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(L AERIME R = E A AT HFFE s, 1 2000625 2. A AR R 23k i & JE A 7E b, 1 200062;
3. iR R SRR A, ) AR ST A M B R s (RIS AUL EE 5 S0, ) 510275)

O HATE NS RE XRIEBGR e TS ASCERE CA T RERl 2T B S 45 i fe i
T =B R EGA IS HESL 48 I BOA 1 R AU S5H4 9 ROEE AR ROBE BUR AR , R SR )2 R EGA
RO BILR AT SR R B MR N B IR A FL RO ANZE SR . BRI =, JUREA s B Jo s i)  ZH s (AL Rk 25 18] 1R
INZ G ERIAE AR G FR R B G  ph NUE B4 HE EEAL, DA B [ ROBEIE 2R I ) 3 B AR R 5 AN [] B
If AR R RUE B SRS A R IR i — RV R R A AR . 2T LA A, A
— e T PP OE T RUEE AR B BRI 22 S AR (EAR IR AT TS R RS

X 8 L RUEEM  REEENA ; BOA LR AU R

155

JUBE 2 N SCHh P 22 A A 42 2 — (Clifford et
al, 2003), T 20 4K, PY 5 AR 22 A\ SCH B2y 2 [ 4%
RO ME & T 1 A 20 4+ 18 (40 Marston, 2000;
Brenner, 2001; Marston et al, 2005; Jessop et al,
2008; Manson, 2008; Moore, 2008; MacKinnon,
2011; Cox, 2013; Springer, 2014), [H PN 2F &% % —
FONHE AT T e 4 1H A28 (U0 i 0L, 2004;
ULk, 2007; JE UK - A fE 94, 2008; X = W 4F,
2011a; # AN 5%, 2011; B 3 4%, 2013; A 4F,
2016), SR , AS[F]FH Al b B4 S AHE & (Wb
23 [E)) A P — By e, H R ROE B AT 88
FETEAR KA, $L 2 A LU (0 2% 3 4 4 55
—HE& (Marston et al, 2005), /43157 , MacKin-
non(2011)#& 4 I 124 i £ a5 RO HE A A B e
BRIREERG

s HHA.2017-08;1&1T HEA . 2017-10,

FEPY 5 AN SCH B b RUZBGAR T IZ B T3
PrikIXRE Ao WOl Ea S IRIT & FfEl
1 B4 0] J3 (Smith, 1992; Cox, 1998; Kurtz, 2003;
Harrison, 2006; Flint et al, 2007; Haarstad, 2009;
Lawhon et al, 2013; Beery, 2016; Allen, 2017), [N
TR Z 23 W I ks RUBE BOA BRE 10 3008 H E Y)
WCHTENR AU ORI M2 A A T
R A [R) R SR A3 A (2 /N Je A%, 2009; X1 2 Wi 4E,
2011b; 5K 5 Ff, 2013; ¥ i T 4%, 2014; 5 1H 4%,
2015; /N4, 2015; F 92 84, 2016; Chung et al,
2016; Huang et al, 2016).

