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Do Urban Growth Boundaries Contain Urban Sprawl? Explanations and Empirical Examination
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Abstract: There is no consensus about the effects
of urban growth boundaries (UGBs) on urban
development. Based on the perspective of property
rights, this paper explains why UGBs lead to, rather
than stop urban sprawl from both theoretical and
conceptual perspectives. Using the case of Xinyi
District in Taipei, the paper further examines
the effectiveness of the UGBs policy. Based on
topographic maps and calculation of indicators
to conduct comparative quantitative analyses, the
results show, unlike our prediction, that there is
insufficient evidence indicating that urban sprawl
occurred outside the UGBs of Xinyi District.
However, it is still believed that a successful means of

containing urban sprawl should consider developers’
behavioral reactions in order to curb urban sprawl.
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SAEVERRIE T 2T Z N, AR E BT KOS TR
WEBESW LR, PAKESAHI, #HKER (growth management) FUEHAHE K
(smart growth) T% RERCAF KT S AEAY EEAR A 7, FEE I KA
[, ST R RAEBR (urban containment policy) #SEEVFZ IR 2
KA, N HTEZER ", KR BB B =AIER  KTE
KA (UGBs: Urban Growth Boundaries) . 3K RS A2k (USBs: Urban Service
Boundaries) [z ZgH7 (greenbelts)[mo A UGBs Al e &) AHIHY) 04 e &y,
T PR ) T e P - AT i A e Y b 2 ) ) A A 24 2T UGBs
HIME

PATHY & 1 X K & U T A i 2 B A B EE SR 5 UGBs iX—44
T, TS HL DA AL A F KB R T R DR R ER T T R X, PR AR
X S A7 ORI 5 # v AR A i Rl E g, AREf TR s X 4K
TE PRI RVEEAT A H . MEE b, BRI TRl X5 AR T T o) X ] Y
KA UGBs, MA SRR SEUEIX &G U@ TE i X, 280t dl vk i
Bl Ht, MidRBEE, /18— EE e BAK (master plan) 3k
R AR K, FEMEmITg K, BRI “NEER” fEn "o,
#rr R oA Rl ol A FR i S A X ER T A R I, DA
PRE AL XA BRI X ARE T A e . Rk, BRig b, BISEEERT A
JR ML, HE 5 IS T 52 0T R SRR A B e R Y & e i 2 UGBs—— B8R
T B v VR SR AR A E A S UGBs, 2 THR R 4s UGBs AL
i, 2 &AL N BERE AR, Bt Bt i & AU TR T E T i A A
WA, R ENBEHEWEIAG, FAMEM, i, AREL, A3
HEH T TR 1 DX ) i e P b B A T & e P R 1 SR UGB, BT
AR E SR

T 3 R 3 [ B R PR A 2 AT AR AR EEE R, BFFEk T Y UGBs 23115 %
RELH], SRTITATAE SR, H TR a5 AR 2 v AN 4 b Oy BURF A o 9 5 2
SEHBTE VIR R, R B 2 B RIE ST AE AH % BORIR T I I 25 1 - b AR 5 K
Pk AR Y, (R SRR ST 5 R R A B AR T B K2 I E A
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PR BB T M il A 1 B0 A T 50, R,
DA SCHR BRI 2T REAS LN AR ] SRS UGBs 13528

KT UGBs FREIKTTA L9 5T EE, 7 1 SCERFE AR
SE, PlnENLZE2E (Gennaio et al.) PAEGA A, K
A B AS LIS 8 UGBs 1] RABR IR A 24 43 1,
BRI SCERFFARLAS B, BN R e S22 DAL b 61,
JE44 H UGBs 3T FREIKTT A 245 3k shae A R . aTHE
K2, NS RE . BRA UL UGBs BREIR T k2
BEBWER, Fik, A3CE By BUFRF & EE AR
A EsEAEME P, SR ET WA (property right) WLAR
& UGBs fs2m, H-LAGALTT A, SHIES SHLEH UGBs
HIEERCR . SCEME 1. 2 B ARRE, 55 3 Wittt
FEBT S BB, & 4.5 TSI, e &G LRI B IGH A

