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BEE AT, MEFICBY 2EEOMEERIC X 2H MR LIERRZIRLE OO LGPV 2 HESEL, EHH1EZ, I
RRNDEIZEME» S BIZN 2 BEE i o MBICET 2 bhbNOIEEZ R X 2BEELH 2. Lvw) T L2
MY A, FTHHEERNICBY 2FEERKNWEZOEE LM ZMEIT 2, Z LT, WKL TZOHAL S REICHET 2
MR DB S N, ZRICS 62 HAS S -6 SN 2D, Ric, IERRMG TR — 94, oIy
D-dDHEE LD LI T 20 2MAT 2 EANEEZ LTS, BB, BES OHEROMSN - BUAM - 17k

Ay - ERINEE IR DIES L TRiD < < B,
X7 F Bk, R, fE, B, JFRRMR
1 IZUSHIC

Afgcix, BEE (RS, TARAIEE) disability 12
B9 2 HbBR2ARIRIFSRIC B\ T 72 R JBIE A U T
52 Licon TS 5. 1990F U A 5200047
RATHZ RO T 72 AR EB OB E 05 & o 7 —
JiC. H L OfEbH, HEEICEB T 2 BRERT
HR[A], KR IER SR IR (Non-Representational Theory:
NRT) (il L€, B e (e me. T4
/AIHE) dis/abilitylc X9 2 #i§7 7% 7 7 0 — F OHELE
Mpotential 2 #EFE L 1R T % (72 & 21X, Macpher-
son, 2009, 2010; Power, 2013; Stephens et al., 2015),
FEH I, NS DRI, EHED ORI 72
EDHIICEET 2 bbb N O Z R X & 5157
M2V TR <, TR — B iRable-body O ICE T
2 )ANH i 2 NLEICT 2 EED H 2, Lol
FIRT %,

19904, Biata o EE O € 7V
(Oliver, 1990) DEBIT & - T, MWWFwRED VS & T
20 Nty — 22/ BIS ) (Gleeson, 1999:29) & LT
DFFEICE» N T LR oYL 76 0
iz, TRILEFNEZ T 1720 OBE&N 2T b
b 72 5 Z 7z (Butler, 1994; Imrie, 1996a; Gleeson,
1996; Park et al., 1998 ), thaE 71k, T
Himpairment?SEH AT b 72 & T RIBEM: D & 2 Mk e
FEREIIBRIL (8 & U288 Hcapacity) &, BEEFEOH

* Ty —RY AU RAGEAT
* % RUTAY—RFE HER - BT B

JEW 7 th 2 ik % | TAAEimi 0 DBORINIC ) 7
L 7z (Gleeson, 1999: 52), % L CHbEH2A[UARE 1L, T
EAEH T #EH disablist) OEIGEEREE, thaBuE, HlE
BB ONICH 2P - SEEN 72 REE A HE 2 A
L7z (7z & 21E. Laws, 1994; Imrie, 1996b; Chouinard,
1997; Kitchin, 1998) ,

(BRI) 85 (fha—22[0) BEokEZ X
MERHEHT TEv) e 7oviE, FREEZHHR
Lo BUR b L7 b T 2 icim iy — ki
5, LS I EHHIIREC K b JAHE RSB R
WTEEH E N, TOMOHSE T VL, FEEY
disability studies TIZ WV £ 2 ICHFHEREZFHRL TV S
7 (Shakespeare, 2014), #EFZE-/-LE 6N b H
RO LR DT D 5 WY HE Mimateriality 2 #EH L
TLES ZLWEEDPEE Y, BL WO E
7% - 7z (French, 1993; Shakespeare and Watson, 1995) ,
Z oI, BIERE (Moss and Dyck, 1996) . & {E
[ - FTE) D (Hall, 2004), A5 A& (Parr,
2000, 2006) DHFFRICH WTE X MEETE, Kic
TAT VT 4T 4 DEE lembodiment®, 7 A TV
T A4 T 4B 2 T R F AT 1Y 7z performative® X /7
PO WY K-> THLY EiFsh, BESh:
(Butler and Parr, 1999; Hall, 2000) ,

A3 C OBERmIIEM AR LT, iR
%. (Gleeson (1999) &z /- & 5 7%) HEZ &> 72
ANZITE S THHH L DPRI - MEWIZES h iz

*kok HAMRBSFBINIZEE Al ERY ARG AE R
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bo, LTt (FLo5hH, Zhidzs L
TRETH iR T2, AL AHOHHEL
Wb A ZNE2IREEESTD L, 2595
ECHE L BHOREHOM T &2, EE L TERS
HHRPL, ELTHMT 2L B> TETW S,
Imrie and Edwards (2007: 626) &tz 74 7~
T4 74 LM ORI RBRE £ LTEERL
7zo AL 3w AFEICEIT Imrie (2004) DOHFYE
H—ooflEEET 2, 2k, "TAL 0 HERK
PHBICET 2 BRICGEE L2 T T O I B R E
Yohp I L MERAL, BEL. TH2WRR
7 I3 R E Bt setting 2 5 A7 L 7 BEBE, & v 5 RBR
PSS B LR, RO 72 (Imrie, 2004:
41), B BBimT &b, FRNCEEN 72
75« BE - RE OB 2 H A BRIEZE L T,
ZDEOIRLDERDLDTH B,

