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Multiple balances of comprehensive evaluation of building value of
historical and cultural feature areas under new norms

take Chongqing Cuntan as an example
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Abstract; Historical and cultural feature area, not a legal protected a rea in China, in the process of rapid
urbanization, used to been eroded by the market capital. That slowly disappeared under the name of various
renovation. With the gradually change of urban development from incremental planning to the new normal
background of stock optimization, the protection of historical and cultural feature area has become a hot topic.
According to the reality of casual and unscientific building renovation in the historical and cultural area, the paper
believes that the multi-value orientation is an important way to guarantee the scientific and objective protection of
the historical and cultural area. By combining and drawing lessons from the domestic and foreign historical building
evaluation index system, the paper establishes the building quantitative evaluation index system based on the
multiple goals and multiple values orientation, and this evaluation is carried out with the case of Cuntan. The
results indicate that the construction protection of historical feature area needs to take into account the possibility of
the development of the landscape area, the improvement of the living environment of residents, the driving effect of
the surrounding area, etc. , and the value orientation of multiple goals and multiple values. In the protection plan of
historical feature area, the evaluation of most buildings pays more attention to the use value and practicability of
realistic economic value. The research conclusion is of great significance to improve the scientific objectivity of the
renovation of historic cultural features.
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Fig. 1 Key elements of historic district building value
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Fig. 2 Multivariate comprehensive value evaluation system
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