1 T FE : M= ZigiR

BT 2 AR AE 25 ) b i iR SRAR ELSE R 45 2R, 2T
PSR AR A, R B AN Y AR ST R T R
WHAT A SHEZ BRI EAEA, BT R R R e
ZHZ M E MR A T, W AR ME AR — 2 A E X
S 5HWAT REE, BT DAA— OB Y 2 B+ I Rl R
AR, 28BRUE, B R AT BE ARSI (decision
sequences) MIAEYIA, HELTETHFRZIMHHITTH
MEHET = HA ¥ (production-based approach), 5@ i 5
JEHIEEFAAT 2R P, MR B R T R A, R
HIRFE S RAHAIR], A SCAN T A e v G P A 22
HITCER, 2HlElE BFI AL,

oM koo R E W AT g S A By B BRUAR
(acquisition) —#Z#E (approval) —# i (construction) —
ik (letting), TEH—FrE, HARE LT HIE AT T
CEIRA) 5 0B, JFRE LA BURN FRE L RALUE 5
BETRRBHB =B, JHREE  SBIHTE, &AM RE
Wi ML 5T, RHIF T BRI —E R Rl a5 9K F
B4 (Schaeffer & Hopkins) 2, 7EMiFF & B&EA
BrEcd, k=4 =R (planning yielding information) 32
B H T (environments), HHME (values) FIAH KDL
(related decisions), MMitt&l (plan) HX— 58 FHER
PSR BB 2B TR+ T & i AR R X — 2R 5
UK, AN RESESEmZ R @, Wik, 430
FRREE B, Wl LR EUS.,

W PEAREE T R AR I A Y R A, R
DA LASE SCo WA 7= A2 TR KOS A AR g ) 554, 3
FRIP . RSB = A RUR] *Y, DRt - )
AL, B FT A T HIEHE. B R Bk SRR, K

HREPEIR (Barzel) WULYE, TEARMTILSEMIA ST, WAL
N RERE e EE TG A 2 ok, UL, WO RHERE EOR
SE#£ (incomplete information about attributes of assets) &5
L G IR 5 A (transaction costs) ™Y, 2GR,
TR EAEIE R B HATHERRS, TFFelE XA %
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G (public domain), A, SHTERZ GBI A1,
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M A R a0,

— B HRRCRI AT 2 A EE R (fixed) AEAUR] (legal
right) FA[AFHY (variable) ZFAUH| (economic right), £F
VERUR 32 B BUN PR @R, W+ bry A AL « ] A2 AR
AV LR, A R R A, AASE B I R
PESE, T E A EAURIAA H R E Y SR A, Bt
HAR T E , PR IAS SCIA A PR (1 e DoAUR A2 S &
F AT AR AN R — e T E R A . AR A 2T
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K. B BRI A AR E M B R . T E A JE
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17 T KRB - TER G AW G, HRE S #
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AR T i R E BAAXTEE  (asymmetric information)

R 5 BTN T WS @ BRI R AR SRR 2 5
BAS ) EBRIE, B, 5 BRI R AL 5 i R
#a kA G —IRINRAST MAEA 2FEEE, A
Rl g, AR —LL2 AT, IF R T m A A E
TE : FERAETE (uncertainty about the environment) | 4}
EHATEME (uncertainty about values) . PSR ATAE
£ (uncertainty about related decision), PAMFREAL T EH
AHEPE (uncertainty about the search for alternatives) 27,
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BEHER 5 (R AT R S EHAEEZ HIE R, X
HHl SRR B, TFARERTSBAT R, Bk
TIF R a2 = TR B AR A . FE AR A
e, EanE A TR T AR LI AE S, PR
Y AT ] A2 LGSR B A, D 38 B AR
WRAEBHI AT I A o

