we can understand resiliency and sustainability of the area. However, a deeper empirical 
research is needed to verify proposed model’s viability.  A comparison with a traditional 
rural-urban order would be necessary, to put the stated contemporary traditional order into 
perspective. Viability of agriculture in terms of types of crops, size of area, amount of 
production, industrial viability would need to be ascertained in order to corroborate the 
resiliency. Hypothetical scenarios would be useful to test the resiliency of the area in terms of 
how many people can it support with drastic economic or social changes (economic problems, 



 
 

food or resource shortages, economic demand shortages) and compared to the existing 
patterns and their performance. 
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