b OEGEmIZIRA WEM ORI E 227 b ORRE
KL T\ %, Murdoch (2006) & Massey (2005) (X[
%E’J?%F’gﬁ!ﬁ}g%r?btional sense of space, § b LK
BIER THERL & 2172 22 spaces as made up of relations,
FZDEI b0 L LTHIIC TEERARN 55
FRoOMAIEVET DGV s TES Nz,
fEonzhrolb, HOESNT DT 5, (Doel,
2007: 810) Z2ft], 2 L7, TOBNICIIO L bR
bhix, "EECIEN LR, &L THRE[L
w5 ] IRA (B8 & ORZAERES) ) (Gleeson, 1999: 52)
EXAT k0D, LA, HRW2O %
72 3 AT R I HEIC ¢ 5 [l f&exclusionary and/or enabling
arrangement % £ A H 3§ ZARE S % b OB 72 55ED
fRic, Sk BBEE-ZLDEA->TLRLH D
i 75) - Pobjects + 22 AIPAG. L T\> Bengaged Z &
2R TE D,

F U &5 7% TBERERIVERR]) 29 HI R E Feritical
disability studies® HTAHEL T3, B2 & - 72
A& & BERAS> TR, Fitsofh ol
Wy s A& L OAPE R 2BIR) (Thomas, 1999:
40). &\ Thomas (1999, 2004) DEFEMRIZS &
DF, BECHT MR, EEANL, b5
W id T JEIE & #v 7z laminated;  (Bhasker and Daner-
mark, 2006: 90) tH 2 HYBIRAVE RSB S h T &
7= (Gustavsson, 2004; Watson, 2012), Shakespeare
(2014: 73) 1 Williams (1999) D JEERY TIRZ T 5
7ERIESIL T B, TREE () &, EEVES
DEYFINER. BEENFRE (370 b BT
enablement,” #Hl) . L& - UMW A (EA/FEMl
flielaboration D #& A Ay & W S5 LS 6 AT, IR
FUIC > 21, AR RRECH 5, (Williams ,1999:

810),

Zhw Z EICEE T 2 HESA RIS © X B GRER Y
BEOBETEPRD 6N TELDED, AFTOE
FHO D6 Wi, ASCIIEIC BT 2 BRGRINEE,
& CIENRTOWIRIC —EE#Icb s LT, &5
B EANMAEH VI TE I ETH B EESII,
RRNEBE O L 72 2HHEN TN E TOREE
FOMMATICEERZEZL DL, LERET S, 21
i, BWRETA T T4 T4 kERNICEIT S
ZEh 5, BREWENTRICEERN 2 B0 %
BT ENOBITREIT TR, BERINERE R T
5T EEIFFLC, #REM % —— % 7z 1dMacpherson
(2010) 2¥4EHET %2 TARY Dauthentic) ——FFiHE I 44
(BEE & v 5 F K] disabled subject? it .03 %
SEBEATY B JARIC 2N 5 OBGRH L LT,
VR LTTRTOHENH S O HEWZIICE
W, EZNEBLCEE MREH L DD,
ZLTCZD&E BERIMIcED & S AETED
B, LS I LICOVWTINETEIRR AL BEZ
RO OEELEAEIRMT 5,

DUNClE, & T HIBEFNIC BT % IT4E ONRTHIZE
OEELFEEMET 2, KiT, whrlcL Tz
Fh 6 EEICE T 2 I PN RSB S, Zh
CE SR BARELG A2 HS, REDOETIZ,
e & JEREE OERO X% MENT 2 Tk
B {fdependent body | & W 9 JAH 2B 2 L CBIfR
W7 T a—F RN ENIE MR ERETCE S, B
BNTBEAEEZRINTF S, 2L T, FEEICH
T B HIFHAEAORIZE (B & Ok 0 IKHI A HFZe) Ic BT B
FARERIN A E oM - BUAH - kiR - #&5an
EREERVELZETHDL L B,

I SERRFRUMIRR

NRTZ T4 D A SCHBIR A M1 35 0 THRIA W 552
HEBELTEL ., FEEMIEY L B - 5557 505
D 72 L 2, Einho i3 (Hopkins and Pain,
2007; Andrews et al., 2013) . {EHEHBIEE (Andrews et
al., 2014; Kearns, 2014) . 7 = 3 = Z k #b#2# (Thein,
2005; Colls and Evans, 2012) OB Ciim 2 L L ¢
W3, ZO77u—FOHL & B RHEIL, tESANE
DHME B X ORI B L BRIOJFR, L LT
DN =HEpractice— Thrift (1996: 6) 7% (% fE%
KT h EMAER, LliR/zb o —oREBES
T 5 L TH S, Barnett (2008: 188) 23N % K
S O BB, TERO SR TEEIN
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Magency® E TV AT H L, EfEUD
WTWw3, ZOHBLENLEERADTEHIZ, bh
b HS EMREZIRT 2 X DIk B HEICHT
5 —HM T, HEIN T, IEHImIN 7 S o B
ERTEEBERLTVS, S5ICIERRGRNT 7
0 —F Tk, BERLZWRIE Y - BROBEKRY
BRECOEICB TS, £z hE2BEUL, #HEEIS
DRI — B X OHifE— & wvo i k5 2Bk
AR TEEPB WIS, T THEEN A
TEORERM A RIIICH T C L, REORGIEEICE
WCHENTE D, FRETERVILADERE
A[HEIC T %, Deleuze and Guattari (1987: 257 [FEFRD
& p.200)) FE S NAEXEDTTEZDOI L%
L FRLTW S,

