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¥ {f % E M3 F K 44 [ The Association of American Geographers, AAG;
I FE 2 K % E Bk &4 ( The Association of American Geographers ) | /& t % B %
(Reginald G. Golledge ) = £ B H# ¥, MEZH M RAERERET E/A, BX
7* “what” “where” W AEE N T “how” “why” W%, HHREREE N T
Mg (EXAGR), XIMHHEREY KiEth, RMEFER “BEZHF” “F
FZH” WRE, HOEERMEFN “BH2HR" HE, b5 ERFRBR
EAXMRPHUEMEERAX, Y4, £ARL, RNASROAMEE,
RARBRARGHEBZHROMREXRER, tRERRZAENHEE, ERMRET
TeEREAHEHE LAY NEYE, AARBEFHXRZTOTEELE N X
fit., 7 bL7E % /R % (Nevin M. Fenneman ) 1919 4 | & #i{ /K ( Charles R. Dryer ) 1920
4. B Z# (Harlan H. Barrows ) 1923 8 AAG £ RE M T LAEWF . 54
F.hE HAFEFHPRIBFEREFZE “x” § “BF” HEKK
A (B EEXT A44G ). RNA RN HEZ ) X FH, HAE 20 HLHERE L
WyzEs, A, EAZERURE,

EWEr, Ay R—a8FE, TEHAUTREAHAEMN R, R
K, BAHE LT BB B — AN, B RFERE, ZEHAR (Pliny
the Elder, AD 23—AD 79 ) B9 1E & % B\ I, & 4t By zoogeography 1k 4 th R F A K &,
Jfi k% (Carl von. Linnaeus, 1707—1778 ), 3578 X ( Charles Darwin, 1809—1882)
EREFHAMBEE, UK R HBOH zoogeography BF T K EH A B, 20 #4
90 471X LA 5k F K ¥y animal geographies #4415 3] —ME AR A TR, FovkgExiE
HWREANS S TITRET s HEMAFER LRI, URERENE
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BEAXWTREFEMEZRTHWZE, HFURRIUALLPOHERER, I
H-FEEHURM A PO “XH-H L HREKER, X—-BHER “HEA
B # 7 # R” ( more-than-human geographies ), N8 2 FH & A G4 th &
N =TT, RAET LR o XAy “SH i HIEE", {83 3§ # KK, zoogeography
5 animal geographies B4 X M3 7 58 . X 2 M IE F 4R P B A By A
VERMWFERES, EXEFTHLERT ARG RS, XFHHE, H
AXFEEARRARFEY, HEERAXFHHL T O TREEEMAHAY
AUKRK “XEFE” WEE, B LR/, TRABSHE, EERTIHENXFH
BERWM, TURA “XA” BENRERE, oBHknE (FPEXF
WEHALGHEE)( EEBARBRAE, 2014), Fit, B 20 #L40HEE (Joseph
Conrad ) 7% Geography and Some Explorers ¥ & 7~ X F 7 # E B2 # 89 4 F I 45,
XFEERBATRAEXFERTHEFERNFEEL S, X—FERXERHNAZ
W BEREY, AR UXHBERIE, XFTRMAMERMN L0, HE.
AREAEFMAME L, X —B#—Es, FREEF XE (Edward W.
Said) 8y “AFEN" PEP LB, HR T XFFHHIEHITF (geocriticism ) £ 4,
X—ERE XFEF R XCEMIFAHAT] (L3 B A Palgrave H R Macmillian
AT 2015 454 H K “Geocriticism and Spatial Literary Studies” A ),
HEHELE —TIF KGR, BRSSHwk. AN, 820 L 50 FRRAKF
HEFREETF, TEEE 20 #L 90 FRABAMNS ZARE, HAHENZA
A YA, CAMKENRMEENHKBTNE Y, URKBEHH 4 FA,
ARARR AL B T2 oy B 07 R B R H B & 18] 49 A 1] R, 20 42 90 K LAk,
ZEAQAABZEENA, EEHNEHLX R 2. M oTERTHE S,
BRMABEZEGEE . ARTREATHFTHGRIL, MESMEFEXSHE
. HEARAAR (thin “GRBN") & EHRA EFEFHEI KT L,
EdnAxfriRitey, HFHBFHRBEAEAT 20 #2L 90 FRATE 04K
5B REBE, ABM 20 #4 30 FRE, X THEFREARFESHHZH, U

