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THEENHEZWRERBREY
BB A BEE RAE

(1. ZFFVTIE e 5 M PRl b L EL T 6505005 2. B BTt K p b PR 24 0% , B B 210023)

B ApSOMAIE SAUE R EIE 3R HTHE T obk 32 SO B2 LA Al IR T Lot 32 St B0 B
T PR UL R S, LR A A St B R ) P RO FEAS AR T, Lot SO R — T Y
Jrtegeat o AR EAR R A A GRIPE A —ITie R T skt B R ks Rk s )b BAT S E AR G AR
HIAARIE . FEAPUIR AT LR b, 2ot 3 O B UE W] 1 2ot e S R Y 7 k2 b Al T8 H A e 7
RIS, ZhHE 1S4 T B A PSR Bl R A i 1 2 WL Y TR , RS 1 s R 2p A A v
SR TR R AT S F R T A A UE R RIS HEA . IR TEA ISR R A I R 2 T
b SRTA L 3 SO B T I AT AT — R R R RS X — M e S SO B A M B A L, L LA
NS PR JEAR R AR At P REAR G b R AT B SR . PGy ok I SO R 208, 5 T Y 7 Y
H2 SO RBARAR IR RN TG OGH . 7 B 2 1k 32 SO B AT U6 R RS i E A v el e B HL s ] T g A
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B 2 SCACSEABAR IR KA BT v o SO B~ 1) S 18 R TH B TE RO (i
K 88 3R T ITies A ARERAT; 2ErhunAl s ZorE S SO s PR A UL s SRR R

2ot 3 O HE 2 (feminist/feminism geography) f2:
A P 2 AR 5 h 48 32 T E IR Z —
(H %, 2007; Ji 5 bR 4%, 2008; I T, 2008; Cress-
well, 2013; Nayak et al, 2013; Johnston et al, 2016),
i L, T TP o SO P XA 45 b P2 T
FAEMIHEDE, oA rh G T — RS WO SR I 174
KT RSB IBEFE (AR, 2016), 2ot 3 X
BB R D 1] A R S o BE NG I B
(1) 24~ 55 —2F” (McDowell, 2006; Fz 4%, 2007; John-
ston et al, 2016; Mohammad, 2017): Je—, %2 2l
NEHR Y, (0 SR/ 0 #1228 (B2 I e 53 B
(4, BRIt , 2o MEAE Ak 22 (] v A 4 T 2475 3
BB, i F ks s [A] A PR SARRAIE s e =, 2otk
T2 S A AR Y07 A b 3 A (A 3R Bl B B
S B ERIEIT 0, A P A AR
FHFN MR R0 A 1 Z2 00, DR UG, 2 vp PR SRR A

Yim B HA:2018-02-23; &iT HH#H:2019-01-09,

DINNEEE LY=o 1DN:/ &

Pk F SR SR TR AR T TZ
M (Jenkins et al, 2014), TEALSRR Lotk £ %
13 3 R 7 25 2 e (Curthoys, 2014) : — 2K &0
VERAN R AR BT BUET ; — R LA R —Fh sy
Bl s = 2R oM —Fh A B R A T 05
TERCSESa 2otk o O Bz 007 B B RRAA
Ry A FE SUAS By AT DI Ry — s 8] 52 e, H H AR TR
TIrfi AL 5o i 25 () 41 21 45 14 (Pratt, 2009a), 7 Pate-
man (1989)%& K , 2ot 32 SUKFE Y H bRz —(H & Hliidk
FFE AR L MR AR Z 3 B B3 (8] B A . 20
20 90 -, Bl Lotk 3 2= 5 2R R 2
TS A R B2 Y 52 5 (Pratt, 2009b), 1 3 X
PR A A 8 — AV PR Y B 25 R 40k (Nelson
et al, 2005; Johnson, 2018), H.JF K7E T4 215 sh#
HA MR ery 2 B2 (Mollett et al, 2018),
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X MBS T 5, 2ok 32 OB AN IR
BT At S 2 o] R b B 2 2= B T A SRR AR 1
S R 25 3 [B) 25 40 A2 B 25 44 W M il Ak o
AR PRI 22T AR S A T, TR P 5 T )
L IR R , 43 BT TR P e A 23 23 () ) A
27 Bl ) R G SR A f6 (McDowell, 1999), M
7 NATIXS b B 2 () AR 7 3, A1 A 3 2 O Py B
BT o MR Chalmers(2013) & 1 , X Ff b B2 WL 1Y)
OH AR AT Mo B2 A oE N ATIE
WP S A 2 i OGRS R Y AR
Z B Lotk bR 0 2 A FEE H AR, A SO
A AN RS 3 A2 kR e Lot 35 S
PREFLRIRE . AARIS GAIS A e AT
FHEIEZR 10 3 J5 T (4 5 7R, 2004) , 1H7% B AL
WHA —E RHRMERE IS, 2017), 43081
WP U B AR RIS EEAR R 8, AR5 THE &
P 32 SO R RIS BT S [, IR e 730
R SHMNEKR . T XARERIE APLE T
S BTSSR FRE 2o 3 SCHB PR 0 AR S Al |, A
ST 2P 32 SO B2 W AE A b 32 SR AR s rp
SR T A

1 2o 32 SO B AR S

1.1 ot E IR S HE R R A fRL o) &

2P S SCHb P A T I A AR (AR (R, S Ak
At 225 [ 25 A IRl R, IR Ik ok A 4k £ 25 T 4%
(OB X =R LW a R BB A W2 e ve 3 et ]
iR MERR UL, R R S S A
(Massey, 1994), McDowell(2006)45 ! , 11 34 2 &]
FEAE— BRI SIME A —JCIE RAE . BHERAEE N
N HEAs ] ANEZS (R TAEZS 8] AR = i) A 2
] gl 372 ) 45 5 Lo RAE B AN 25 18] N AEZS ]
FA 28 (8] R PR ZS (8] 5 AR 2 T) L 9% 2 ) A0
Phzs ] AU as ) 4E . X sbss(a], oA AR
(R 2s AR AR PP B Sk Ry 2 0] 5 B Lo PEFRAE
(18 2 [T U2 P A = e ) AR PR Y 25 ]

1£ McDowell (2006) F 3k , X Ffi 2= (8] It i B
A URZINFE S SR IR . EPE 7 1L 5 b
YIS RE A oS B AR R SR AR O
M3k A7 AE R 5 10 EL, X 88 T Onie A E iR ETE AL T
GG TR (B 1), TEiX—Z5Hrh, AR AR
A 5 sk A TCHLS TS [R] A FRAE CAn 8% AT, SC
b BRPE RS b A5 R A B NS T AT R