SR, HET R BUR AR AAAE LA T R, 5
— . YR LLRAR G 0 A o 3 e PRI ST
Ao RE HETE BB T TR RE RS A s
&3 o8 3 (Herod, 2009; F £ g%, 2015), SR 1fif
JE BOIA P FE R 2221 DL SEUE I 98 18 S SCARTE
3 BL(Smith, 1992; %1 = W 4%, 2011b; Kurtz, 2003;
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Norman et al, 2015)., X Flt M\ 5% 5 21 BLS I IF 5 5
KACKTCTEAE BB — e B E A e i
“hy A i R MR 55 1 ) T, S 5B 1) T P 2
A G HE IS ME & £ . U Smith LR Bk K (Scale
Jumping) B TC S AT I35 R FHES sk T Bt 24
Lz (] B4 o 40 5 Kurtz FHRBEE HE B8 A0 2 RUBE HE 22 i
TR S DR b KSR AR e [ R A o ) RUBE
JON R 15 Gt A 7% 7 2 15 X1 2= W45 (2011b) H =
77 B ff B — JEE A 7 v o) 8% L 1 [ B
J1E XS fE LA BTy A sE . X SRR AT R 4T
() fife T 7, AEL AR AN i S e 3 1) RS BB 1B 1 7L
Hilo 55—, BBl B EOABF S AEAE A TR BE A
ERFVZ R E A B I 2 B A SR A Kk
A6 F B9 T 45 34 (Brenner, 1999; % /N1 4%, 2009) F11
#4594 (Kurtz, 2003; Haarstad, 2009; X1l = R 4%,
2011b). X PZAIF G X RS A B A AR KANI]
T — ke RUBE B A hy 43K L S5 R0 WL )
Btk RO, HA B0 B R M — i [ R sl i s
F2 SRR A 5 5 o A EE 5 S R e 1k S A
PR, BRI, E AR 4 e A
X P ZAIF 5T 45 /0 FH B, TR ) T RO By B
W — B, 5B = AR USCHE IR EZ &)
DAL EDE AR IS LTI . CAT SEUERF 5 Bk
P& T A E R S 09 ) i R AL, ik R S8 22 461 43 B
JETFAE i e, fH 2 L #0 R B4l S0 1 R TE
3, B FE 268 Harvey (2006) ¢ T BEAS = IR 2R
R 25 B 11 B 10 HE 22 (8] —— W 4> ] Z) 2 Flint 55
(2007 ) /D4 T i IX 3562 7 U = W1l 45 (2011b)
XF = REW Ry S RORIFSY o B ABAR S SO FRIA AU
A5 AN R RE & 2 I A OC R Le e 2% 07, i BRI T
REZEBOEEIS ) N . &5, S5 45(2016)
B R BUAR TR H-T T IR RS ZER R
FEBOA N5 RE S5 5% A8 BURAT A SRR AT
GIFEIRRMLGE =, BRI R T MR AF
A AR AZ R T2 M I, R R i RE E0R
R

R, A SR B G O A SRR SR LA
A T I RORE RS BOAE S, £ 11— R
6 I — M BRI B R A SR B 9 N B R
b, 7 S 5 (Antipode)) 3t 1 2H 28 1 22 /& Neil
Smith i 3C & 45 (Jones et al, 2017)FH I , 0 4 2432,
52 Ji Smith 2 T8 A9 =l 1] 33 67 RS IG5 K U
AL

2 RESREEIAS

ROBERR &2 B R BUAR IRl . S8 2
FH R BRI 5% T DA B RO AR B
i (MacKinnon, 2011), {H 42 3 A3 X ROBERE A
W7 RS FE , T S — ek B R AR HLs
BB, DAk, AR SO 5 ] A N S B 2 v RUBE
W HAZ L NI, P A RUBE A A& A
21 REMESHELNA

Taylor 25 5 5 J8 38 b HA 5 e AR T B0R
Hy PR Y ROBEAE & o AUAT] 32 SR B — b 32
FNZEAL 32 SCRIPLA AL K 2R (S5 E) 5 2 [B) 54
(4% +)——XF ¥/ (Taylor, 1982; Smith, 1990; Swynge-
douw, 1997), 7EXMHALA T , REEZX ARG FZ
BRI IIHESE , & —Fh s (A4 Y 1T E 4548, BA K1
0L (8T 0 R/ IN) T 2 0 (D00 e A1) B XU R
L[]0 B A - %) BUE By o 4 Taylor “ 423k —
Bl 28— 7™ 18 RUBEAA 28 4l o oy T 300 S5 18 RUJBE:
EYPUESMRIEZEA H SRR R, SR, X AP
FATEIT 20 K32 3 TAR KA Pk IR . — 7T , il Y
LA IGE R ZBUAR A TG s ok F LA 30
FAER 53 E o AR Z2 30T AR M AR 2 8] AN
B ERAAEEVNIIRERR, BN ENERS
VRl BLAA 7 (Taylor, 2004), 75 —J5 I, B J 45
32 SRR AT 22 A RS B ol — b 4
PEHESR , W] GE B HE FIACHAR | BELAG 55 R X 1AL
() A7t (4 Moore, 2008).