TR EAEDE R AR Z 1, LIRS LA A
B EMEARXT AR E, iR i E 75 ZOICHE ML X, 4L
PR IE BRI S B a7, A T R, FFRE
WORIUA RAEA 5 H Al AR R W P BN ERIE R, PARATIE
TR TR EER, BTN AL 5 2 S5 R AT RESE R

B2, THIT R, W] DARRIA R S v
BURAT A TFRE VAT Er A5 5 1) H B2 AR HGE B AR A 3540
I P A PR, TS B 7 AR R A M A TE IR 8 4
PRI Y o A2 5 AR B R AR AE AR B B T B 13
JEPETTEAT AR AR . A%, R AR R R B A
1, BT R ALRIER R A M, R BT R BRI HE
A R AR I A A 2R T AN E TS BER ST AT R
PR LA S S W 7 B8 B A 3 R ATk 5 X BB 7= A 3R
BORs R AT AT i) H 30T S R, R/ IR B A A
142 ZE 1M 5E

2 UGBs 3T L i 7 % B =20

IR — IRV 2 BRI TIT K i, (e i
b e, BB A B T BRI ATHE UGBs Y, B4,
TF ke AT R 2 SCHAT A 7 A B W s R fA R - 3 T
AR I A EHIAT N

—IHRE) BT R S HAI& S B DS, LHETT
KAARER) R AR R A Y. e HOIT Rd AR, T
HNTRTT, MERMLETT . THIZ G W BB %
P*, B N QY. BB UGBs SEA I A & [ A%
(QC < QY), KFEIEEE A A% Bk 2 PC, MFFRTTHR
H, THMAEM P TR PC, MBLAERE, TSN
M P TEE| PL, MK, BTHRMEE TG0, wox
IR G SVEAE PC, B G A=A T PC 5 P1 2%,
PCXQC I EFHNT L5 A EE, P1XQC AT JE
EHE TR SRS, —F 2 ZNFE I ETEA IO i
EHE, (HRa S miipiLs b RS (& 1), RERE
RPN, AR SR RS B BRI E CHR BN SR 7, AR
PR, TR THE R R AR A S
I AR P, SRR I R R, FEA TR K

B, FEEEESFARIEOE, HFHEEEER UGBs
BRI R, DA AR EUE UGBs 2 Ahi - Hh°

F—H, BREBRE (Mohamed) MIA4E A UGBs ]
WEARTT 3 i R, SET s Bk = (frog-leap) FFRIERS
PR RE . (HIXWEE T —ANE R R - BUF R EAES]
ABCRT LR 282 T R, RERIEE TSR A
Ay BRMAfEREEMN Y. &E, MRAHAERIK UGBs
WA EYE, R H R BT L& TE RS B
BA KA E AR T, FASTIAK, UGBs AfE2 %
FhAEER T AR A kR, ST EHINE, UGBs R
PR IR Z A, FRAVREAEE: T ok i1 A 81k
I ASEUE AN PASGIE, 24 UGBs {2 5t T i 2 1
TR HE T WP BOR U KGR DR E R, PR,
BN RSSO ZE R« £ 5 PR 4 T 2 {0 ) 0 XL
W (risk aversion), JEMIET] + MERT A MG TE & 6T )38
T (risk seeking), FEMFL S ™, BRI T 5 ATF A1)
AHENE, BOIT IF R BRI AT, S R I & SRk S
AMNRAEE AT BT %