(@ Johnson N C, Schein R H, Winders J (eds.) . The Wiley-Blackwell Companion to Cultural Geography. Oxford:
Wiley & Sons, 2013.
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BEYHHEFEH T A AGEERZ —, E—HF| 20 #4 90 £/, ¥
WA E AR TEAMHFNERA, EHTR-ANZEFLEXENIAR.
0L 90 FX, THFEHTAZEARETEENETZ G, WRERF R
SFEMMT EXNARZE, HFoRBEOTEARE RSB L TR TNEY, ©ivit
PR REEME, HEAREED A NENG YA LR EW,

REFHMETS,20 #4230 FREBFE XM FES ZEFFHNER
BN, 2 20 L 70 FRERETHEFDZALTHYN “BHERAL”
WEAARGRWBE, EANTAHLXERNERRASE, X EHLSEEAL
%, ZE MR Z—MEL, BARMEFEFZE LM, 20 L 70 FRZ G, %
MEHLSFNRH, HFEEHHZELFHEERBETHAT Lo X E XA,
RIGHRT ARG “HEREA” o “FEHEL BBEBE, BE—FRE
AATE A E. 20 L2 90 FR, B FRRHLFR W, HFoREFPHH
H. BRREEXEARAERNELR, BELRALEFR M TR T £ E
BTRFRRAEF RN, HERFoRNARERERT ¥, KT (%
BB EHXNUNHREHOGEEL)IXEANT KT _LFHFE G T, A X7 ( David
N. Livingstone ) A R AHMEF KR HE “BFEHEL” REENFLREFF
HRERME, B, ZETRMFOABESR, THEZERRERATHRE”, &
Kk, Bk, £%, NTXB2RTENEN, X—EZENERETH,
BB, (E1EH —1H B R EBOAT,

KF WAL LAY REDR, BFEH—AFEERU TR
EAHANT RA-—R#¥, EPHFNEEFEARBFHXNDEFFRBK
o XBWPEAETHERMNEL KR, NKALRN B RELE SRR
RoGXRnfd, — AR RAN, FRMNELN B REAWHSRT, Wl —FHx
TR A GRHER T ARBFER R ARG, EXHFHUEY, XML T
W EAFTEE NEUEE, EEAGEY. YT, “TAFREE” POAN RS
B, BAFRYRHALS XN ER S RRAAHFEE, EXMRBEELTT B
TR MR R EmTAEN N ERERNIANBRLE. EAXHBEENTH
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2, ABEEBAONTERESEWAZRETANTE: OBy HEFAF
RAZAR G RBELHARANTRE, ABFRKEMERERFERRHERAE
GHEERRK; QU FHEFHANTE, FTREF TR, BEFAEZ, FXL P
EAARMEFE Y —EHREL T — M BHET, HAZBHANFT NIRRT,
FHRMERRAFAE A “HH" “BE” R, REE “H#" “BRE o
Betath ok D, ARWKIBERRES, EXHFAHHREL —MHFHE
w, FPEARRBEBERFAMESR “HH" “BRE” WER, FLL, BHFAA
RIUEFLTHALLE, ZLHYUNMHER, EFE-NMNTRELFHEARE
GHEARRE, XN BAERNE ERFRA “HEH" BET, EERELUES
W, MR, BHFAARMEXRRAEZMIERPITRERT AP ERME2 8
MRS (X— R R HH AT K ),

