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(1) temperature inversion (5%)
(2) biodiversity (6%)
(3) carbon cycle (6%)
(4) debris flow (5%)
(5) deforestation (5%)
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A science story explains that genetically we are not that different. There is no genetic or
scientific basis for race. It s largely 2 made-up label, used to distinguish and divide us. As
Elizabeth Kolbert writes, race is not a biological construct but a social one. “So many of the
horrors of the past few centuries can be traced to the idea that one race is inferior to another.”
Even today, she writes, “racial distinctions continue to shape our politics, our neighborhoods,

and our sense of self.”
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However, in any particular period, new investment in economic activity will be geographically
distributed in response to such a given pattern of spatial differentiation. A forth question then

arises, however, as to what “in response to” means, and it is here that I want to introduce the
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term “spatial division of labour.” The term is introduced in order to make a point. The normal
assumption is that any economic activity will respond to geographical inequality in the conditions
of production, in such a way as to maximize profits, while this is correct, it is also trivial. What it
ignores is the variation in the way in which different forms of economic activity incorporate or
use the fact of spatial inequality in order to maximize profits. This manner of response to
geographical unevenness will vary both between sectors and, for any given sector, with changing
conditions of production. It may also vary with, for instance, the structure of ownership of capital
(depending oﬁ, for example, the size and range of production under single ownership). The
domination of this manner of response will itself be a product of the interaction between, on the
one hand the existing characteristics of spatial differentiation, and on the other hand the
requirements at that time of the particular process of production. Moreover, if it is the case that
different industries will use spatial variation in different ways, it is also true that these different
modes of use will subsequently produce/contribute to different forms of geographical inequality.
Different modes of response by industry, implying different spatial divisions of labour within its
overall process of production, may thus generate different forms of “regional problem.”
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