KIS/ B

Lok
L3
2 IN

5 \
iy \

i ot \

4l Pawson(1992)& 24
Bl 1 PSSO i S5 9 — oot

Fig.1 Hierarchical dualisms in traditional Western culture

TR, AE 8 43 B A4 38 23 Bl BTG 1 A0 3 SCRA AR R
HYFEAA , JLEE FI Lo PR I 25 B A o ik = 58 4 1) v
(Sibley, 1995) PRI, AT THR RN " S B3 1 e 5
HERA LU R BRI 35

X UL 757 — 2R G )2 e B Sk
LA HME AR ARG P (F ) B M, i
AERRIN otk AR A0 R BAG 8k AN SE 08T
Gy G FHIE R R 23K T H 48 (Ortner, 1972), iX
LB X AE RS I FAR S Sk —otie b S 8ot L
ORI SRS A AR B T O R (Ander-
son, 1995),

[ RN < 2 N v g 91 0K 1] A el [E
4 IR REAE 2 P 32 M B2 = A 22 B 2 AE . 1
e, X I — 25 AR [ R A TR B G Lot 32 SO PR 2
) 2 R A A TG, A B @A T 38 B i 2.
PR3 CHB PR 2R RS . FE 2tk 32 OB 2R R R
ANFE BB, T e i L EURE], HA RS
YA AN TR I . 20 22 70 4RAR DIk
e BRI R R AT T 4B Bt (Johnson,
2009; Pratt, 2009b; Johnston et al, 2016), {H i 2 4~
B A e a8 2 A7 8 2 1Y 3t P (McDowell,
1993a), T CLABHRL RN F ek U B~
EN NN =Y IR U | ) NI €2 o V| B S N N
WA AR Y, B TP 3 SO P 2 A TP )
b2 ] 56 22 1 [R]IRF 3 9 S A M oG 2R A A4, AR SOf
AN 2ot 3 SO B2 AR 5 e i 25 ] C R A
oG R IBAR—IFEIA
1.2 SR LT ERARKIL

FE 2P T SO B 2R 24 20 128 70 AR, £
P B A €02 2 A0 Lot o SO B G T ) 32 )
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R, A T GBI 52, I Lk T SO B
RPN Y 5 B A R IO T
VAR RIS S R A, % 55 LS E
JLFT 364 (Bowlby et al, 1989), ZFrAEUS T
VA TR IA , S PR DR G I A 2t 32 SO P~ K
KA, 2 BRI 4 38 L 1 18] ) DR M Aoz, 3 g
3 2 ) R0 R il e e s TR g ), T PRy
B TS o) D s A7 R A, i A — B0 )
VR FE SO B 2R B R R 4 5 T WF Y (Pratt,
2009b; Mohammad, 2017),, 8 & #F% k2 P 3
(geography of woman),

L R S AT L B — I A g 55
AT, FEA4 Lo RS ALy BRIBE | R g 310
R d 5SS 5, IR T 2otk et
ST A MIUEES 7R K ER I - bl il AR S
F S R S X AR R AR B T RN
SEI s (] [B) R, A TCETEAL 2R 2 v U L PR
(1) A J L3 (Bondi, 2004), 5“2z VIR (1) F 5K A
[7 , 20 T2 80 AFAQ A IE 2o 1k 3 SO B2 iR 32 Ty
v 8 SRR A28 R Ho o A 05 i s L R T
“ft o A B (socialist feminist geography)
B X — B Ek B S Lot B R SR
BEPEFIAL ), 2 45 260755 B B 32 S0, I Y
WRF P S B 225 . TEWRE Lotk — Rk
AR A B 100 2 P L 2 B — R R I AL 25 03 28
FEh T, Ay T2 St b B2 SOKG MO A DT
AL P SR 8] o 3 J IR 1) L P AR € T TR AT
77 Sk 18] T 98 3 S ACRUHR A EL G  , #Ro3
221l P A o A AR gk A o T 55 TR A M ] O3 AL
(Pratt, 2009b),

PN TR 1] 25 T 2 20 HH40 80 4R 4tk 3
SCHPRAARIFSE Y 08, DR 52 5 v S8 2 SR
18 2V 32 SCHI P~ G PR 3 Rl -1 1) 2 TR ke i 4
PR S, DN 3K 2o 1 19 23 8] AL ) (MeDow-
ell, 1993a), At , McDowell(1993a)45 H1 , 45414
T2 S e R B L P e B R AR AT A
— R L [A) IR < Lo PR L M L e — P Al
Ho X HAE TR ae i & 52 Lt
B w2 32 SCL s PN T 5 PR 2 R dEAR .

F SRR 7S R RAE 2 BRI, BEF K
JIFr PG JE: 1 A5 A 2 v B O A 1Y) (Massey, 1994).
22 T S B GO X R IR B PR Oy 5 i TR

(man- made environment) (Weisman, 1992; J& 1% &,

2014), X FaEoy T LI ZOR UL, th T4
PR — AR A REA, 5 AR RO T 0GR
5 5 A [F) (McDowell, 1993b), J Tk FEfY 3=
gk Aoy S RIS HE e 2o B AR B
M2 AN PR BRI HE T O R (KR, 2007), 38
B3 3 NP JE e 28 . ARSI R |
RFE S T S PR B N M AR O, (BA
TERY [ AT AR B A — T i A%

1.3 ERFEIZMEFBARKL

20 T2 90 4EAX, 5 4E 2y 32 A M st 3R A
WY 2 55 2ok 3 SCHL BB 5% B% A7 & 28 1 (Pratt,
2009b; Johnston et al, 2016): — % J& 4E 2% & 5 J 32
St 2253 26 K H A M5 ST [ 4 7 AN [ 4
AT Th A 22 S Y 25 R A PR R O PR (femi-
nist geographies of difference); 5 — 4 J& it Lo tAt
SR FAMREN Ao F A H PR (feminist trans-
versal/intersectional geographies).