BEXFIX 2T B, IR =& S i 7 =g 7
2o T, M b 3 A A R e s Ak R B EIE
B RO e — AW E A a2 . 20 Brenner
PR 0TI ] % 45 b Sl 4 28 17 o 2 R AR 4Bk
TR HTHE , W2 A Bk—H )T B34 R e R - fife
4§, 2008); 7 Howitt(1993) Al Marston(2000) % X &
FE2 PR ST A LA I, Brenner S — B3R T T
R 45 ¥ 4k A /& (Brenner, 2001) F11 TSPN HE 22 (Jes-
sop et al, 2008), 5 ., #BJr2E A 4t F T LA sloB
IR R & e PR . 40 Howitt 1 Cox 5%
Fi 4 0 245 1 5y B AR 2 9% 19 B i (Cox, 1998;
Howitt, 1998); Moore(2008) #1 MacKinnon(2011) 1§
SRS RERLSA B 518, K O R B R
B (S el N RE B4 1 AR s Marston 45 (2005) 2 41
i R LU S E AR . &5 A
— Sz R DR R AR Sy — P B HE S
4 Jones(1998) £ it ) J& —FIA IR B R AEE X
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(representation trope) ; Delaney 55 (1997) 1A R & 2
HERE (frame) BLSEAE & 119 77 =X s Manson(2008) #2 H R
FERIAIRIE 2R3 5 £ F I 55 (2015) 4 RS i Ay
AR AR YR ) % .

ARSI =P BA U] o A5 S HOR
HF 58 SR (R 2 W4, 2011a; F F 48 %%, 2015), 4% 3C
N IR B figp Ay — X AN [ e ] g e o R A [)
A B ) 3 PR A TR 43 VLA R B A )
RN HESR 5B R . B, WA E
IR RAAE TR R . BESCHE R A IS Fl
I AR BEACHR IR S AR, AR RUBE =2 ] 4 2
Wiy e . Bk, RER — R T, 2
AR OC AZATAE R S &Sk iz rh
PINHIHESS . 28 = ) ROBEME A Ay o A AR O TR 4
SRR IE UK B B B R REAR R K,
INE v R N NN =% [ 2 O S PO K A =AY
TR T 5N B . NTERT ST ek A ki
TEAEAE R BN RUBE (B AR 58 44 X 1R it A J) 119
“AP53kE 32 7 (NIMBYism) B &4 i i RUEE . 25 =,
JUBE 58 8 S5 G O P o RO 2 Xy
Fh4x 23 6] )2 942 5] (Ordering) , 33 F 5 41 LA =
RSN AN EEFIE A 3 E A K Louis
Dumont $§ i , 7 1 4~ BE B AN R AR B 128
A (Classes or Categories)f4 i ¥ 13 H* (Universe of
Discourse), —. 7 i 1% 45 ¢ 5 47 A J& X 5144 X 2
(Distinctive Opposition) 5t +& )2 2% 1 % J (Hierarchi-
cal Opposition) (Dumont, 1980; Parkin, 2003; #k -
B, 2011), HEE X TR AR AR A X o A
B R W e T RUEE B SE AR .

2.2 REBURIEM

R BUif (Politics of Scale B Scalar Politics) 3=
BLAR BT RU% 1) (Rescaling) 19 BUA 1 2% (Bargain-
ing) FAL 425, Hory ) RUBE— Dy T B AR el A8 AL
NIRFAR THBHEL , 5 — Ty L EBOA IR X
SMER Y, BARP R BOANEE 29 X —Fh
REETER S —FEA R A4 475 Fl (Range) K
/IN(Size) ; 5 R AN R AT B 4L 2 (Level) ;
B = I X b 5 A AR Fl (Scope) 1 A [ 75 B
(Statement), —F X T A ZSM2EAL 55 —Fhgt
Xt Ji 2 1] (Material Space), 55 422 35 %F B S 5L AY
K153 5 55 —FPE % 21 21 %3 6] (Organizational Space),
WAL S MR AR AL 55 = A e X 2R A 5 ]
(Discursive Space), 5 fill 55 X F fiF H 5t (1) 1 22 A AR
%o XN T 50 B SCEE T IR AU R £
Je B 3 CEEF O R AU L ff (Foucault, 1979;
Foucault et al, 2001; Balan, 2010), |- i& = & Af
539 INZE R FIAT B35 WA F0 B S o 5 — RS
P ZEFIE X A ) 451, AR E A R
5t (Border); AT 8 H B X EEAR S 5 FARMXT
LEASS i E R EE 2D, 5 R RERM ST
KX EZIRH AR LR, KRB RITEZ
PRy HAT N E W A F 848 EIRLE RGP s
BLOWE SO B R RS IIE R 2R
BOARTE S A R FE , kT iy 5724k Qustifica-
tion) =l B8 A AL 7 5 2 (1) [n] 814k (Problematization) ;
HATEE YA 2R AR MEA TS A