3 RIEITER/RIE

ABEFCRF AR LT R B, AR LA LA 20 A B A4 e S5
UGBs Xk & f 50, et EZRAA = —
e B AL GBI — AL T (1956 4F) 3K
7, BFFE 1956—1991 3% 35 4 [RIHL BORA KT 75K 19 521,
BAWEE ; RAAUHiE R SdE, TR E T Y
R, AT e, RAARUE, it LV AES
LT NBIFTEE, (H32 RTINSO UG RO MERE , ASHIT
FURFEREAME XA RSGIE (18 2), (s XIKpBd, —
s fi SCDK TRl PAY ] B A 0 1T 5 e ) b B AR T A R A e, —
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FEA, T HECA SIS
TEAF XX, H 1956 4F A — A EET kG, WAE
BT RIZ B R LR 930 AP B - 25— B BOR 1956 4F
FEEATRI KA E 1979 W R K EZ @R ;
AP BE R 1979—1991 4 5 1991 48 DS 15 00 A 32 BR T %L
A4, MfRELAERIE (K 3), B8R L, h Tk
UGBs WA R, DA tA I ZESR . AUFTERE X
DX A A I 23 T o P AT AR T A J i . AR T
KR E AT LM, wlRrlkX, F£EX, T
M AR A S, BlAnZAbd., e, )T  AEERTTA
JE IS GRI RN IX 5 [F] s AR s I, DA
T2 A I R T ) A R R U
MRAE & LT BURF#R T & 5 A B MR B Sl 4
1958 AERYBLHIL I, 1969, 1980, 1991 =4F B % v it
B, R BRI AN S A B B, 3 AR MPL
(1958). MP1 (1969) }¢ MP2 (1980)., MP2 (1991), X
B B AT HOBE, AR AL MPL Je MP2 BB A UGBs
WA Rtk Kl UGBs A R AY i 4 J7 ¥ B2 EE Xt UGBs
RENS T HTT R ZE T, AR B AR, Bi— .
# UGBs BEA BRI T 25, W UGBs Z AN IF & T
UGBs ZWHITT %o B~ : % UGBs BEA RZE IR TTT & AE
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B2 althiEXERALE
BORDAC « AT

T BN UGBs Z SN FF A3 BE 1% T UGBs 2 INBYFH A3
i = : #& UGBs G2, WHEAT UGBs Z SN K HR R 1 it
fo, RHEEBOR T IR EE R B AR, R« AR
UGBs /3] ik A 4z, UGBs Z 1N &2 AME DI & T
BN AZ/ DT 8% T UGBs Z N T-RABr Bowl 3 v R FF & 1 T
L R T HU R SR A T gy, AR X SR,
R =AEAER T PR UGBs iRkl , 2 BIFRZ il R
i& [E¥ (BCR: Boundary Containment Ratio) . i3 #tHAR & &
# (BADR: Boundary Adjacent Development Ratio) i1 & 78
JE# (BSR: Boundary Sufficiency Ratio) 2,

BCR1=A2e/Ale (1)
BCR2=(A2e-A2b)A1b/( Ale-Alb) A2b )
BADR=L1/12 (3)
BSR=(Ale+A2e)/A3 4)

Hor ALRTA2 730 5075 UGBs . SMIT AT 5 a. b
A AERAIHI (begin) AW (end) 5 A3 SRR
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UGBs M1 AARTT & 19 LA 5 L1 5 L2 2 UGBs it48 2
TFRBCRIT & IR (1 4), WRIEERE, BCRI(E#R
Fn UGBs SN Al 2, BCR2 I{HEME#R UGBs Z 4k
T A FEBepR, BADR BB 2R A S 2 RYIHT Y 3K &
A FARHE UGBs 2 4, BSR {H = 28 UGBs BN .

Ag

4 RS E

4 SKUESHT

5 XX ETERL 1123 hm®, 1956 FR9HLEH, #T+
1Bl UGBs P - FH 2 680 hm?®, JEHAT L-HBE) UGBs 4h
FHb R BLIZY 443 hm® (£ 1, B 5) 5 1979 FFH MLk, #BTiT
THuP K E 768 hm?, LA T 13%, JEHERTT HHLIGE/ N E
355 hm®, 290 T 19.8% (%2, E 6),