FLYE McDowell(1993a) %} “ 2 P 4t B 2 Hi 4L PF
R I, 22 S 1) R AL 52 3] 2 M 3 SCHb B2 510
L, -2 W ST B L o FF Cresswell (2013)F1ZK
FLINAF(2016)F 2 , 2P 32 SCHE IR 27 0] 28 S 1 ST
ISR 3 kB Ho—, e =R, 5GTE
AFEGG 5 S0 A A R A 16 28 0 22
SIS [ AR MR e R B, OGTE
BV S A2 RN A [ ZERE e 1) 2 AR X
— A TS e AL E A S R R
23 [a] [l H =, Vet s A R MR, S TAN R
FOEHEZCE M R SC & s A P4 |
ROEEZR MR X 3 x5 LA, B
RS [ HE R T A RIPE S Z )t 2 oy 1 25 5
BRIV 0l A 22 ] 0 53 0 2 1 A B R LY 4
i A Lo M5 PR R T Ol B A 7 B AT (B
2007; Mollett et al, 2018),

BT My B AR Lotk ) 28 5 ACAH
HEOA I BRI 25 8] 53 B ARG PR A R
AL FE SR, 25 S 2ot 32 SO IR IRV Sk
23 [A] 2 FH R 1A 2 SO AR 2 i BE R Y . 3
T il A 2 ) — H AR, A 23 B R AN [l 4
2 SCA FTRE 2 ) B P2 A 520 (Massey, 1994), 5
Z Mo A [ AEA [l At 2 SCre AL 25 i 2 vh T
AFEE , RAEPE RIS 8] 1) M BRSO 52 R 24

T2 TR AL T 58 2 2R 0 1 ) O 2R A 1)
23 (RIS, 2 S5 2o Vb 3 e IRAE VG 5 A 48 SCAb W&
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PR R AU Lot BN R AE N GBS
W, B BRAAEAR KRR AR 1,
7 AR 2k 5 SR B ke S L) (Sibley, 1995), ##
FE , Rose (1993) & I Lot Ak F WA b o7 79 JEAEL S
AARPEASORIE T X Lo B 2R, SEBR - FARTR
B T o X T B A SRR PR S — A B
) [ AR A A SO 5 B A X0 37 T
14 KEXBRRBAREKIL

BN i £ P B 42 3 SCA PR B RS £
23 (AN ) R e i) A A AR TR B S Lotk A
M5 BRSNS XR IR A 250
G ) 2P T2 S, L) A B R R 51 FE X R OC R
Fo FREXPROCR IR S L S B 2
S, (HIX 8 22 T I N RAEATART 2 B AF R O FR
i 9% 51 Latour(1993) AT 875 M 28 #iie , Lotk &
SCHIRAE GRS A B S M R
EXTFRTERT, B 5 MR R AR 1T 8 (What-
more, 1999), KL, MEUATE T4t 5 B b 7E
F A, 55 PR 18] 5 2 s TRy X w2 4 e
A POE VR RN 2 0] 2Pk 5 55 P dn o) 38 15 A0
HOCHRAEHE T4 nyk b ik 1 2 o023 (Al & i
(Ruddick, 1996). X #f, Iri 5 M 25 (8] 5 £ 25 1]
(SRS R B T IR

BIRTT B MZE BB E HE T 2ok 32 SOl 2
P 23 [R] DG 2 P 25 SRS ) 6P RRAE L (B PR B
T WP B ) s AR T B 25 5. X T
Haraway(2008) 13t , S5 9 A7 AF S L SO i o6
WG T A5 2] 2 SR el AR 14, 35 55k 4 ) 58 4 1) o S
LA E—FE . A, Haraway AN S5 2
S5 TR ) S B AN TE T B A JoT B B ) B 7 O
BX, T2 e (becoming) A1 51k (becoming with)
)X % . Haraway(2008)E %, “fL " B2 54k
(To be one is always to 'become with' many), /&%
P 32 S22 58 Whatmore(2002) 1K) Hybrid Geogra-
phies — - {E Haraway(2008)fie 18 7E (1 W 15 & 26 22 Hif
A E H R, {2 Whatmore £ W Y T Haraway -1 56
TR A M 09 W A5, I K Haraway & i j& Latour
(1993) W FR k=2 J5 38 ] B 45 P Y 43 385 75 (Whatmore,
2002), X} F Whatmore e iit , Toit & H SRIA & AL,
DL HAE A ] b R 4258 40, Aot R TR G i 46
o X — P AR R S e AN PR Lot 3 SO
2%, AE Cresswell(2013)7 2 , Whatmore(2002) ) T.
VESZHE T 4 CH H B (relational geographies) it
()33 A , A AS B ) 22 S M OQIR Mo e 1) 1

TRAPER B IE

A R ST AE A P S SO PR AR
FASH M BIHET . otk 3 2= A, A
M B T Ho i 2 6] 02 th 200 14T 8 KA B
KRB, AFEAE R — 1Y 0] FLE (1) %5 8] (John-
son, 2016). WAk, FAF2S (B R SLAFE PR AT B2
HL— [ (Hopkins, 2018), 7EiX —MWF5% #4245
25 (1] ©AS P B A A R P 2 ] T R AT 2
[] , 2ot 32 SCH B 2 BT AN 35 18 T AU s
S ZS [ C R AR T 5P OC R R 545
KB A3 8] ¢ £ (Valentine, 2007; Domosh, 2017).

TE A 32 O ER 2 ph 22 5 B 58 0 A (R
AR, A OE R B T EHH M. WRTATIA,
TE L e b FRRN Ak 2 3 S P B b M oG R JEAR
AAE It . SR, 7628 53 L P&
BH RS oMY % 8 R S (Rose, 1993; Sibley,
1995), Lo 32 S P 27 A (A S ) 558 0 SR V5 SRt
AHICE R EF AL HA iU # Jy Hinchliffe
(2007), 3% Haraway 1 Whatmore [} 11 , Hinchliffe
(2007) I\ F SR AR 24 4 LA B R — 1) L L A AR
RN N VR & ) B eSS (1B =8 WU L /K% N
Hinchliffe(2007)45 i , P4 7 SCALH N5 H AR =57
AT T AR AR S S0 —ongs
FRFRIE T EE R T A et & 15 AR AU 1E
K% . Hinchliffe(2007)F5kK H SR PR A A F 5
PRI, bG5S I 3 ST A 3 B kA
Z b A, N bS5 2 04 A AN B L Ry B — L
B, UM AU SR Z R, BRI 2R .
I, AR — g AL E 2R, AIETEIR B 5
1) SEH I ANHIE R

