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Abstract

The purpose of this project is to study
the relationship between the industrial
structure and urban competitiveness in
Taiwan in Taiwan during 1981 — 1996. The
result shows that the national industrial
structure has shifted from Goods Production
and Distribution sector to Local sector.

This shift has reverse relationship with the
industries in which townships specializes.

Keywords: national industrial structure,
urban competitiveness, traded sector, goods
production and distribution sector,
information intensive sector
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1981 1986 [1991 1996
GPD 46, 56| 60| 57
INF 32 39 36 39
LOC 56 65 60| 53

= RBF KT EHE 1981 - 1996

1981] 1986 1991 1996
GPD 4 5 4 4
INF 3 5 3 4
LOC 3 4 4 4
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1981 1986 1991 1996
MFG 370,858,734 2,336,117,635 894,028,419 1,165,662,868
INF 02,037,486 212,557,524 170,330,718 835,746,199
LOC 245,026,718 679,018,107 748,204,531 2,429,724,039
HEBIH (A)

1981 1986 1991 1996
MFG 2,682,099 3,274,942 2,799,374 1,833,064
INF 246,346 377,502 551,728 724,238
LOC 1,482,257 1,515,194 2,513,710 4,029,870
4 & EBR ]

1981 1986 1991 199¢|
MEG 52.3%% 72.38% 49.32% 26.31%
INT 13.00% 6.59% 8.40% 18.86%
L:OQ 34.61% 21.04% 41.28% 54.83%
WE S b

1981 1986 1991 1996
MFG 60.81% 63.37% 47.73% 27.83%
INF 5.590% 7.31% 5.41% 11.00%
LOC 33.61% 29.32% 42.86% 61.18%
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