FEIX — 7 O RUBEBOE 5 RO A AR AR B,
A ZE BN AR L), 65, TR X

*1 REEMSREBEMEXA

Tab.1 Difference between "'rescaling' and "politics of scale™

RIEEGH

INER )
T X RUBE™ By T A
XUE FRUE ()RR 4438 545 gyin)

KT R BER”
RIEVER RS E

JRBEFE R[4 ] RBEAR BB 5 247 R
REEVERF-BE [Sia] T R LIME -

[EHRIU S K FR R RO 1 2 ™ R s e RUBE 2 SURUT 1) 4 25
R (NN ARG ER TIPS

WL JUEBEER (Gumping) R 4544 75 4 (reshaping) . 3 i 5 K1) 0 DX 04 e 28 45 L 5 sl o RUBE 3R AR BN 6 LU S R 5 il i )R 4
JUEZ AT #1547 (redefining) 45 [ 57 4 Bk—Hb 7 P A R (o7 R ) 58 5 4 ) 5 il ad IR P T8 P
BB T S A
TR IRTTEA AT X R JRJZBR I AL 2P0 215 Y X IR EEE 8l [ KR EA 2 0 gE X
fe LG HIAE

QOB AT LA Sy —Fif RUBE , LT T B0 5 I Toik A B ()48 L /N T 138 RS RE LT L i A AR P L T
FHBE B AR 7G) .
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B, RO AR ROBE () F T A, B e T RUE
RO B &R T REMBUA , % OTETBUR . 546
= P AR R [l A RS R T B, AN R
FWA BARR) EiR s =, 2R a R T a
H i ROEE AR Ak 5 i R BUR R AU ) 5 R R AH
HAM RN, 5 =, R FA E 2 45 R R
(A RBEAR AL, i RUBE BRER RO ] RO P i i)
B A 5 RUBE ORI 3 248 45 Fh B0 A6 R
[ oK WP 3, 43 1 1% 40 (Inclusion) 2% HE & (Ex-
clusion) 28 = (AR P AR AL S % He 253 T i i 2k 2 1A
FE RS 67 B i LU R D R i )
FUBE NI P 5 e B TS B A ikt . e, R
JE AR 2 AR 3T AR AN AT B DX ) AR A
5, REEGGHE Z T Shid HRiE s UG
PLIAEE S S0,

3 — =By REBEA e A

T bR RUBE R RS BOA E & 1Y A LA B
CA RIEBUATIE A S — N TAT 3 B 4
PSR =2 R B 0 R B R 2
WAL 1), AL R BOR Sl — A A
R ——AU B ROEE Ak B E Al BT O R
A, o, ROEAR R RUE BG B BL Al )ORE Al 2
REEBEA A%l 8, AU 56 R 562 W R BOA
M EZHR.

3.1 WAHREK

FEFAI TS5k T SCRN 5 8548 3 UL, AR SC
I3 N EEF FOC R A B i T = A RO AR BB
KXo WNEHAER , AR R et 2230 ]
MKIN(Size) . JZ 2k (Hierarchy) F17E [l (Scope) =~ 4
JFE RN 43 A [R) RUBE W 400 4= 30 5 AU J2 G sh Pk
5o AN B EL AR R/ INAE B R 53 B 9
G BB B 3B e W R B 9 AR )
TR (Episteme) FIIA I 12 Bl M it 14 2 18 W 95 K 1130
BOFESPE RO . 4R, 3 =R R
B W = = B L R N e = e
DX B SR [ R 1, 1SR 53 1) RUBE 2 3R 2 K/ (H
0=, T IXTEATEUZ G0 b T 5 s o) 43 i) RO 22