2 Lok SO I AR T RS
A

2.1 IR AR A PR A TR a8

FELo M 3 SCH PR R TR BT L AL R
Y IR R TF A 32 20 7™ 4% A A . B DG £ 1 Y
PRI B AE 38 7 2 A B PR U PR R i 22
FLAN R [0 B (Zelinsky, 1973; Hayford, 1974; Wom-
en and Geography Study Group, 1984), XLEEHF5¢ %
PR, 7 Ml B A A 7 L PR AT AL A i 2 R
R R M4 g B P HE R BRI (FD
2, 2016), TEIK 78355 (2016)F 3K , 201k 7 Hb B~
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TN ALTE T — R A A B A, 3 BRI
15 S5 b P R b B PR AL TR o A R A
LT g =l LN R G SN 25 Y NI V) e 7 SR G
PR Mk F BN HCE APy H L, &
HHEHE H AR B . 2T e A b B
B SEFECT A EE I P R L
BIHAE A P B R R BB . Hr
TR AE RS F2 B 3 s R R ) B B, B2 44 Tl
(REAT B PE AR I 1) B — AR [l AR 22 Lo PR 2 5K
PEHEBRAE 2 BHA T Z SR K b A5, 2016)0

2 A B B 2 A Y 55 $C T 8T MR
PEMRAEIE R B . 5, A R O S A
B S AR S RRAE . B, AN -HBOC R 7 X — B 2
A% D&, HAR G2 1 9 SCER 3K 72 “man-land rela-
tionship” ., 5 “man-land relationship” #H X} i 19 “ A —
Hb O R AL G 1) 95 S S “man-land tradition” (4] 41
Pattison, 1964), 7F Mk N\ZSHE 1 2 AT S Man's
Role in Changing the Face of the Earth ' ,/E& Z A
P M < B O (man) K ACE T A2 (human)
(Thomas, 1958),

HWK g e R 2R NS IR 2 A T
FFRAEM B, FEAEGe b BEE | 5 Aol L X
2% [ A0 R ()P 4 5B M R L P A
R (HSEPR X sl AR AR LR BRI A
JE K B i# 1¥) (Monk et al, 1982; Rose, 1997; Johnston
etal, 2016), SCBLAE-ERHIIL [, 2 M3 R0l i
BTl B R AR AR 2 TR SRR, O
JUE Mt 27U XA B SR B AR A P B )
PRAFFEHE ] T AR, LB M | BT Hb B R 55 Hb
T b P DU T S B A 15 B R SR o
(2K B ith &, 2016). 3X g AN XE 2 A% Sy i Monk %5
(1982) 13 20 {22 90 AF AU FiT 15 5 2 i Hu B~ F 5T Y
PRSI AR 2 “PE S B #E” (gender-blind theory).

FRUC, A d5 oy ™ 1Y, AR GE i PR R
T PR O I, TS 30 T ek
IPUR T B A2 B5E . Rose (1993)45 i, 548
P2 v pR 5 PR A 7 A s B 2R R A A L
SERY AT A b R R T A PR A 7 ) 2R
PPEAERF2E ) A fE Y. Withers (2018)H: & H
PR, 2 /0FE 20 4F T HB3 A R A AT SEPEHIRER s 2 AN
WG MR U B N B PR 1, eV 77 1)
IR IR 2 PR B2 A T o

FEARSE b AN AT k18 ) R 4l 38 P )
RO AR A 3 SO P 2 X% 28 b R 2E A A T

WA R AR Bas [ AR 58 402
2l PRSP R, B — A A M ) R (PR,
2016), THXF 2 PETE M B2 ) Lok S
FR2AAE 20 tE22 90 AR R EITF 46 i IR A 2 PR 7 3
by E | U B PR ) 25 S ) Z RN
P w R P REAR 9T = Y B W (McDowell,
1989) X L = SCH PR 2% Gk U, IS8 2o M E
PRI AR P rh A2 B RE B AR IR AN AL S v U7
F SIS T %98 T (Maddrell, 2009), B3 25
F SRR JERIE M F 27 ACHLE R BRAH I L
FAE Ry eI AH B SR (Harding, 1986).

[ AR AT LTS R =t S A
B A AR BE A G, RIMESE Y 5 351 58 118
MR e N R RIFFE PE ARAE , 20719
Y 22 AT ) 55 A AT ) ORI TEURE DG BEG |, e = I
SE I Sk il 1) 2 P30 i 2 RO AN B A R
PR WAL R R (Keller, 1985), 446 HL
= LoV IR A SR N, ot 3 SO SR BN
ST AR RE AR 7 M SR R T PR X S R
B RUZ AR VER , o E S 2 BT R H1H(Wom-
en and Geography Study Group, 1984), KL il
P27 G P s ol O ST oK, BIMd Bl s A
A 1 24 B e AR 6 T AR AT T A Y AR (Mad-
drell, 2009), X A AT
2.2 FEZHIARR

WIETETAR, 2ot 3 CHb PR 2F O oM e b P
7 3 2005 i 3 A PO I e EAE )
KFR o X BT U S22 ZA B e A7
Yo FEW N ISE F O H2E . 7F Monk 45(1982)
B, A P v 52 3 AR KRR % T3
PR XTI R SR AR . HA AR s Y,
e P B B SR AL G P22 T R T By
G PG/ B R RS R I T LR AL
T B b A B A B B A R 7 R A R
(Mcdowell, 1992; Rose, 1993; Jk 7%} 55, 2016; Jons
etal, 2017),

FEE 21 1=, Cope(2002) i , 54t HhFH
SR PUS BRI A K X — el , 1
PR FRATT AT A 5 R IE B Y7 Y a8t {E 2 531)

SR SZIETEX 2 Fpif i th R B . R, L
PE 3= SCHD IR~ A TR T TR ) 2 4 AR [ R - f
Fh s AR AR A € S 2 PR G R el s
M) 1 R 22 AR 7 LS 0l 22 S A A A b 2

ERINAVEL LN
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PP ) 5 M b B 25 R AR 7 O T Lotz 20
ARSI 1L G B2 vh ) — R 51 —Jsig 6
Fo kA SCHL AR IA 5k M 2% P L
TEALSE 15 55 PR 0 B i FERD 2 4R HE B AR B R 5 E
SRy R T AR AR | O U]l R R
Bl Lo PEARER R (B FE b 55, 2016) 0 A 1 I BRI Fil
NS 1 e I8 ), AN Lo 3 SO P2 T
— H AR P RS AR gL U BRI 1Y
SLA R AT O Y R . TR S B
FFFE T, R UL )38 SR B R B 35 Wb 20 ikt A1
FAHZ B A 1T H B AR A 7= ok 2 Je X
T AE Al o J7 AT A A 235 3 36 (Cresswell,
2013), S, Lok 32 SO B 24 A R i 5T AN
ATREASZ AN E AT (BUR SRR s, R,
“UFAIBIFTE” H AR T8 Y 5T 77, i
M EMEIL AT BOA R . At , Lotk
= SR S R AL G A M B 5T , B SR B L
FESERULAY L 3388 A, FEL IR ) S LI o 4 SR A
R T BRI FI 25, VE i Rl 1 2 2
fERHIUE(JEA% 22, 2016),

