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On Regional Differences of Urban Size Distribution in China

WANG Fang
(Department of Social Work and Administration, China Youth College For Politics, Beijing 100089 )

Abstract: The article analyzes the situation of urban growth after the establishment of the PRC. It also
discusses characteristics and contributing factors of urban size distribution in the three regions and probes
into negative effects caused by drawbacks of urban size stwictures in the Middle Region and the West Re-
gion on the policy of opening to the world and the development of the western areas. The article indicates
contradictions between the policy of “ controlling the size of the lae cities”, the policy of opening to the
world, the establishment of the system of socialist market economy and the sirategy of the development of
the western areas. The article shows that large cities are “ growth pole” in the regional economic develop-
ment. Because of lacking large and super-large cities in the Middle and Western regions there will be
fewer opportunities for making innovations and being in the lead in these regions. It will impede the suc-
cessful implementing of the strategic development of the Western areas.
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