—ODHEPRIEHIIEDI I RDb DY, 5
WCENDPLOHEREWIET M RIcEr5L, &
DVIFHERIZ X > TEBPBE SN A RICE A
5 b, EEEANTICAEEINEE L SEHNSE
ABIELDILOICESLI L, BiRLA—LT
IHICHBEDE— YR EREE T2 2 LTk
A5 L, Lzl GRPRIEEHIIEDL ST L
T EEHC, oSk RTEEHLHadbs
200, H5VEHEAEDEL RO ENVS T
LRGP ED, bhvbNidZoHERIicow
T —DHZ T ENTERBLDTH 5,

Lim (2010) 253BH§ % & 91, BfkicfnscsE %
MRS i, FEOHKIZE > THiGOHED
F 73BN BEREE 2 IRET 5 2 ETla e <.
VI L CERDORZERIPEED, itz fx
CEALT 2ER OS> 5N B . ICELE T
TPk icBp Nz Mw R T2 ETH DB, T
DOBIEMEDBE, Z ICSMT 2 HiEPE VIl 7
L& iR, 2 LT dH B HREHRF 3 iEIERD
bDILHEDTRTCOFEEEATHS, L) EIE
T MR = T AE W virtual ; T & 5

NRTD —.> HOBEE LR EIE, 2 EEORRN
EENTEHA2BZ 72, F-3AMH220wb D)
ko T Eh A TkicES 2 ST, TAR &k
AN D% 4E % b OMOFMY £ 72 3 ARFMAY 722
SEBIR DK, (Anderson, 2006: 735) 1T H 1 % EME
7% 3 Dthe emotional & TEFM 72 B Dthe affectual D
EEEATERT L, TH D, [EHaffect \» 5
B, AL S LAEWwIC T#E,, #n»r3ns,
TAZBZ-ZEENZFTET 27201k FHH

ENTWw2 (Anderson, 2006), Dewsbury (2009: 21)
. BRI R AR & AR Tiforce & L COIFENIC T
TH—FF 5 LIERD &S R EARORGEE LA
T, iRz,

(ER 1) KAorfeeling, & intensity, S )Gresponse,
Bl #&sensationd & TK L WOMH, bhbhdbh
DAY EWRHEEZHDICEENTIVIAZE
nahofc, gL LTNbn, REIT 5
Nz, 22, B—0EFKZLELWLI DT
2, AN ORIFEN =, —EH OB LEN F4EME
DI % a series of potential subjectivitiesZSE-FET % D
Th b,

O L7 BEBIRIEMREIC L > T 2T H
%, EEE Feoor—Xic ki, KB IZS DR
DOFLZE S T % (Probyn, 1996:49), 71 BV H
FHT B X KB RFEDBRGEREP I Y 2 —
KBWT, BEZMOHEPLHEYthingse O+ v b
7 — 7 RBEREICROAE - B, 29 LSO
Tk, EWFNTH 32T TR EELNTBURNT
bHHIEREBEW L CESNZDIESNEP-72D
T3, For—Xickhid, B (7 o4 o)
—IBDFERII RN & > THEES N LD TR L,
LA, BEPEIL 20, WHEETI DI, o
BR0dY L BEREECAHELBEKRL WS (Lim,
2010), XRETHRT LS, 25 LEafiz, &
EEZDOFERDI D OEEfRPEEICHT 2 E, £k,
Z0D & RAESARLEHREBCCH T NS
LR, ZNO6WHER#T 5 2 LICRICERITH
% (Duff, 2011 H 1),