FE A M BRATE 5% 0 SR 95 B L AN T BLR
LS R R T, otk 32 b P 2R R R S BRFSE
R 20 R b o1 2 Va B SO F ) IR SN NATTIE R 5 20 S
HEASEEIEMATR , BOFIE 4 R 53K 5 A5
HE B, A AE SRR (Rose, 1997). FTIBTE
SRR R AR = i AR T F T SRS
HHB B AL A 237 5 R s S T
IXEEAT J TS 51 22 S 2 R F o8 3 S Ao o
AT B A L LAV (FEA% 22, 2016) 0 PRI, AR
He e g B EUA I 5P (situatedness) , B A 77 HY G 0
TAA Bt B A 15 5o (Haraway, 1988), A2 I 2
S, Lo T2 SO R~ SBR[ B A AT 9% S
WEFE A S5, e g e/ B A7 i
R R TR E0 2 ST LR (Monk et al, 1982;
Hikg 2%, 2016),

2.3 BRMAZEIE

M T 52 AE Z 0 A IS g s Ak R Y
W, 2o Pk SCH PR 22X Haraway(1988) 42 H AT
ST RN T BRI FAT A Pkt — i 4 37 3 1
P&, DT ol b B 22 SR A P s R AL TR R LR 2
(2 20 ZR G0, T 4 AT AT A o 1 A 1
TeAR ] (A% 22, 2016; Hiemstra et al, 2017), i HZ
SO, Lotk B PR E e s ARG E L R 1Y A

J2 M (reflexivity) , HAERF T AL TR0 S 5 5 FIFE T
7 T 4 RS T MR R 7 75 18 (Rose, 1997; Moss,
2005).

TEWFIE IS 55 20 L, R T A Hh R 2= 5
Dy rh e A , 2otk 32 LR AE SN R N
WA T & 51 3 WIFIE SRR H R A
(positionality) , 1 /i 14 (betweenness) 55 Jii JlI] (Hiems-
tra et al, 2017), Lot & SCHIEHEIA R, A5 55 1) b B
208 U BB IS 0 TR T A S Rk
5T F AR, IR 58 0 W] A5 B e S e o
B i B 2 % 7 1 (McDowell, 1992), 7F X — i
o FFE B SR IE 3 B XA BT R B 32
FIoe, W HIE S T R R SRR T R
(kg 22, 2016), Pile(1994)i835 i, FEE G £ %
TICHE AP Y T ot B A MR A
K, FHE ICIEHER KRR st R ERk — oo
W, AT U7 B 22 SR A = o 1 56 RN R
B A A ) ) £ 22 5 T L 3 B Ok i ] B R 6
Fo NI R ZI0 v L P b B A T T 14 )
FRENR, 2o 32 S P 5 R o A AR S
FARI IR, P48 Lotk 3= X B 505, BB 56
RN B A BRI S IR | IR
FHW A E BT B R AL ;R i (Caretta
etal, 2016).

TERFSEFEF |, Cope(2002) B4 24 35F — A2 1tk
F CHL 2R T VR SRR Y, R AR S R 2 )
R RS TR T SRR AR R
07 T8 35 3045 25 R S RV 52 . Cope(2002) il
Moss(2005)48 Hi , 2 32 b B4 AE I 97 S e I
ANREEE— 1977 1% AR AR 2 M 2 SCH B2 R R (1
WIS F B R A 1 32 2 T RS AR, G i
P — P2 B Lotk 3 SO PR E R YA E . 4 Monk
ZE(1982) RN , Lo A i B 27 v 52 22 400 14 JE TR k.
FEF T A e 2E 5 v R T VR AT
£ Monk “5(1982)F 2k , & HE 57 Tk R BHE R K
TR LA T B R o iU, I o Bl 2 2 Se it
W), gt TAE 2 FA LS % AL
PSR AR B o 2 Akt DR R gl R o AR v T
DLW 2RO R E AN A, 755
B P R G Lo 3 SO B R BB R L EE
B AAARAME T f A T 4 T HE R (DA
2£,2016), HORIE, % R B B o8 BE i S LA
FEITE B ARAE, — 2oLk 3 SO R R F ik
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FEABRT I bR 57 vk (Lawson, 1995),

KFEHE(013) 45 i, F I Lot 32 U7 X o
ST ST I 40 7 AR T L B R Rk G b B2
P ENE S E R Ei —otie, i Sl £ X5 E
R Z AN SRR R . FEAIE , B M PR
SRR Y G R Sl e g e o LB e o SN
b PR B 5 AR R A5 2 Atk 32
AT PRI — KGR, 2ot 32 SO A4 0 Y S
55 4 B B B2 RS A N 2 HE SR (McLafferty,
2002), T7EFEIETE (2013)F N, PR BBl 5
AP 3 O P 5 R AT 45 A I LR AR
Sy AR R 2% Al S A AR 5 PO iR
A ALY A TR S AN ) RUEE () H PR 5T
FHSCER , B AE AR BV 2B AR S R &
FERTZS th R A PR S A

2k 2 SO A v ) e S e T T
T 2ot 3 SO A — 2 p st . (H
20 48 90 A4 FR I UG, Lok 3 SO 2 5
TR A R A T IR O 2 S B A
W EEINEZ — FEEEXRETE KR, IRE L
(1 FH BE A 4 L Je 7 o 22 1 P 031 28 ), DT A B
TR 7 5123 1] X & (Kwan, 2002), 2ot 32 B
R A T BRI EAE T AR 7 5 035 1
T AE TR A T35 AR (o FH LSRG 045 ik R T 1)
P UE S BI 23 [0] 56 R 0 2 2, IR 1 25 ) 5%
RETZHMN A MBOE L0 S S BR R
rpok 52 AT B (Thien, 2009).

