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Study on Harmonious Development between Energy Utilization, Economy and Environment in Less Developed Western R egions
——A Case of Yan an City in Shanxi Province
ZHANG Yong- kai, ZHANG Nan
(School of Agriculture & Forestry Economics and Managemert, Lanzhou University of Finance and Economics, Lanzhou 730020, China)
Abstract: Based on the literature review, this paper took Yan an Ciy as typical example, and analyzed some problems of energy exploration in
the less— development region, such as poor cluster effect, short industrial chain, serious ecological damage, inadequate benefits distribution mecha-
nisms and so on. Finally, countermeasures were put forward according to the problems mentioned above.
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