NRTIZE W Tk, BIRIERES, fhob oz i
Lz ZzhhroMFEIND T2 HE0ZEE
FEMT L L, FEOMALREIC TRAD S
EAEN, b, Zhorslinizbdsb0, &
UCHEARE2HAT 2 2L LS EBICEGELTY
% (Andersgn and Harrison, 2010: 132 %), ik,
EEREEEROBRE L CHEETZIETHD,
McCormack (2009: 277) 25, TBIGRIVER O EIREN 2>
ORI EEFT D LA IND, BWRICH LD GHE
B D F{E ifprocess-based ontology of movement), &
EVELLDDERBLTWVWS, E5iIc0wiE, &
AE Fiisubjective becoming™ 1% TE# A | 72 2 & DI iE
T 5, HEVIFZONEICHIRT 22 LidTcER
Vv, ZHhETAHCICE>To Ml TH D -oBH H
CL D E G 2 B b 37T 5 H£A41 72 42T, (Braidotti,
2003:51), & LCHfEINS,
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NRT, B S 7 BRI &8 U 7- TR0
FRER O TE Y = S/ Wimmediate £ 72 1% TINAER
TANGEER BT 2 D72H, Z ISR L 7R s o
EHR OB RmNIESE L oBEELFHMUNEE L T
% (Thomas, 2004; Bhaskar and Danermark, 2006) , %
N FE 72, I/ FEEOBBMLS N7 B E kT
2bD, FlENLITE - THRIIOKRIMZERIET 2
TeDICHBEINI D, ELTOHERED D,
DHEIZ DV TR 2 BEM 2 BT D 1F 5, NRTIC
BotHakszbotld, Ten I hoEENEEE
FALDKEEE AT 2 72D IO 2 LA TE
%1 (Anderson and Harrison, 2010: 18) & D TliZ 72\,
BLAALS b, HEENZNSHS IS
Erot TR Z DI BIET B & EITKAFT
LEBOMFE»r SR DD, LHEING, HEHE
BT, BRI ZRIGENIC S DM IRFIC T 5
FGmid, MR rRel: L REiEo MR 2R ET 5 &
HNTHZ D, LA L Anderson and Harrison (2010) 7%
BT 2 &5, thak s 0L CBRIRN A
FHEEAT 2 C Lic ko T HERF ST 2 FEF,
HHVIFZD XD BT 54U 2 HEEEDAEE
DERESND2DITTIE AV, LA, THENRE
BELTOMRRDbORMEET 52 LT, B
L ZFABBED A U TR 72 2 &% 2
W HE D 72635 (p. 18, WHHES0 .

Lim (2010) 1 F » b — RO MEEME & & ilin %
HAGDE LDV, B LEATVENRFNIC A 508
BEONONYPHET 2 7RI OV RIS 72
WwmE R T, VA, HBOH D 2B ERENE T
DIBEM OG> S BRSPS TEL I EHBL, 25
L 7B EEOS I, Wamic, DTSR U 72 BN
DBARYEE R 5 TRARI =T 7E 72 fl @ virtual
memory) 12 &k o TR SN 5 TAH 7 24 [Bimpure
space] TH 5, &THRT % (Groz, 2005:97H 2IH)
COEET, BENL b O FBIRRICATENT % WEE ik
Tz, Topic L TaRIZho &k L)
B2 o~ E 5, (Lim, 2010: 2399) %R~ § 2D
W R —— ¥R Y IS R, IR T b B BB o
WB—3bWET 2, VLPERS KT,

bhvbnd, FROEBINERE %2 KIET % nEEE
LI LW EET D —ERE 2 OBRME
ERRAEL TSNS LTEABEZLONS &I
T3 RFrvyx U T4 OBED» GBSO
TEZ D54, HHoREZIMbN 2 XEBIAN
M8 & 72 % (Lim, 2010: 2399) ,

VA kE, BEHoBURMEIC Y Ya—F 7
0, BEPMOBELEFE IO A D=L L
ZOBELFEUCD L A H = X L2 FEHC IR T 2400
Fd b, zhid, Hc oftE—2EIRS S O
fTARAIHEIC § %/ AIARIC T % disabling/enabling’§
e A EEPR LB T 5, Pyl —XiIck
nE, BRI, 2R E 72 3R L A1
= B X assemblages % il U Cfh D FA& & NDO 0
TRS DAV, KEOMM L RN 2 ZAe %24
AT, 20X hEMIZ, KE, ThbLYES
1o 7DD Bk & OBIRIEICADIAD S £ 5
HIROMEIC & o THLMMEL S v, A7 Jipower % 15
% (Lim 2010; Probyn 1996; Anderson and MacFarlane,
2011), Zh b DM T TREDBH N EF S N
LDTHD, —JiT, BWIEISKIET 27D DRERE
NEHLTEY, WHEOWE Y — > 2 HRT 5,
ZNniE, e oHFEENIEEECIBIRLE S N
S, BT AEEE KL, fiv T TEREERO
FIEMWEIEE, (Bissell, 2010: 483. Dewsbury, 2011%5]
M) ZHEET 2, b oliciz, 2ngnholt
KFELHROCORREZ KIS 20D %0 0 RF
B dET HREEYN D 5, S H I, FTLv
EOERE LA T 7D ICHIE & TR TH 5
(Ruddick, 2012), ZOFHLWVESKIZBVLT, £7-
ZhZ2HBLT, FiLL, o, BT OIENTRL
EEHPEHSN, LD DERDIIRE 5725
9, RETHHT S &I, RET 2 BERDRED
FethkohtTtzsd, BLABTERLILILER
ZMCH T LId BT L IERE RO 5 o Al
FW ) s bhbhdyE 2 2RI LT, B
BRERAEVEAL TV,