3 o T SO PRI R AR L X

3.0 LMEENHIEFN R

1E QN B~ 0 B UE IR s E e R S R A
1876 28 1 2% 1 5 54 (Johnston, 2006; Milton et al,
2014), FEiz i, Yo a9 AR I 5 Ay R AR Mg
2F AR T 5 Ay, A A 2 P 2 A AR AT A
v o o T S T 2 U0 Xl B e RELARL ) 5 g
SEPFEW T JLA DI

TG, otk b A Y T 2R R 2
S, A 3] A 2440 B 2 i T T B SR A
— IR T SO B 2 S5 3T e VR ST R
FR TS 20 R S X, fEHb P AR SIIE
SCH PR 2E W 2 S e LR ) Bl UL T BT 16 M PR
W TEEE e M HE 2% LE: B Stoddart (1986) Fl Liv-

ingstone (1992)#:#4 i) (Mayhew, 2011), {H7E 1
M P22 5276 5K, Stoddart 1 Livingstone #B A4 51
T R AT T A R R R TR A R Lo AR R R
X (Women and Geography Study Group, 1997; Sid-
away, 1997; Jons et al, 2017), FEIEIRICHL PR
J& 2ot 3 SO 52 50 TR A AR A ] Y 5
il (Mayhew, 2004), FRR T IR & L. R
FE, ZoME T SO B AE N B BT e B T SR
P, T HUEH T b3 AT B W MBI R X
PR RFIE 2 BLTE s B~ ML TSNS IF5E A
FAAFETT I, I ) R R A e O B
oy B HERAE 25 RH(Maddrell, 2012),

HWR, LoV 32 SCHb PR 2758 2o R ~F AR e A
POURFN s B8, ks 1 LSS [ 25 F ARl
et ol Rl e S B O £ o g [T o vy T e o
SCHB PR AR P ST e 8 IR S5l S5 5 T
ISR 7R T At 22 (R S5 A PR AE , B R
T A rh g S AU A& T ELAE Sy
UNGIRGD ST PSR LR &S At/
A1 2% B L Al 4o PE 32 SO PR i B R 8
52 e B9 27 AR 4 e (Nelson et al, 2005), 7E27F}4h
R 75 T, 25 A A TP oM e 2
TEFB 3 1 G2 R0 1 X1 1 45 b PHLCH Hh AR A A
A 5 A 1A P 1 e 9 2 %8 R SF 5 (Maddrell et al,
2016). JSAEHERRSE 327 R o, b 3 2 U
AR 3] L BT 9K S A , (R4 20 4 i Lo MEAE b BB 5
BLAS 8 Ml 35 b 1 E K i 42 55 (Maddrell et al,
2016; Jons, 2017; Monk, 2017),

FRUC, 2P 32 SO PR A R 5 1 B2 1Y)
MEESIR R . XA 2R O 2 Fh AR S
[ — R AL GE RO AR B OB B B R 5 50—
T2 {7 A 220 400 P B A A 3 2 AR P A0 B
b an, XF 128 Ak, 2o Pk 3 b Fie g i S
— R O S — B T 4 A
[] REDX 25 ] R 25 [H] 3 AN 742 Py, (L3 28 A I
HRIRAEAE 55 VR A B A E 1M, PR A i 2625 [] 45
J2 PP )l P A A 4 1 (Klitehin, 2009) .
PR SCHB B2 G A Dy, % 23 8] 10 B AE IR A
ARSI, 1T R R Rl ny A FRAY . Bt , Bt
T s (A& O AELE AN AR A T A T AR
VNGRS SN E a1 R e VAN 3 AR PSS
(Rose, 1993). fBANTEAS [A]A B A7 Y R PE RIS
e T SO PR A S AN 2 A A ] T
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RS HERAI Z L0 ARSI SR ZS ]

SR H i — M PR A AR OB i AL
F SO A B B ) CB RS T UL S T A
LY I35 R ) AR, I 1Ay b P 2 PO PR B 2
F]ARE A& A ST A & (PIMR B, 2015), TEZoME 3 b,
P2 K, NSCEE SCHB PR 5 A0 S —F H 1)
PRI A P RREAS W BOC R 225 AU R TF
A155]45 7~ (McDowell, 1997), Henderson (2009)45
WR o S SO TR 2 (P ) i A B b T — e
18 B 5 A P figp by ) BE AR AN [R) , ok 3 SR
POt L ) B A 5 A Bl A o BT AU OG B R
TTH . BRIEZ AN, 2otk 32 OB AE A il R AL S b
Pz rh gl Z A0 R ARE S E A b BlL2E A AR R 22 v, 1)
s by Bk TAES T ik S S AR s T
F A L R (McDowell et al, 1999), 1 H.
EL A A B A DM

HJe, 2otk S SCH AR Kb T M)
SRS . BRI, 2otk 32 O B A 2 PR B
RS IEE A 2 SR AR T T B A ST N
25— IR G BUE o AL PR A AN 5
W AR A HEF B ER RS E
(Nelson et al, 2005); 75— SR JE ik FE 5 LA XK
P, FZHE TRt sl Gl K5 RN GE
¥ AE AERE B (KT, 2016), FEIXLELYL
R BUBUE 2o 32 b PR~ B 2 i 7E B
LT RAFEER I H AT R 55T
YES 55 M TAE R C R B bR 6T iR X Pt F L
HANG B RZ A PR B BERSR TR AR AL P ) AR 0 S
(Hanson, 2004), 8, 1F & 5E T X3 26 DI AE 57 2 40 5%
BRI Lo 55 Y LR VAL 2tk 32 A R
sk AR HERR AR “ A 2 55 557 Z AN 2 PR B 2
15 T A, R L MR S A AT B A SR 45 IR
% "H1(Richardson, 2018).
3.2 HRADMIEFEBE PR E i

TELC M 32 SO B2 0 2R ], M P 2 R 2
SCHL A Zon b B C W 2. B RE(2007).
Cresswell(2013) . Johnston 5(2016) . Philo(2017)5540
FEE 20 TH20 DAk LN SCH I 27 G5l Ry 3 1 s 3
RO B AR (R 1), oM 32 SO 3228 5 A
AL E o FF IR, Philo(2017) 4 A SCHb 3 2~
() BRAR EAE R B A2 53 A T i - — Vi 36 o) 544 A
I, —vmidE AT R A Rz G R
MBI G R0 S 0 FE S NS T R
RIS . Philo(2017) K22 PE 3 SCHb I ) 3]

Shk) WU —3 . L VRN A 2ot Lk
T2 SCH B AF P A% SR 18] ) S R R 2 - B
TR B A A At 255 55 b i DA AT 5 &R Lo METE
i ER A R AR 7 v ) MU A 5 R B SR
oo ) M B U PR R RS G R, R
X B U AR PP ST R B B 2 R A P R A
B SRR AN Ah 2 Sl BORE I,
PRI H A 3 F 4[] 19 5C & (Dias et al, 2007; Hiem-
stra et al, 2017), FEXEEILPE Lo 4 B 2= A
NS e 2w BATT R AR TRR IR
{51 R PR 6 T M B 22 P OR B v (5 1 . BRI,
Pk OB AAAE 20 20 DK Y B 25 AR 0 N
S P A T (14 3 A % AR P R T Philo(2017)
ULIIEEHE AT 547k I I i 1)+ () 0

