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The Evolution of China’s Urban-Rural Relations in the Past Seven
Decades: From Separation to Integration

Zhang Haipeng

Abstract: In the early days since the founding of the People's Republic of China, in order to serve the priority development
strategy of heavy industry, China gradually established a system of urban-rural separation. After the reform and opening-up,
with China's transition from a planned economy to a market economy, the system of urban-rural separation has been
continuously broken, and urban-rural relations have been moving towards integration. Summarizing and reviewing the seventy
years of evolution of urban-rural relations in China, we can draw a series of valuable experiences: empowering farmers
constantly, persisting in a gradual reform, adhering to the orientation of market-oriented reform, and insisting on the
combination of grass-roots innovation and transformation of ideas and concepts, and leaving enough room for reform and
reformers. Although the system and mechanism of urban-rural integration and development in China have taken shape,
problems still exist in the urban-rural relationship, including a urgent need to deepen the reform of the household registration
system, the sharp dual structure in urban and rural economy, the yet-to-be established mechanism for the rational flow of urban
and rural factors, a large gap between urban and rural basic public services, and the increasing rural recession. In response to the
above problems, this article proposes relevant policy recommendations. Firstly, it is imperative to consolidate the basis of
urban-rural integration development by deepening the reform of household registration system and increasing the urbanization
rate. Secondly, priority should be given to promoting the development of urban and rural areas in the same way so as to break
through the key barriers for urban-rural integration. Thirdly, it is important to accelerate the integration process of urban and
rural factor markets, overcoming the weak links of urban-rural integration development. Fourthly, it would be preferable to
promote the integration of the rural industrial, agricultural and service sectors, and establish the industrial foundation for the
integration of urban and rural development.

Key Words: Urban-rural Relationship; Dual Structure; Urban-rural Integration
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