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The Evolution of the Spatial Pattem of Land Development since the Establishment
of the P. R. China: A perspective of regional economic changes

Sun Jiuwen & Nian Meng

Abstract: In this paper, from the perspective of the changes in China’ s regional economic policy,
analysis of the evolution of the spatial pattern of land development since the founding of the people’ s Re-
public of China, discusses under the influence of the regional economic strategy and policy, the spatial
concentration and diffusion trend of China’ s economic activities, and the affedion of this trend on the
change of the regional economic growth and development gap, the author believed that, with the depth of
the implementation of China’ s regional overall development strategy, China’ s land development started to
present “ ncentrated balanced type” space development strategy, and the “ big diffusion, small concen
tration” of the China’ s economic activities in the land space will become a new pattern.

Key words: land development; regional policy; regional differences; spaial concentration and dif

fusion

14

»