Il FEE DORfREREIMHIES

NRT O BRI - BRI 7 71— F 1%, AM(B
K OV JEA) 4 pihuman (and non-human) becoming D
AT TEEC, Bk 207 b O ERERZ AR
T2 8- KL CoBENLRR Yy by —2
AR, AT S, 2ok IckkaEiED T
fi# A ftranspersonal ; (Anderson and Harrison, 2010)
% 721% TIE{E A Himpersonal ; (Rajchman, 2001) P&
~OEB ., R n@ANEREE Lo
5 fEtErd s, Lotz onEAHL
7z (Thien, 2005), L %> LEEEFIZEIC L > T, 2D &
5 A OREREEE, B TEE L v S TIHNE
FOBWZDZRENCHDI L L, BLAZ
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Nk, FERERZ 2725 37-DICHAEDLE S
Ew K Efoht,/ 28U T,/ O THEIET 2
$®Wm@@ﬁ@%mﬁ?5@fééou@mn
R T YR - o 2O ER BT 5 0t
(Grosz, 2005) 12 B THN S (Colls, 2012 ) ,
ruAF Ko L= sEEIH LD, B0
HEEUC, £20RCl WENRERS - %
B Jjenergy « EEOFEIRICDH L O B~ T T
H—FIZD0nT, XDKHICHL %,

TR, 174 &5 &passiondD € — F, HikHevents
@i’%ﬁk%éﬁﬁlﬁ;‘ﬁﬂ’]&%@k&&’ééo R,
zhix, ERPEBRET20TEALISZMT b0
Thb, HkFIERZEAH L, 2h® 2 F &
BROFEDOH 274 T T 4 T 4 THhHIEMA
TH AT 5 (Grosz, 2005: 88),

Z T T3 Jones (2009, 2014) & OEBE 2 FELUS S H
b, ¥Va— v R, BN O RIFEN 72 22 RS
& R % 200 CREE o Z2RR T 2 dEb L, B
O, L. HIE L, TBUA, M. LGN,

L IENE, HOAAZRML THRHE NS, (Jones,
mwsm)@ﬁﬁ@%%mﬁ?é &L AMNLEE
BZHEEEIC OV TRIL 72, 7B ALY a— v X3l
FHrb, EHEEFEREPED X S ICEHENTRIFEN
THLIPEHRET 2 HEEZRRRAL TS, 517
v 2k, FEREARNZR L TTiERl, &L
ANEED 720 D DinhumanT, A EMARIC X 558
Mo bfrE Mo cEET 20 0 L L CHf#
INDERETHD, LHEL TS, fFHIE T
E TV 5 b Dliving D4 Z T b Dnonliving,
EGRD DEN, ABO BLL ovpo ML X
V1 (Grosz, 2005: 190) %D TH %, T DRI
&L ARKNERZ, Thnbnd@rd s 58
s, EREE R TERL—FTELD

ARSI CThhvb i Z ADO 5, WENTHE
L 7% fER 711 (Grosz 2005: 89), & L CHIfEE 1
5, UTTld, TOXIBEZFICEEEL L
ORI E | BEERE B 5 TARENK, EE
wWEoZEM (BhERS 15502 522
1) spaces of dis/ablementDBARINIEE., Z D & 5 72
%%iﬁ?&jﬁg NAWBINESE, LI =D>0HE%

=) ﬁ?ﬂ: W B HIPRSEE 72 B I & BT DRI
j%)b)f%wn

1. EE/EEEIEo TV
HE e & LICBERERINERN T 7o —F i,

DY Y : Zef & @f?{)%ﬁ’) D DL WESfR &
U7e. B L IEREE M 7 O FEREER O BT~
EEEEMITEEDL, LEZE EvkLIckD
%8 B O IER i & ORI B3 2 178 (Bissell,
2009) ¥, ZD&5%TTu—FD—-DODRAZE
RLTW5, EBENERATFICERIBLT, £
- gk % % C RSN B D, % D—J7 CBissell
(2009) &, ZNIFHEEDEF D a set of intensities &
AizE B EHHT 5,

(o) 1B i A D IR E A3 5T £ IEAETHICEL D
PR DRH, ZHFHRT REBTER LM
AhEtoHEVICTER VLSS, ZORITHS
. TR IR RS v ERDEEL
THFRMEFHONT, LA, BRI ICRFE
DREDEZ VU EODDTHE, L WwH L%
WHRT 2, bl LOBHREFIHEAL LoD D7

%5 (+++) (Bissell, 2009: 925-926. HRFHFE L) ,

£y L ORI FARNEEEZ G L kv, &L A
FRoli b BQMIcEET s L L bic, K
DL F--ARcBNT, H20IEEEEZHEATE
CERJIR, FRERE A S 2 EM 2 #HHT
%,

Macpherson (2009, 2010) &, FARERZZKT 5
- OWAER I D50 RE T 2 7RI oW CHI R & £
BT b, vr 77—V i HWRNEGZE - AL
DOEBADHEIC D T T 29T, AR D Bk,
WENSEE. GGl 2 L R E 1%,