8 —pfEA s, MP1 (1958) & MP1 (1969) —/NRrE:,
UGBs NI EIF &AM 61 hm® HEAIZE 122 hm?, 1T 1
£, 2905 UGBs N LR R 18% 5 UGBs 4MNK ELFF & THl
F1, MM 3.8 hm> I 5.1 hm?, %5 UGBs 4+ 2 mFd
By 1.2%, 5 _BF#id, MP2 (1980) K MP2 (1991) —A~
MrBt, UGBs WAYEIT &AM 225 hm® BB ZE 257 hm®, £
i UGBs T H B E AR 33% ; UGBs AMyCH &£ mifd, N
M 10.9 hm® #EHI1ZE 16 hm?, £ &5 UGBs b Hb B i AR 4.5%.
L MP1 (1969) 5 MP2 (1980), &% ¥ UGBs WY TTF
KB 122 hm® HEANE 225 hm® ; UGBs SMNKLATF K TR,

5 BILHEXK UGBs RALZAHE ( BEIENENRERSR
&, FEELH UGBs)
# : £—MP1 (1958) ; Z#—MP1 (1969)

ORI « BALTECR

®1 E—AHI UGBs ASMFRERZ LR (B4 . hm?)

6 AdtHEX X UGBs RF X5 7 E
i : £—MP2 (1980) ; &#—MP2 (1991)
BRI - BALHTBN

UGB:s Py UGB:s #p UGBs PIJF Ak Bt AE 1L UGBs 4 i By As e
MP1 (1958) ‘ MP1 (1969) MP1 (1958) ‘ MP1 (1969) 1958—1969 1958—1969
TR 680 443
+61 (100%) +1.3 (34%)
EIF K HEH 61 ‘ 122 38 ‘ 5.1
PORPR I« AL
* 2 $£RHI UGBs WSMFATERZ LI (8L . hm?)
UGBs Py UGBs 4} UGBs PRk Bt ZE{L UGBs 41K il Bk
MP2 (1980) ‘ MP2 (1991) MP2 (1980) ‘ MP2 (1991) 1980—1991 1980—1991
T 768 355
+32 (14%) +5.1 (47%)
S & 225 ‘ 257 10.9 ‘ 16

ORI - GALTEU

60 2019 Vol33,No.1 | UPL



AR AL

| WO REARENRTEED, ERBRESXIED T

TA 5.1 hm® B4A1 2 10.9 hm®, R T 145, X
B B B T & T RAS A, A UGBs P AME RS K19 R B R,
UGBs 4Ny & A& L UGBs WA E G L, X PITFRE
1979 AT IR EEIRIKTE, I RFE R
53 %3] UGBs NAMT K 3 EE )8,

S B A B 8 BCR, BADR fil BSR, W] [
1958—1991 4F[a]{5 XXy UGBs R (3£ 3),

(1) %—HHAK BCRI 27 0.02, B AH4 0.16, ER
P2 H, UGBs Z AMATT %8 UGBs Z YD,

(2) %£—HHAR BCR2 24 0.34, B RIHI4 329, ®n
IS, UGBs Z MY £ EHT UGBs Z I,

(3) 55— BADR 4 0.14, 55 "@[H#1%5 026, Fin
TESE A, A 2RI kA B AR AE UGBs Z 4h,

(4) 5 —BFHAM BSR 2 0.21, %5 —RFHASH 022, Hi
BT 1, 8os UGBs ] A 3 R AR R e 2 5T
TERRZH.

5 &g

R VA SR, AT BA IR & LT HE 1945—
1991 4 i Fry P AL PR P g 3 6 K SR B A 7E UGBs 2
Sb, JRRIUGBs R i 7 2 AL A, =0
TG K LA S 1945—1991 4F BT &, 338 AT 8 W] 42 6
WHWN. BRI, PE1FZ REA e, ZRTEREN
1%, BADRFEFRMIFREEHNIT 5 T H, UGBs AR B A
Eiduiry &, RGBT RIER B 215
IR ZE R ISR A I, TR AE S R AT i
BN KATE S, X REEWRERE UCBs X —f4 T
HE|HACHIEAR, B ToRE— PR R M %, Roknl
RERAE LIRS R e WIS & B, 55 ) BCR2 B
Wi s Ak, ET MPL (1969) 5 MP2 (1980) i)t
BwR UGBs SNKIF AR FERER, (PR IR0t T
ERITRIR Y, HRE R ECRAET % E] UGBs WAMT
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