ERMAFRA AT R -2 G, F—MAr RN YRR
2, PALR, AL RWAREATKTHERR, EZEXLTHERS
FeRAR, XRKPARNFHELNED LENE AT K, BoX T4 EN
BEFWAHTRINE - hRRNEERN. Z08 “HH" “BE" FEHEH
GM, WLEREAMFRRERL RN, BENZEEMASERNN. YA,
AR RER AL R T REEHN o, BRAFREN
REALABKER —FHE, HAERIAF L EFRAE LB RERFHX R, —HF
TR bt iR BN R E R BN, Bk, AEFEARXRANE “BRH
HE" MARZE “BFEHEE

R HE Y — R ERFHEFR PR N, EELnRKSHERAN, H
AR piR AT ] B, BCUABER ML, AORAEQHE R REREER,
5%FE, AHEFRmRAMEZEZEDAE T A ¥ BRAAR L 5 R X H A7 4
R, EREX LA RAEERAHARE, AFLARZREHBENT HHE
RAFmiRfa ARt R X TR SRR E RN R fu 8 “geographies of
knowledges” — 7 KMEN EFANAE, CHWEIGAE “ZRGHTRNRELRS
FHE L R ot kR B R I M AR 3 R AR B9 R ( view from nowhere ),
BrEpRNERKE., $RUEIFTHLH T ERRAAE T HENERNETH X
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ERAERELE, ZEANEXRRTFREMLHE, X—EREHRBEN, EEBREN
HiE. RFEPRUESFREMARANTR, EoXxH45148, BREpilts
FONHGTEXXFENTEMMT EFWEE, F5F0R 03 2 0 R B R ML
MeAnd 7 M2 B By ok R, X — K b, B R RN T M B 3 M [ B %l
RATE—FE%, WEFATH “#A”,

B ZAEZRE5F A ZLEEMX, AFREXZ L FTEAHHESF TR
AR Y E R E M iR A iR R MR REMX R, X—X R Y
MELRRERTH, EEOTUREENS, BAXSEERBE - R ZLECRH
o7 IR RN, REERT — M 3R E &R 332 U ( symmetrical geographies ),
EERAHASEESEH, B2 EAHIEN (hybrid geographies ), 18 F 3T #k
GRMERARS R —HIEE, BEAEENARNEENFRREL2FP R LK
B, AR EABESRANHHAMEETHRE T EEANEIL, AXNMAEL
kH, BEMHoRHERLXR ELETHZL R TS T HZE PR RE
WEMMESR, GZHAXEGESLEERE (Michel Foucault) B 5miR- 4 W,
BEIANBHFMFEXEBNRTEN, BT, mR-BHXHET AR RHMIEL
ek, XRAFEIFATH “EH” K&, bk, KHREKDIAME
FRAEM T XA L, EERUNARI-—RER, eTUGAZEGHT . #RE
WA, BFERRERLR R =44 K%L, FTUEIX = FELWTRREN
A F W7 By 2o iR 28 E WL ( place-based landscape of knowledges ).

AEHENE, F-—FFTERRYMX THRAEZHHEMM Ao @ A,
BAEFHMBEMER, RAXFMFARFHRENTHEREEFMRLARINE
M, B RMERS FRB 4R, SBRFERZEH0IRMEZEZEHNHESL
HER, XORAFHTH TR FEE, ENRTX—HENFRZ)E, KHERN
TEARERERZNEE: pPHEFEX SRS “what” “where”, XX %R
# “how” “why”.

