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Preservation and Development of Traditional Texture in Historical Settlements

——Take Songjia Village in Shexian County as an Example
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Abstract: Rural revitalization has become a basic national policy in China at this time, and the conservation of historical settlements is
getting more and more attention. The texture of traditional communities contains information on historical social, economic and cultural
characteristics, which are most easily neglected and destroyed in contemporary historic settlement conservation. Therefore, it has become
a key point and difficulty in the current conservation practice to explore how to obJectively analyze the characteristics of traditional fabric
and to protect and reuse it. Taking Songjia Village in Shexian county as an example, this paper composes the texture of the traditional
settlement and establishes a database of the basic information of the historical settlement through the ArcGIS platform. Through the
obJective analysis of the traditional fabric, we can propose a scientific and reasonable conservation strategy for the intensity of the
fabric. At the same time, with the help of spatial syntax analysis, the obJective basis for the renewal of the historical settlement is
proposed. In this way, the traditional texture of the historical settlement can be better continued and the traditional appearance of the
historical settlement can be displayed.
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Fig. 1 Plan of Songjia village in shexian county
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Fig.2 Mapping map of Song jia Village in Shexian County
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Fig.3 ArcGIS database of Songjia Village
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Fig. 4 Determination of the evaluation hierarchy
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Fig. 6 Self—assessment of value
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Fig.7 Preservation status rating
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Fig. 8 Historical corridor resource rating
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Fig.9 Schematic diagram of graded flood discharge (From left to right, the path of flooding in case of lightrain,
medium rain, heavy rain and rainstorm)
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