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Abstract:In the current research of“multiple planning intergration” ,only the difference between the minimum space unit of
“city master planning and land use planning”has been taken into consideration. However,the hierarchy of plans and coordina-
tion of space units are neglected. Therefore,based on the difference between the division for space hierarchical units and code
for land use of*“city master planning and land use planning” ,this paper sets up a check list for land use classification of“city
master planning and land use planning” and structural code for land use unitand then,proposes an approach to coordinate the
space hierarchical units of “city master planning and land use planning”. Further more, the paper takes the city master
planning and land use planning for city Lishui as an example ,analyzes the differences of land use classification and its coordi-
nated differences on each space layers. Through that,this paper establishes the foundation for giving consideration to the differ-
ences of land use classification of“city master planning and land use planning”and validates the method of this paper.
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