F_FXENRBENZE, BENZEARERFESINIATREZE TR
Bk, X—FWRFEXFBRETXTHEEDIFOHNITR, EAHTZAFER
BENHFFDMRES . B TRAGRE, XENHFESDRCE B ARE,
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FZF bR AN, X—FPINTHRENZERE, HRFERK
FHEXMERNHLES, CALERPOHZFANHRXRTFENE, X
—EXANARBFZES SZENHELRF, ETRESEF, #HF. 2FF
B RS BB EEN, AFERWNT M HEHEL M HERE
fo” A E S PO AR

FUEH - FRHAHERZAGRELER, 6%, FEETRHERALRS
BN EEEE, — MR TR TENREERZLPREAY KX, HF
B FBERBRE TR, Al dah b, REZF G M0 o BBAER DR U 69 (CFF
HEBETHT ) AFPCTAERYA, ARFPREFAEERITAEF, ERHE
PR, ELRTEFREHAENIKE

BH. NERFOIENEA, E(ERFETHY) thid E AR EF
FATEREF X AN EHER, RAMFRDMAE “RE” FEAAP
Bk, XRWARBEG. XHERA T REFHTE, REZWRFETRAN
EENENAHZEWERT AR, T—RREFHERNZTRNERL. XFE
REXRY, HERRGEFEBHATREYRZBTESN, BF 5 KT A
mRERFARRIAY “BR" X R, ESHNE—M "X “BE" WER.
REGRZE—Hth, ETUHARGETA TR, “6E" MAT “BH" R &
B WA EERBRRE,

FLEXARTHR¥FLEHRERAMBX R, FHRILEK, HEFINEZR
18] 1 | RO 2 R 26 b, 0 R R K R oy BB R B8 2, 3X A 3K B 732 ( Immanuel
Wallerstain ) 8 “#RAR” 2R P BB THLWAHWIEN, REXFZL ML
HEAUREARATHLAHAEL, EHEFRIZHEANACUAFETHNA, X—
WARZETHA (Brain Hall) 83 ¢ TR F LW SATH, EXAT RN AL
WEARFEVEEARBLINAEEL SARRMERERRME N FFNX
2, BAGXKATEHNFFEIFIRINERTE. #AER, EXATHEFL
ERMEFRERRMPTARAEZINALE, REXZERAH R

FNEAWILFENER LATWERXXET —MNEARNEH. AL RE
BRZTHAEANRF RN TP, AHX5EERFRTMERKR, BRA



H—FRTHEFRREBTERR, RE_ZHTHE, ERNTUELHEED®R
WG FRA—FEEEES, THXMENRAERANRBAN D RERE
B R, SR, AEALETKAR VB RARMEHA RN, D, ET--AKIE
5 RS A %W 7 ik fe 4 RAE B A 07 M o R0 B T AT B4 R B AR

ETHREAAE S —FERA TR ALK REFEEERRERHETH
AE, RAVE LA W R BN AR iR EZE, REENKEZ LA
A e R AR B HOR A, AR, R-WRFRREBER/ TN E A
PEARRAT ) X HRE, BFEeRMEFEA/H T EpRAEAE R T X
FHMEXRFR, EATERRUKY, IR RZERZANE R E; iR
B MR F A h M R AR R A AT R R O AR R E SRR R, AR EE TR
P RN F R E b, X TafkEFRAEGER, AR LE5W AR (Bruno
Lataur ) By Tk & & A0 X

EAFHMANNERELFNFILRPIRN, FHBEEHK. RKE
B, HEEHR. ThAHFZ, ARAFEZAER. EREHE, mEik
KEFEMHR . BREAR, ERMEAEBEER, aRBREAFEAMHR,
T A U 9 K M AR AT B AR, K E A 4R A F A FF B R Robert J. Mayhew
HFFETEBAFHFE THEFRHIRA ¥ £ Charles W. J. Withers R %4 T #
#EL, EBM! AFHBLEFTRXTELNT GLEFR) (HEFAR) GhHE
MEHE)(FER LHERAICBERARGZHR) ( E K BEZRR) ( B AH
EEFRICBEFEHERARETE) & GGHE) (FEER) FAAXHBELR, &
A b AT BN E & K3 = fe s !

