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2.7(14) 49. 1 1. 1 20.0 5.5(6)
1.4 56.0 1.2 48.0 2.5
2.4 80.0 4.9(4) 163.3 3.0(13)
4.3(10) 119. 4 1.5 41.7 3.6(12)
5.4C7D) 207.7 0.9 34.6 2.6(14)
3.4(11D) 54.0 3.7(8) 58.7 6.3(3)
7.0(3) 125.0 9.7(2) 173.2 5.6(5)
2.9(12) 33.0 19.4CD) 220.5 8.8(1)
0.3 30.0 2.5(1D 250.0 1.0
4.309) 79.6 5.4(3) 100. 0 5.4(7)
500 ; ; 1Q=A/B s A—
s B— 3 14
:( —2001»
. 7
. ,
. ) ;



2005

MAAZ AR S TR FAk 2 e b B AR

b

5
49.23(4) 47.82(5) 2668. 01(2) 1238. 11 (4)
119.25(2) 19. 56 8.5 32.87(4)
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The Contrast of Industrial Structure Between
Shandong and Guangdong

LIU Guang-cheng

(Finance Department Shandong Finance Institute, Jinan Shandong 250014, China)

Abstract: Referring to the statistics, this paper contrasts the heights of industrial structure between Shan-
dong province and Guangdong province, and also deals with industrial structure benefit, the inner structures a-
mong primary industry, secondary industry and tertiary industry. Then on the foundations of these, the paper
has carried on the analysis of the industrial structure aspect between the two provinces, and has summarized the
comparative analysis result.

Key words; Shandong; Guangdong; industrial structure; contrast research
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On Deng Xiaoping s Great Conception of “Two Overall Situations” and
the Development Strategy of Regional Economy in China

OU An=xin
(Social Science Department, Heze University » Heze Shandong 274015, China)

Abstract: The great conception of Two Overall Situations advocated by Deng Xiaoping, is the scientific judge
and strategic design made from the deep observation which promoted the key point of the regional economic de-
velopment at the different periods in our country to the overall situation of the construction of socialist modern-
ization, embodies the foresight and sagacity and the excellent art of running a country of Deng Xiaoping, and has
sketched out the schemefor the development strategy of the regional economy in our country . Today, our com-
mentorating Comrade Deng Xiaoping, studying his great conception of Two Overall Situation sagain and under-
standing and holding its scientific intension deeply will be of momentous current guiding significance for imple-
menting the scientific development view point all round, maitaining the regional economy in our country coordi-
nate, sustainable and healthy development and realizing the magnificent goal of com plete construction of the soci-
ety of a fairly comfortable life.

Key words: Deng Xiaoping; Two Overall Situations; regional economy; development strategy
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