N 2415, Lo 3 OB E A SCHBE A
FEOLE R 20 a R Lok T X 2R R B T (1 4
Jeo AR OB 2R R JR U, 2o Pk O P
K FEE T8 s Lo Ve M 27 v i 7 i n)
M, e S8 3 OB A S SR L
F PR AE R R BRGSO
LRGN B VTR RAG CTE . 7E Monk 55(1982)F
ok, B oE 2 O AR B AR AR T A S AR R )
EIFRER LT A T A SRR, %
PG 25200 A N SCE SCH B2 B TN R 4R
D=8 O BN NG 7Y S b ok S L0 1 i
/WA TS IR F0 55 FEE”
ERREFZ M L MERE IR R L o Ttk i
P20 24 B AR5 5 v B8 3 SO A A SR O
PHEEAH G, ot 2 O B = AR T e S
IR AN, Lot T OB 2 R T v S
2 SR T R A S PR AR S TR R T etk S e
T SO SR AR oM S A 2SR AR A 2 rh
(4 DT P )R P Ak 23 43 T 5 350 Lo P i ik
PR P A (R R, P ) RS B 4% ) i — e
AT AL R UE 25 R (K 4, 2007), BRI,
N F Aot as 0] B A Ak £ 35 S b B R )
ol P 300 oSy T B ) b B2 A 5 TR DT ol
5 i 25~ AL PR 2 (Valentine, 2007), 5 A
SCAE SR N SC A S A A 5 B I A T R SC T
WATENPIE RS 2R 5 A N v 5
R Lo rE T SOt B 2E I (Rose, 1993).

KL 20 208 90 4EATF iy, e 7 PR LB )5 45
P 3 SCHB S A SC T S B4 R T 4 4 Y
Je i N BE A E b B AR A b 2 S S IR A 4
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Tab.1 Main schools of (human) geography and their evolution approaches since the 20th century

TR PR B XSy 2l E L ARSI AR
K ER: 190048 FIREIS (SSkiE) , TR K A4 25 AR IRIETE , 53 XA SO (1970 SRR ) A %
ZS [l 19604F8  XALaM AT IH TS0 SEHE 32 3, EAE 25 ) R SE o SCRAM , BT %0 DX sl B~ O BT, 5225 A S
vy At i S R PR A A IR AT
oo B S 19704R0 ol ERse 5 s MER) S SO ORRIERE  EEAEAL 52 T B SO, BT X s [LRR A TS X o 3 S
I =23 [ AL B JEAE R SO A
ASCE CH 19804FM% BIRE ARSI E S BRI G, BTN A (R AT AR, X o T S
g SRS SCHB B AR S J A TR
50 E S 19804E AL ZSEIRPARYE MR IR ERN AL B2 S va B T S A T SO, X T AR T SO IR R IR
g &, B A A AT b SCHBEAEA B2
Lo E M 19804FR PEBIR A PR AS S SR AT (R 52 S S A SO B | A SO SO B AR, BT 2 (A R
g ), e B DI, AR S MR AT, R A SO SO 5 AR 5 R S
HbIRAE AT S TR
JG &R E S 19904R 8 ZontE Wi R TR SR, BTEX S 2 0 T A SCHU A R 3 SO B R, X R AR R 3 S
Huz BTN B T ELE
JAZH R E X 19904RC FRAHIEE AHSOM I, BAEMRPE T RO 2 H e R SO A A58 3 SOR IR R L B A
B~ FEHIRUAR F2 B AEAR R HESLIR
JENSCE SC 19904E SEBRHL AR AR TG R AT IR, BTE 2 ASCE SO Aotk 3 SO R, X R ARG H
Huzs S B AR R SN (082 2 B U N w8 e S 3 A
JFNEAR A 20004R18  JRBURAMKIE AT E MBS, BEE N IR ASCE OB Lotk 32 SOBBE2 52, X8 B B2 A
I HAKRGEXR HESLIR
EREE  20004RM0  FREGAEI SMEHE Hr s i BRI SO R A SCE G 5 SRR MY
NS 2 [ RIS EOC W) , XA b M B 2A AT — 5 R
ALHEEE 200048 AREAKIE REER S5SNI, BESN ZASCE SO Lorh 3 OB R R 3 OB,

A 4R AR S B

XHEPEH IR 5 ANZEAR B P A i

1 P8 K2 45(2007) . Cresswell(2013) Johnston %5(2016) . Philo(2017) i B,

P4kl (Cresswell, 2013; Johnston et al, 2016), <4
SCHb 3 Xo] 33 e FEQHA Y & SR ARG — E RE ), AR R
RTE T2tk A AR AERRYN N S FE BRI IR0 At 2
SEAE AR MU (R A T M s e s AR 2R
OGP IR (R 1) Rl , 2otk 32 5
BRI, Lo iy 1) R AN R S T Lo PR T P )
TeIE bRV T A ] iR R . R, otk 3
()55 77 0 55 LA R “ B G AR RS JBY)Z L A SR
SF45W (Cope, 2002; Lahiri-Dutt, 2017),

SR R, 2 3 SO B U A7 e R 2
M FR A RN SC T SCH P2 S e SR 2 3T 20 a >k
WU Sy 387 24 1) b 3 = SEC P2 At 1 o B ) BRI
3T 20 a >k 1Y X i OCHK M = 28 o L oAb ny i
P77 HORFE HE , 3X — AR 2 20 a R Hb B2 T
T AR 1) N SC P 2 O 22 e Ak A R Y 3 i
o MR Z P2 B YT E PR P s
() B2 Az 7 b B 2 R AR ) AR 2P O Bk E
o BIL, T 55 i B A 2 )20
JFJ&(Anderson, 2014), BRI , =LA TE
M 2= AR GABIE IR 32 T LA
WM e T A BEACIE R S, — O, e R