AAEHMARF AR FHBALAWE, EXK, RAL2 =X FHEEN
WaHEE, STRHESHE, Eh—IFRTRME!
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Geographies of Knowledges Preface

Fransiton and Reconsuuetion of Nareation {rom Space to Place

A preface in English is indispensable in contemporary Chinese publishing, mostly
because of the difficulty in cross-cultural communication. Simultaneously Chinese
geographers have learned much from the Anglophone and it should also pay attention
that they have changed the nature and landscape of intellect in the past decades. A
typical field is geography of science, or accurately speaking, geography of scientific
knowledge.

This book is written in Chinese, and I concern much on Anglophones’ contribution
to Chinese readers. Conversely, this special preface in English is mainly focuses on the
contribution of Chinese geographers and philosophers to geography of scientific
knowledge. This ongoing enterprise has advanced the geographical understanding of
science, and this book deals with topics such as space and place in science and its
history, in geography and its history, in knowledge-power and Indigenous knowledge,
in geography of science and “science of geography” . Related to these complicated but
at the same time could be ordered topics, Michel Foucault, Jacques Derrida, Edward
Said, (John) Brian Harley, David N. Livingstone, Charles W. J. Withers, Steven
Shapin, Bruno Latour and others have made quite significant contribution, but for my
poor English writing, I can not present their contribution completely in this short
preface. However, what the Chinese have done is beneficial I think.

The journey of spatiality in science and history of science could be divided into
three phases. Before the emerging of sociology of scientific knowledge (SSK,
thereafter), spatiality was absent or unimportant in science and its history. For George
Sarton, for instance, a history of science is necessarily progressive, and his “New
Humanism ” pinned human hopes on science’s progress and spread: ‘The New

Humanism derives its main inspiration from the past, yet it is turned towards the
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future.”” Sarton emphasized the unity of nature, knowledge and mankind in his “New

¢4

Humanism, ” and put them as the basic three aspects of his principles of “New
Humanism, ” however, all of these different things are simplified as single, linear—a
single nature needs a unified mankind to overcome it with a single science®. Thomas
Kuhn’s masterpiece The Structure of Scientific Revolutions (1964 ) challenged Sartonian
history of science, especially the way of science evolution. Sociologists such as Barry
Barnes, Steven Shapin, David Bloor and Bronu Latour asserted they were inspired by
Kuhn, and changed the nature of scientific knowledge—from placelessness to localism,
in their laboratory studies. This change is critical, yet dogmatical, according to Joseph

®, for localism can not overcome the global spatiality of science.

Rouse

Shapin encourages sociologists to learn something from geographers®, I think this
did happened in the past two decades, and the geographical sensibilities have got
considerable attention in the science studies at the intersection of history of science,
philosophy of science and SSK in the past two decades. Livingstone’s concise yet rich
survey Putting Science in Its Place (2003) puts issues of space—Ilocation, place, site,
migration, region—at the heart of scientific endeavor, sketches the contours of scientific
knowledge production at“sits”, resisted, accepted and modified in“places “or*regions”,
and circulated in “spaces”, which represents a shift in orientation from a geography of
science to a geography of scientific knowledge. It’s a historical geography survey,
however, twists together gaps and key differences in science studies.

Beyond that, it is noteworthy that what I want to say firstly, as one of the “terrae
incognitae” in John K. Wright’s famous paper Terrae Incognitae, geography of
knowledge has been proposed to “deal potentially with knowledge and belief of all
kinds” earlier®, and current discussion in science studies mostly rotates around science
as what it looks like in the West, but this should not be taken to imply that this is the

only practices that warrant the name science. Besides the geography of science I am

(@ Sarton G. 1924. The new humanism. ISIS, 6 (1): 9-42.

@ Ibid; Sarton G. 2007. The Study of the History of Science. Trans. Henliu Chen. Shanghai: Shanghai Jiao Tong
University Press. Chapter 1. (in Chinese)

® Rouse J. 1996. Engaging science: How to understand its practices philosophically. Cornell University Press. 22.