MR , AN E AR AL O R AR
TR AT 23 50l A B2 () 2H 223 () R 3Rk 23 ] =4
A R o3 R RO AL BB XS LG R A IR G

Trah /R oA T i REBE
L] #4155 Fekzsn
; A AT ..'. %"
3& o * o i
R . , &
_ HE o® ° e VE
23 . . K
4 [ ] A"® %
N S
E;\ o.. o’ ¥
?ﬁ" A\ o D * e
BRI FS REL
A @OMN  EXUAR
BrATESh S .
B R
B R A A 5 R é
UL S pi E4Risr PR |
s Aa @
R |
'R
- ’g Y ol =N O
: 8 & = @&
&
IR
A A @
K B4 et
(size) (hierarchy) (scope)
il BE/2s A T i RO

K1 REBGARHISHESR

Fig.1 Atheoretical framework of "politics of scale"

FIR R R S — RO e &R . I = AR
IR XT B4 2 32 AR X PO ROBE S 2R (— S N
R AI = A A RIRO) s 5 E BRI
PR GRIEH) EERAMRZ A ZHACRI R E R R
O BT AR TR T T N A A AR
AR -HE R AR R
32 REEH

N EAY T ZALFE N P e RO A
A ORI . HARE L SCEE A A R,
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AT 370 DA 35 ) 30 5 TR = 4 SR s R A1 ) B A 4 3% 3
REEHMH ., WSS MEE , REER A
FEF AL 2GR R R A E A =2
J6 I A T R RN EGh SR R A, AR
T — R 5 145 + 4k 1 72 (Re-territorialization) . 411
“ROG B T A R 2 T A R
THE AR LR A T R B X AT B AR S s g
Y RUEE 14 s 8 E I A A8 DX E A TR RS R R
FEEA Sl BRSSO R
AR TR R A, nas 48 B 80 rg Al 57
VMY T2 AT S s b g il s )2
GRREEANR 5 LA 1] 15 250 sl R o I A 7 1B
KIX TP ST 5 R XY Bt o [ %
YL T B D S AR AL RS 7 4 BRIk T mT B
RIZARE O = AU AR R T ek
AENIE G T 25 ARk Ve B R A . W5 /R B
SR A 52 BRI Y A2 B A S OG- 4 BR T IR M B ]
FRGEA IR S Aok 1 i as 21 2y K3k
A [EVE SR R F )84 YRR AR Rk Ju Y
I 5 B BN TS Gl Al ek 1328 3 P oAy i DX < 268
ik SR R IB T R 4 (Fhgag ) o
TXHRY LR BRI FT i 20 5| Rk kg
T WA GRS B T b T S ) RS
QRGN E=SU N A X i3

M ERZ A, R EEERE ERR A5
b ZHBRER R E LA, B A FAE
WA e EADE BUHT A GE XS LG R .
g U A F 7 H AR 7 Kurtz(2003) 15
IR ORE RSN 7825 o) B T A 2 N S NE T
A (death is not black or white)” 4 1] B {F & A [a] B
£ s “ 5 RIEH (none of your business)” . i 4 F ik 57
TNEECH TR IH 4 Tilm s TR A VR = Z T Y
FUBE N TCZE AT VA3 1 Bh Al T ik 2 2 52 0K G
DUIAT SR A Sy =3 Z A RBE DG R WAL . R, AN A
AL A e AR R A R AR AR AR RUBE OB i 7
B byisl S E PR H# A MR A EA
RTE 2O i RBE B AR SR R a5 | 48 T IR
AT EEMATEIZ G b 0 ROE T 45 IE U BRI
B T AR A D Bl ZE A R e AT B R S ] B AR
XE R REATEN . & IR R,
AMARRE N MUE A B S AR SN [FYE . G g

EE(ES T2 F )& s A a5 h b & e s
NTT T2 FHE — Ly A @572 LU K Kurtz(2003) 1
5T H e R A ARG EE T AL (human rights, not
civil rights) i 80 AT BRA% S ROBE S LA K 5 “ il
R BUA FIEGAR HER (REDGT, 2008) AT B4R R
Rl 4 /0 s Pl 2 rh s R F B B A FREE A2 3
)b 7 AR e A T 7 SORECE AW B AR —
Fih 235 IR 114 HE 44 (Haarstad et al, 2007).