BICE L CHEEF S T v 2 E0ER. 20 5 OB
&V EME L TAMO R L SEY TRV
inter-corporeally ; ICHI 5 Z L ZimL T35, L
DOHTIE, B EHAOE—17 & 21X, K-
o ML Vo EWEN R OEE, HA F S
THEO I RO H 3 [FB) D IRE & BRI 7o 1 HAF
iR *ﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁé{%/ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ@/[ﬁgkf%}’?@#“ﬂﬁ Ef
HAYRBUCEI D 2 I7HIC D W T D
—{R & T o TR e LR TERL L 72 D i‘fﬂﬁ?ﬂ Lf_
DT Bk ERMEH T, BEEALIC, v T 7 —

vizkhiE, BE—-FEERE VS T doing,

BIRD A A F EBRNELG % Ao - HTHO TR
RTINS T & co-emergencell 5T %, T D
L5, NRTICHRETBEHRRIN T 7 e —FiF, Tw
M L Thvb i 238 U T, ﬂﬁ%‘kﬁb
TEIEZ AV, L CHRMbshTRE %
T, 2FBZ &5 LM TE S (Macpherson,
2009: 1052)
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B NIEE % B - /- SR AEICEE T % Worth (2013)
DT L > TR &) BT —<PEFI LT
b, T—AIC &R, FEIEEOHEN R RER
Baiaic, AN & 0BE» O mEINY 2t
SEREBEL T, HOREDDLEFORETHVD
DO EBEMRAFRIBEE 2, iF. 25 L-EE
72BN E B R TERE R E O FIRED I
N2 ZtZ, TR LTEERELZHOD
HpEVS T EE, BRI LTEEMBEDL S RO
DENBHEWVS T L (Worth, 2013: 108) Dk
UL &), L LTR#EoT 5,

I, FE T o YA 2 B, Smith
(2012) DTADPAICET 2RI B LTS ICE
NTW53, 23 2 NERICB T2 (TADPAD)
FEO FRATREM: L. B OBRIEOBERN AN
TEALZDOLELE L5 ZTWBED, HoIeix, F&
RO EMHIREERD THEE & TR#E K> 7o g ADFH
DB 7% 2 %8Bk (Smith, 2012: 348) % R L T
NBWED T VD, b 2HEADPEHRE RS,
FIFIMbO AL ICHESh 21T ET, 2ok
1B 2 HEE 72 b OFHN T A D A O IR
DARE % 72T, Smith(2012) 1k, TTADPAIK D>
7o B UK % B HY = B2 1Y 72 normative B 14 12 0 B X
N2H0ELTHRMMT20TIIRL, TXNTOH
A c, BRI T, MMM Zinter-subjective
WiEEiclb s L2 T 5, 974 v
KRB Fradical body politics) (Smith 2012: 354), %
RIET 2 LTI Tws,

2. BE/EEELLDOER

FIRFIZ, NRTAZERI L 5%, THaSbNn s b o,
ZFITEND LD, WENE D D (Jones, 2009: 492)
EUTHIRET 5 2 ki, MR BRSO TR
DLODVTNLE LT, H5VLIFEAENZD DD
Bz b oowdhhr e LT, FENICTRT L
oty pEE A BBER L CRRET 2, IR0
HE - BEBCEOEH TR, LIFLIEZD LS X
R 7R L AD A BN D (Holt, 2016b; Goodfellow,
2012), CHIFEF L ORI RIECTH 2,8k 6,
% L OEEEZR Y (RN RER O & 5 %) B L &
bhzaBRBEICEESN BT 282 AR L, £
DH A, (EHROBBED & 5 k) GENTHEWT
bbHEEZLNIGTHARUICGE LATYS (Hall,
2005), LWVH T ENLLHSENTELLLTH D,
Zefl L SR ORI E I - & 0 LIEHT A L
Ik b, BEOHRREORMETN - IR 2
1234t 72 BA R I IE [ relational configuration % Hif [ 12 HY

¥25E51h 5,

Stephens et al. (2015) 1%, HEWEGE2E -7+ &
b DOHF, IR, EHEOREIREIC BT 5 /5 IC R
THHRT, COREMSHL T2, AT 47
VABIZ, BEOEARICIBT LT ELDEADE
FNHICONTELBEBICE v l— X & EEEH
L. RO LS ICEET 5,

bhvbnik, & 2RE% 2N 7% iRk
FOLEENTHSE, LI 7 - FUF Y EBRE
TERV, () VHPIRLTTELLEENHEE, ¥
e, EBRICBI T 5 B 3 SR UL A v
7RIV Fe—FMEL, UOETF, 2h b
L7z 5, LA T 22, PEETH D
(Stephens et al., 2015: 213) ,