@ Shapin S. 1998. Placing the view from nowhere: Historical and sociological problems in the location of science.
Trantions of the Institute of British Geographers, 23 (1): 5-12.

® Wright J K. 1947. Terrae incognitae: The place of the imagination in geography. Annals of Association of
American Geographers, 37 (1): 1-15.
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re-proposing here, the relationship between science and others knowledge is another
issue that Wright investigated and that is still at the center of a current Indigenous turn
in geography. Synchronously, I re-propose Carl O. Sauer as the other pioneer of
geography of knowledge. In his pieces such as Geography of the Upper Illinois Valley
and History of Development (1926), About Nature and Indians (1939), and Terra
Firma: Orbis Novus (1962) ©, Sauer has inquired the Indian relationship to nature,
and suggested us to learn something from the Indians. Current Indigenous turn in
geography is re-proposed by these two pioneers I think, and I put Sauer and Wright at
the first place of geography of knowledge after a short rereading discretely in the
introduction.

At present, plural “geographies” of science or scientific history are seemingly
rightful, likewise I propose plural “knowledges” to combine both scientific knowledge
and Indigenous knowledge. However, I am very conservative, for I can not overcome
the gap of scientific knowledge and Indigenous knowledge, in other words, they are two
different forms of knowledge in this book, and I am withdrawing from making great
efforts to put Indigenous knowledge in an “umbrella term” of science itself. What I am
proposing is “symmetrical” geographies of knowledges in the conclusion of this book,
but I ever thought “hybrid” geographies possible. This is the first thing I want to say
here, and it’s the meaning of the title “Geographies of Knowledges” of this book.

Secondly, the aspect I want to say is the sub-title“ Transition and Reconstruction of
Narration from Space to Place.” A sketchy journey of spatiality of science is presented
at the beginning paragraphs in this short preface, but I think I can not catch all aspects
of this journey, what I am working is only how the journey of spatiality of science from
placelessness to localism, to geography now. This is the meaning of “transition” “from
space to place”, here “space” implying present but abstract and unimportant; “place”
implying essential and primary. The “ reconstruction ” means that, considering
“symmetrical” geographies of knowledges and by adding Indigenous knowledge into
the space of knowledge, we simultaneously emphasize the symmetry of space and
place, scientific knowledge and Indigenous knowledge.

Thirdly, the “physical geography” of science is largely absent in Anglophone

(@ All of them are collected together in Carl Sauer on culture and landscape, Denevan W M, Mathewson K (eds.) .
2009. Carl Sauer on culture and landscape: readings and commentaries. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press.

Xi
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debating. In my opinion, “physical geography” refers to not only research materials in
various physical environments interested researchers, but also special needs in different
societies. Hybrid rice and artemisinin (qinghaosu) are two classical examples of
revelation (through discovery), for instance. Both Yuan Long-Ping and Tu You-you and
their colleagues have spent several years on dealing with abundant materials (wild rice
for Yuan, and herbs for Tu) from south China to meet the urgent requirements of
Chinese government to solve different social problems, but they did not succeed until
they got a gift from the nature. Cultivated rice is considered to have been domesticated
from wild rice thousands of years ago, and a great breakthrough of hybrid rice happened
when a male sterile wild rice plant was find in nature in the autumn of 1970. Similarly,

the discovery of artemisinin happened when Tu and her colleagues obtained a nontoxic
and neutral extract from Artemisia annua L., a kind of herbaceous plant widely spread
in the southern field of China, that was 100% effective against parasitemia on 4 October
1971. Zhu Ya-zong has emphasized this several times”, and I agree that geography has
influenced the content of science rather than the speed of development of science
typically in John Desmond Bernal’s monumental work Science in History: “within
limits, no region can be a centre of economic or cultural advance for long without
having adequate natural resources, ...which of the geographically possible areas will

become a focus of advance depends rather on the forms of society and their economic