33 WAKRET

RO A S R AU R R e —RE
FEAUT RIS LR WEFEN &3 1Eh
— s BE I , AR SO AR LIRS BT 5 28 R
EE R OE VS OIS R TR i U EE L NS5 @
TR G R AR LA B AR —— R R A )
i RER A RS,

e, REBGARE—MAREN SR, —Jm,
TEQ B A BH 2 T WA P A A T e, U
A A ) O R 527 31 R s AH B RUBE EE
AR . 1 U0 Kurtz(2003) Air $2 H A% R HEZL A
FREERESE , R BOA T E— 28 AR U 26 R3S
Y TFBAI R X R 10X H AR5 ) KRR,
T30 FRTEAT SR A (R s ) R S - B
AU 5 FR D HIAT TG R D7 ) & e, 53—,
[l — AR AT BE R 1 AR A A B[R] R BURE B
PR R FB . rEkBuz s, b 1R A B
PO T, 8 BT RE 23 Rl R IBURUE L #EF B
(-5 [ o B A JBCA IR 2R ) R 4 - B (s i)
Hby 7 1) b Y s R AR ), e Ah , RURE A A AR
AIREXTA ) 56 R HAE W2 . dnaakibad R,
R E RS 525 SEE BRI R (A R ) fe g i = = PR
e AR 85 T EREU .

8 REBGA T, &4 FRAEEREE A 57
R 7 5 2 B i 55 1 A7 R BRUAH I A LB o )
B, 9T R RE LHETFB, wism 3 3 (A i
] T B8 A RO SR BOE FHEFB. B TR
BE B R 5 AU R ANKE N —— 2 Gk = A T
KA IEPE B, PR 55 353 AT SR O 4R
FB Y RPN R AR R X H B4
FIR 7 ) & J . AN (S AE) PRBE [ 22 5 B AR AT
it FoRAME L L U5 R R 55 Rk 5 KRETE
i (Concerns) & A 55 RUBE - #EF- B, 39 1 B 1918

@ TRe DA P B st iy e, FURAE T o AN AN A AN BN S5 )y T AR S e S A A ORI A I8 %458

EXERER BT
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IRIETEAL . ML, 3 2 TR A RE T
BRI HA A PG, R & AN TE B B AT g
JEHE N . QNN B 53 AE AL Bl 2 fE AL A A R
KA/ AL R 5 0 -1 11 55 AR B ZR AR I 2R 5%
X LS B0 (X1 2= M4, 2011a), BRAR N A EE2H
WA IR e R T 1 AR A RIS A ik
RAF LR A S S B, — T e A
JEG P I —AN T = 2 AR SF AU, o —
7 T o7 DA sk A 1 B T 2 X B ARG
TS B o IXATYERAF A 5k Ay 3 ek RO T 4 FR il
SRR 25

o= RIEBUA TP HERA ELMFES. —
51T, AR A v B B R I3 b s o A R B
FREEAEAE O AfeAs o X AEA T X X Y 1 ATl A
H RIS B o 52 AKE RN BEK - 26
R, AT BUE PR N REE 5 B e B
T F BA A R LT ARt e i L yve L. oy
AR v e SEA AT Ry ST B B [ - A R, 32
BURIFP S . —Fh R4 EIRE 5 R AN ]
+ 1 B AE AT A0 N SZEERT AR L b X 1 24 5 o) —
BB E AR TEUZ S, Bl % B 0 M
(An P AR ) B J2 24 o) ST Hb B R . AR
T, R O3B, Ml ) L Joln sk B 35 5 v ) J2 4
2 A5 BRI BH A R, R D3 RN 2 90 2 8] i AH
P B0 AT LR R JZ B AE Gl Fn =gl 2
G PR (PR, 2009), XFHFIE FEEN S
IR AU KNG 24 22 [ A7 A6 ALUAE (Trade-off)
W AT SR AR A SRAFAE AL IR 2 B A A
WAy o SEBR L A R J SR AL R RE R A T B S
BT RCR W AFAEAUT , AR T S5 L e A 3], 77
TE“—TO AL . — e " s il . 24 9R X iy el
— 2GRS R ARE AR T B R . 5
(O 22 (Genesis) ) 2 11 % Hfv a7 1 i A8 L HE L TF
7 BH L LA Bl RIS AL, FE AN ] AR A 3 A
H, BLAR ANBOR AR P 3 K AR IRE T, (02
AN Z [FFESFHOAF R 25 VR ZHE BERIMIK,