IhbScdy, HEOHBEEOBRBICET 25
O, BRGNS oEEEZHESHL T
2, BfE, Zu—nL ) —2 Tk, BEEE- T
EH EHEEDNT R OFRERICB W, Y-8
a2 b OMNE L HICREEZTD T4 or—v
THE ) RS T % (Goodfellow, 2012), D
HEo—fL LT, FHETCTEN, &G WE
BT LD EPFEHNEO—H%2Z T 5720
2, DEES NI R 7 FEE 2 ERNICR T B C
EDR— Rt E3nhTw3, Zhicid, EEHD
7O DBEMEEERET 2 L WIFE, T2—HD
FEL BTN L THRNDE FRIAEG & vwo 728
71% %3 % Bifichallenging environment?» 5 @ b
Pty Z &3 % (Holt, 2010a; Holt et al., 2012) . & \»
SHELH B, Lo LEFRmNICEZ R, FHED
HEE PR E VS AR, #E, W, &
fE, MRV REDRED Ry b= 5%ET B D
D, BEO, BRI, RO, R, E R
LR, ARAH Y X295 LB EDOREE D
BIfRicBWTAEL 2D, £ LTHRETE S,

D& kT Ta—FiE, 5 L7%HEEUEN
E 7RI S D b U CERIERIICOET B 2 LT
EHLL., 25 OEBDPREEDOBRN A Y b —2
DXMOFTHEEFLNTHRNENEIETHLDOR
eI OIEZBREICL TV B I L, 2307 5
(Goodfellow, 2012) , [AIFFIZ, Holt (2010b) ASHEZR L
72& 90T, Th e OBMRIVICRERK S 17z 22 I3 R
BT TR CE S L, EERiL T3, 2L T
ZIRVHEEDTEREELE L T b, Z0X
HiZ, WREI 2 SRR /B0 & 5 22/ L v )
FZ b, R %E D TRE O BT & B L,
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Peor, IsfE L. HIET 2EH A0S %2 #ilT 5
Z b, BN E B EMEICEE T B Jones (2009) @
MEIA ViSRS & — T 5,

3. fTAR/UEICTZEEHE

WAFEOWFIE, M ESEIFE T2 i
koT, BEMEEOHEN D T AT 20D
ZHE JIbody’s capacity to act®°, AR O A RENE
DHHL - RSN 2 TEC b EREZRAT IS, &
& ZiE¥Worth (2013) & Smith (2012) I3 & &, HE
M 72 5%ETHEREE & NI B 2 FHRAER 2 IEX D
J 2 EEBRD., AR LD DTHHHR R L D
THIRL TRV, EWVWH T EZRHSIIZL TV S,
INHIRSFEESE AT/, THEEDR
#iRHAE ) (Anderson and Harrison, 2010% Z:|/) 73,
BEEE-S>TOLIREIICLIDET) H 2 EED
RN TEL I LEFIRL, Z0HEP MO HMEKE
DORRED T ANANDED, £72 2 D72 DFEED
AL %,

C D, FEE R E O F IR D ZERE D
WHEAKRLE L TD T+ — VBT TV AT LI
ko TR EN D ik, 2T 5L oHiE e
%, 7ok 21E, EEOBEM:EHsignificant mobility
impairment® £ o THAIE T 2 A L ASZER AL
personal support worker® &\ IZ & - TR S 11 %
BRIV ERICOWTEZATAR LY, HEERTID
Hewix, &2 5k LiELidfho Fiky
(Ry K, Hed BEREC LK) LEfELT—
DHKIZHN LT, £720EED 7= I filip—17-
LR, EBZACABOFLE T 5T EEE
ACW3 (Munro, 2013), FIFFIC, Z OFFHERELIC
B THEPBHEICHITEES D A 5 co-mingling & &
W, B, B EDD OML WIEBoKAS
wWrEEARHT oL, ELTHBETES, TS5 LR
WEERR L 2N s ONERRIEER T B 1B ENL. IRIA
W 7 DESRONEICE VT, 22Ntk >T
RS ensd, ZOREEIE, 7 T7~NDT 7R
EREDT BRM - ANBERIC X 57 TG AT
LOERDHVL, Sy 7OE EEIZTT
%l Bior TREEOES EHEEMICE - T
bk E N5,

CCHHEOR, % OTEFHEICE T S 7 4 —
2T T OWEOB O LD, L ICANEST
bz s 7 ONEEE L BN XD, BiR
— KB LRUEFE O — D TE S I LEFIR
T2 BRI RN ATER S vz, Lim (2010) 1 L7z
NZIE, 2D &5 k(7 7 OIEAKRZ, BIERDOITH

BAE T 3 HHEIC T OREE DI A — I
WP EP Db 6T —ERET, HvI560)
FRRTRELTCY S BHE, LA, TRIE £
Wk TS ) 72 7 I BAMR T B D [ sentiment 1, FR
5 NI RG] & RNRE 72 978 & v S R TR T,
TAEMZETEE L CREDEH Y — v LA
B4 23E51C L TARENS % (Cranford and Miller,
2013), T ORPTUE, FEHERPEID G, AV
WKKELEOIRESIEZ LA R0, EREHOESIX
Bratshs, LrLEhThbbhbilld, 2l
Bs 2EAM, T b biEY) R SRR & ZENE
MIC &k - Tr 7 oREE LREE ORI kR
$ %being with) BIfRIVZEHZESE LN T T D
FHEE —FHEERERESVLIW S LD LETRSH
unrushed moment of meaningful encounter—— % 8 {&
T5ZEHTES (Cranford and Miller, 2013), Z D
& O BRI R BEIEREL X, 7 7 ot L R A
UM S h, BEMREEY - Yo vy - A
LN 2 EEZE LT, 25T,
fhDREDHE W, B X OEEREROAEEEZ T
B <,

