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Actual Analysison Campar ison of Provincial, Autonanous Regional or
M unicipal Insurance D evelopment and Its Influence Elements

L IU Ping, GONG Zhen - lin

(1 Insurance & Protection Research Center, Polytecnic College of SYIT, Fushun Liaoning 113122;
2 Foreign Languages School of SYIT, Shengyang 110168)

Abstract: Insurance industry has enjoyed faster development in recent years, over 25 percent by annual mar-
gin, positioning it asone of the fastest developing industries However, there exited an obviousmisbalance a-
mong different cities, regions accordingly, egecially betveen the rural and urban areas This mishalance
found itsway in the scale, intensity and depth of insurance, aswell as the anount of the insurance agencies

Themain indicators tb meaaure provincial, autonamous regional or municipal insurance development consistsof
the scale of insurance feesand its increase rate, intensity and depth of insurance and the anountsof insurance
agencies and headquarters etc M any elanents can be found © have an influence on insurance development in
different regionswhich mainly consists of GDP, population and its distribution, controllable income of town
people and geographical location
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