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Speculations about Devel opment
of Small and Medium— Sized Enterprises in Xinjiang

Sun Shu— ping
(The Statistical Bureau of Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous Region, Urumg 830002, China)

Abstract Now adays the development of small and medium— sized enterpiises is not only the focus of developed countries
but also the new topic Chind s government paying attention to. The paper aims at the detailed analysis of and illustration about
features of the present situation, misunderstandings and strategy of small and medium — sized enterprises in Xinjiang so that
mote attention will be drawn to the issue.
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