WP 5 NS HE SR A b |2 P b 2K P
ZFMALANZ EMAA R A N0 5 05
—J7 1, TN I g A BB A IS ke
MR B e e AN SCEE SCHB PR FIAR £ b R ] o
NG HRBCHR , DL LA A rp i s R R A
7RI (Cresswell, 2013; M, 2016).
TEH IR U Y Ek R e i, R etk &
SCHb L 2 5 AR 22 P M B 2R R A GG (HIE N
Pollock(1996) 45 ti 11, Zo Pk = SOFA G 5 5o i
S ) B ), A5 05 B IR 2 SR ) o I8 R PR —
Uiy , MRAFTEE 2T, 25 SR iG  ra ARe A
SRGE A R, IF— W BRAE M SO PE S AU AT HE At
P 2tk 3 X — R R B AT Z et e,
MAFHEA RN AR k3 A= IE
B St 32 Lotk 3 SR RS2 T HAEAS AR
AR I e b0 SO e B it i, 2ok 32
U Z oot TR AR R R IR D RE S B T APk
SCHb PR 22 1 (Moss, 2005; Hiemstra et al, 2017),
SE AN RS A Lo T2 SRR 27 7 A 52 ) 32 3
SR R e, 2ot T SO R A= BT b S R bt 5 32 A
WAWIAS LI Z4 b (Pratt, 2009b) . F IH i A X
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MR A5 Lotk S SO PR S AR s 341

PR Ry i) 2o Pk = SO 2 25 B R B A b P 2
T UE BRE RO 277 19U T (McLaf-
ferty, 2002).
4 41

T XL e B AR AR APIE AT
P 1oy r=Y 1T S 0 M wy oy 1] B SE %1 0 S/ o i
S PR A B 2 T ARVE AL B b B AR A
PURTNT B HESR , T o YA - B~ 1) 3 da
Z—o BRHHTH EE IS, otk 3 AR
XFAER AP — oo AR DA A 2 S s ]
(AL SRR b, Lo PR 55 PR S8 R AR HOCHK 1 A
o HRTEE R Lot T U PR 5ROk A
23 LA [ (R ) 17 75 2 ) A i) 25 5, DR 55
PR 5 2 A 2 SO 2S a) i 3 i rh R AR B2 2
R, ok 3 SO B 22 R IE B T A% g8 0
TP 2R N e s 1) Y 5 A A TR A
RASAT & TE A e AT M 33 P 2 O 1 b P 2
NS I e ik 2 )5 , 2otk 32 SO B AUk
P72k 30 )E T R AR A AR B AT
SEVE i ELB D R I B s 6 e R R RS
RV

oM OB AR PR A AR IS T
Pt LR b B2 & A T R R AR, i
(ERRFDIE NG R 5 il s - ] 1171 4 U i
A28 (8] 5 PR 1 SEuk 3 SR A S F ke
AACEME i 1 B B T, BB T ME AU
YA b A R A 7 B ], R A A R
Hodr, IE N, 4kE5 18 B UL SEIE 2 X Hb
PR HEIE 2 5, Lot 3 SO =i — DAy 1
S A SCHE 2 A 1 | O s, P
Ko A FEHT B 2 1 R R B e
JUE Ve 32 b PR 55 1 22 0k i B 2 JEL A 0%
156, AELAE SRyt 3 SEL ) A ok = SO 2 L
A W h S 3, R TR S b & e T ZREERY
e A SO A R X A AR b i b A R
S B L A IR R ) o T2 S I A
S AR A S P AE T T2 s

H R, H ] b 3 2 o) S 2 32 SO B 1Y) BT
ik I A B & (Huang et al, 2017), [\ JBP4: 59 SCHR A
S, HRE A L T SO PRI AT 3 Az [ A MR ) SR P
J7 PR 2 S AR U B e (TR AR TR, 2005; J8 3
B, 2014; WEAEMNEE, 2017), H 24 A7 AR5 5 EAMEY

SRR PG, R Fe TP 5 Lotk 3 O B
JIT 2 1 1) 4 YRR, v P S SO A4 R AN
SN T L USCEURE AR SR AR A 5 7 5 1 T
X RO (SR AEFR, 2005). P47 2otk 32 SO F 2
T ELAEATE SRS v R o P 32 S B 5 1) SEAE W TR
Z—(BEE A, 2003; B4, 2017) (B E 4ok
SCHBER A SY EROIEAK £ & IR O R
AR T] 1) 22 5 IR SR A5 4, 2007, T3 3855, 2013; fi]
FREHAE, 2017), LT VY Oy Lot 32 SCHb B2 (1 55
3URIR

SRAR SCUCESE B 7, Y i v B o vk 3 B
2 bl 2 5% ] L R L7 ] ) e A 1 a2 S0k
SRR R A B0 B, SE B Z 430 Lo PEAE v
SR o IEATHTSCE R, Lotk O R
TEVE 7 19 S B A A Y BRIz B e, L
fitlh 2 — BUAE XS P4 7 4k 2 SCAE AR R 2R 17 4 St
PR IR T 5 A R AR IR =2 T Tz f kg 3
AT 3 T X M B~ AR B B HE RN S B . (ST
J5 Pk 3 OB 2R LB ) 22 00 I 45 & vh B B S i
Hp ] P T SO P T AT R L B H s ]
[ LR AT 2 SCAR AR B RO, I A b 5 £
P AE o [ B B SRR A . XRERORNEAT
T S o M 3 SO P A R A S Sk i
55,117 FLREBS A R o 32 SO P27 A TR Lk
F2 SR 22 O 1 — T (X IE R A T b A
R 5 W 2 —) X — TAES WA i
TR b P B Oh A B2 2 e — Tt
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Feminist views on geography and its role in disciplinary intellectual history
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Abstract: Since the 1970s, the issue of gender has overlapped with the flowering of humanistic/Marxist/
structuralist geographies and subsequent post-colonial/post-human/post-humanistic geographies. Furthermore, it
has been increasingly foregrounded in geography. This article traces the connections between gender, discipline,
and intellective history from a critical perspective. It discusses how critical and multiple voices in geography
have not only developed critical discourses that made women visible as "objects" within and beyond geography,
but also shared a commitment to situating knowledge, highlighted the myth of objective and value-free research,
and emphasized the partial, context- specific, and interpretive nature of knowledge production in geography.
Because of these, feminist geographies should not be seen solely as a separate sub-discipline, but as a critical
perspective useful to all sub- disciplines in geography. "Women" was placed in the transitional zone of
simultaneously gendered and hierarchical dualisms from nature/matter sensibility to spirit/culture reason in
mainstream social thoughts. Thus, critical reflections on ontology, epistemology, and methodology from a gender
perspective make feminist geographies visible to many post-modern approaches in (human) geography, and post-
human/ethnical/indigenous/post- humanistic/post- colonial geographies were some of the sub- disciplines that
chose to engage with feminist geographies. Finally, western feminist geographies help illuminate that, if feminist
geographies in China can enhance their role within and beyond geography, they must be used in Chinese
historical and current social and cultural contexts. These contexts must be examined from a gender perspective,
preferably at present.
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