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ANALYSES OF THE DIVERSITIES OF TOWN DEVELOPMENT
BETWEEN THE SOUTH AND THE NORTH REGION

LI Jian— ping, ZHANG Run— peng
(Center for Utban & Regional Studies Zhongshan University, Guangzhou 510275 Guangdong China)

Abstract: Basing on the analyses of the diversities of town development between the south and the noith region since carrying on
reform and opening policy. This paper inquires into the reasons for causing these divemities and puts forward suggestions to the
town development in Jiangxi Province.
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