S — i, RO EGA TR E 5RO E R AR,
SR AR IXE DL e . Taylor S54R St 7E
CEGA ML )b 4 1, B T AR TR AT R Y
PEPRARA Ho 70 B, e e RUBE IR £ 10 4%
O PR BEARR T B /N R A 3 i TR Y
ONPIE SCIE PR A ROBE By HR X IRUBE AR 38 46 R
128 FAAFAE T (O B3R OF SR8, 4 Taylor 2578

PFE K — AL A X0 i T 2R R ERCGRIEN], A
ARICN N, th FIRIZEGR R T AU MR A
2N BB E Z W B EE , PO A TE SCE AR
A By T RUZBOAR A WA 2 R A
JE 7% 18— MR R RT3 58, DR A AR AR 0 A e N 1P o
InfERRsgIE g b AR £ A e R OG5
T o 58 A IS5 X 0 A A AR X 1 B A ) £
W], PRI o 28 (Y BOR A5 RAR 2 SR AL Z 3, i AR
il BEAL R D TT 58 o RV TS e 2 A R B R
G TBUREE T HEGAA £, (R R T2 FEAH
MR AENE 7 WO RIS 2 # kD S 2% h fE
FRTG YR NA 7 EOCE R R 2R TA
WhRE” ) RN ——H I 2 A ) A 2 — A4 B
ko 93 —ANRIEUE R 7> B EARPAFAIE TR R
JEHOG T BT REZEB (I 58 B 2 2Pk, — Bl
TR A TR O SR I AN H 2 TR
JEBGATE S A ke . AR 3], A A 1R 2
VI 32 i 2 AUH 1 [, — B el s iR
AR AE EIE, WK N HZZIBE" MBI 4E
SHRT , HRARE” . H Tl R IE L W E
ARG s i B TR F S Be fa L, d ik
T e EARIE SO Ak SR, AT AR
IR AR ) AR, DA A 2 i 1k
BRI, O 1R B RO A B SR R RO, AR
SCEHE AR B A R R REAE, B A DR A I (5
g [T R0 B A X — IRl IR i, oy AR [m]
e XA BIATERI AT

4 REE5THE

RBEAE R N SCH B2 0 22— D4R
RN T )z 560 . SR, H AT RSB S E i 0
TEW . AL, — Lo B AN G TE RS Y S B i
[ AR BEBGA TR B 2, R RS ELIR B9
WFFE LS IR SEUE AT o 3, B = RGeS L
DL A BRI o A SO el 7ol b il i
56, A SO RS B0R 7 i o = A ad fe—— R AL
RS KRR AL . B BUE— 4
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Towards a theoretical framework of “politics of scale”
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Abstract: Since Neil Smith initiated the arguments of "politics of scale" based on his studies of the homeless,
scale has become a hot topic in political geography. However, it is a pity that a comprehensive theoretical model
of "politics of scale" has still not been developed despite of a large number of debates on the concept of scale
itself and various empirical studies conducted in different cultures. In this article, we propose a three- step
theoretical model of "politics of scale™ based on the existing literature, especially the structural and post-
structural perspectives to power, the second-abstraction view of scale, and the large volume of empirical studies
on scalar politics. We argue that "politics of scale™ is pillared on the processes of scalization, rescaling, and
articulation of scale with power relations. Specifically, in "politics of scale™ power relations are embedded in
various forms of scale that can be mainly decomposed into size in material space, level in organizational space,
and scope in discursive space. The existing scale frames or scalar relations are reshaped or rearticulated by
different political actors. A three by three matrix is developed to incorporate the dazzling strategies of rescaling
in terms of scaling- up, scaling- down, and rescaling. Different political actors will adopt different rescaling
strategies to transform the power relations and legitimate/problematize governmental rationality according to
their own interests. Several basic laws and paradoxes of "politics of scale” are summarized. The specific
characteristics of "politics of scale™ in China compared with its Western counterparts are also summarized,
including the dominance of administrative level, underdevelopment of scaled discourses, and decisive roles of
the Internet and international intervention. We also point out some issues worth further exploration, such as the
problem of political justice in "politics of scale™ and extension of the "geographical meaning" of scale in political
geography. This article may contribute to the growing literature on scale and Chinese political geographical
studies.

Key words: scalization; rescaling; politics of scale; political process; power relations