@

and political concomitants. Here geographical factors may still play some parts....”
Personnally, I think Harold Dorn’s The Geography of Science (Dorn, 1991) followed
Bernal’s tradition much for Dorn’s geography of science was synonymous with an
ecological constructivism that priorities material environment over other factors.
Livingstone and Withers label Dorn’s endeavor as “uncritical reductionism, ” © but I
think how physical (not only natural ) geography influences the content of science is still

important in contemporary science development. Of course, the stir of physical and

(D Zhu Ya-zong. 1997. There should be a place for geography of science and technology. Studies in Dialectics of
Nature, 13 (9): 69; Zhu Ya-zong. 2003. How geographical environment influences innovation. Studies in Philosophy of
Science and Technology, 20 (5): 61-66; Zhu Ya-zong. 2013. The scientific breakthrough diversity and the freedom to
explore. Journal of Guangxi University for Nationalities: Natural Science, 19 (1): 26-29.

@ Bernal J D. 1965. Science in History, Volume 4: The Social Sciences: A Conclusion. Third edition. England:
Penguin Books: 1240-1241.

® Livingstone D N. 1995, The spaces of knowledge: Contributions towards a historical geography of science.
Environment and Planning D: Society and Space, 13 (1): 5-34, 15; Withers C W J. 2007.Placing the Enlightenment:
thinking geographically about the age of reason. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press: 246, note. 17.
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human geography on science was, and is snarled in various regions.

Fourthly, all of these aspects are restricted to “production in space” —how space,
region, and place influence the content and speed of science (what we called” geography
of science” above), but an alternative perspective is neglected largely, i.e. the
“production of space” * driven by science (“science of geography” above) . This has
been dealt with in geography of innovation, and now a versatile contribution from
Springer’s “ Knowledge and Space ” series. As an important tradition, Chinese
geographers’ attention is deep from this perspective, as they response to Deng
Xiaoping’s manifesto “science and technology is the primary productive force.” In this
tradition, however, Chinese geographers incline to emphasize the applied dimensionality
with positivistic methodology, failing to discover the geographical sensibilities in the
production of knowledge; in other words, they are indifferent to the nature of both
science and space.

Finally, considering both the geographical and historical qualities of knowledge
from the perspective of history of science, a panorama and landscape of science could
be caught but the nature has changed for “as things move over space, so their meanings

”

may change” “migration always involves modification” ®; for the global panorama and
landscape of science®is embedded in the broader context of history “and geography* has
no privileged place of origin.” © Consequently, the panorama and landscape of global
science “is a constantly developing consequence of circulation.” ® In this perspective,
science is a global enterprise within a global history is possible, but at the same time it
is also a global geography and history full of opposition, transmission and reception. In
doing so, the geographical sensibilities are of vital importance to science and its history
in nature, and I enlarge this speculation to knowledges that combine scientific and
Indigenous.

Why these could be made? Because we are from a perspective of geography
rather than history. From a perspective of history, we may belittle Indigenous

knowledge for it is empirical, scattered, embodied, and backward (this is not always

(D Lefebvre H. 1991. The production of space. Blackwell: Oxford.

@ Withers, 2006: 10; see also Livingstone D N. 2003. Putting science in its place: geographies of scientific
knowledge. Chicago: University of Chicago Press: 4.

® Roberts L. 2009. Situating science in global history: local exchanges and networks of circulation. Itinerario, 33
(1): 9-30, 24-25.

@ Ibid.
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true now); for finding a high-efficiency way for development, we could give it up.
However, geography must consider all of its factors in a space. In this perspective, at
least, Indigenous knowledge must be considered, and this is a chance to discover
something wonderful. Simultaneously, geography has a connatural privilege in
inquiring diversity in space and variability among places. We do find these now:

variability of geographies of science and diversity of geographies of knowledges.

Jun Sun
College of Tourism and Geographical Sciences,
Yunnan Normal University, Kunming, Yunnan, China
E-mail: tswwiththinkwithgp@126.com
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