HEEEICHET 2EEOHETHL Z AR
NTw5 (Hall, 2013; Power, 2008, 2013), 7z & 213
Power (2013) &, ¥ BEEZEHS>ZALDIZDDT
ALy =N —TF—LDE D Y —EZAHRX
IR S, b D ICHHED & b SO 7
TEREICEIML T TERE D40 5 (Power, 2013:
68) EIED T Z LRI N A LA, KEEE
5[ & 17 % (Wiesel and Bigby, 2014% 1), HHH
RGN L CZ o cfTEIT 2 A4 osmii s h
ZDEFEEL VI ETH DA, Power (2013) X, %
OMBREIBEBICIIESTE RV EEL L, KIED
—H, IEREE, BEEAEIC K > THERIC,
FRERICRBINMEFEIBETHLLETH, T
5 LIHMHFETIE - Z ) ERFAIN T E DT
7w, ST —DBLE, AADPHL I L TE
DEABAR O MR L #iBH, 2N 5 DOZERITIE S NEER
T2 &5 REH (21X, B, #¥, Kb, w
b, ) OBREE. ERAEDTRIREC & B IERE,
WWHEEBEZATS L ELTHBEINDEAS, TD
EOWCERB LT, FAHKLE L TORE - ey
T YAT LOMMILE . 2 OESEY THE TR
KRIZ Al b Y 9 create ways of living differently ; (Lim,
2010: 2407) 7z OICHAE SN D FIFEICDOWTOEE
R BURINITEDED» R L2355,
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IV TgE -5 Otz

C@K%@%EH’J&%%%:@@‘ Eﬁ%%ﬁi@ﬁi
B & 2T, BARME E NRTAME S — B & o fit iy
BPICHZ DI EDTEDDDDEREALHD I,
Chouinard et al. (2010) 1%, [ =4HE5E /1 disability~
DB I HE Jability D TIEFME ) ~NO RN TEREZ2 EERT
5, LRz, TR, BEEEE 0k b o
P 250 U i — B iR L — R o Rt 03
EFEIND LB SINTEL—FT, ZN56D
Pgisyh 7 3 — 2 RRINICAE D TR A0 4
Motz (p.17). TNADIHEELT, YaAfF—
FERE2DEWERLTWS, Thbs, Nop
12 L Tt — &R Eable-bodiedness & il & — 5 #fid:
able-mindedness 3 HEERAY - JFE LI ICA 1Y = RSB
ELTHRESNDDP), TZhoDEEIIEWTE
D & 5 T OFIFR - Fg - 2 HPERE RO DD,
TP L TENS BARENMSNDEDH ), TH D,
MR~ Rk E LT 2 s D wIcHL LA TW»
B, ZROIFAEORFRCIBVTL IO E
HaNz &5k $ E7%\» (Campbell, 2009;
Goodley, 2014), L2 L ZHTdH, #ESDIHRIE
W% St S 2 2k, bl 35 FKableism! X
g 20 flAL, fifid 2,7 E b ol I nizfE
EEEEOBEE VS TIHN» G A &
72, MDD b DFEREL O REERE S LT
ZEDMAOKREER LTS, AHETIE, ZDX
S it H R 5.2 5 L Bbi b oD E MR
T2 B Ml — B ERLECT 5, E3TH
Wiz d DITT Dqueery AREEZ B D T, EHED
BEVICB T AR AESET 5, £, #E -5
oK% THLZ % 5 4> Tneedy endeavours & L CH
fR3 2 BALRIYK Frelational dependency & \» 9 JAHi 72
WerHRsE 5,

1. BE—BEFELRREICTS

Goodley (2014) 1&., 23T HHINHE hLEET 7
T — F-critical ableist approach; & L5 D% ERH L
T3, Zaid, NEHE O/ B O R - BUE
SN BER - fifld - EEL, 20X HRADHIHD
SLOREBAMR LEEBRIEA ML CE NS IIPIT 5 D
DTH 5, HFWHOEFET, HAGPEELHD
DOXBENEMHZ EALZTDIDEEFED TS, T
bbb, TERAIN - Wy - BUSH s S L GhE
BN - DEER R LEE, ()R L - F)K
TRl HTE, g B - HOSERS

() BEN 7 AEGFE DS 5 Z £ (Goodley, 2011:
79). TH 5, HWHEEFLEEY 7o —F 11,
iRz THe ) ofiFEN % 72 3#ENcH 2D EL
Tfifio 1, HrL, 380 2 LEoEEOAEN
- ORI LT 5, Gleeson (1999) DMEYIGR
WAHTICRTAT 2 & 510, £ oho TR
@ Chouinard et al. (2010) DFE—DRIWVICEZ S X 9
12, Goodley (2014) (ZAE/1ICBId 3 Zh 5 DAY
WarsHamERD THEER) oFTHLL L%
FH L. TEEBERY 78T H B 722219 H Cithe functioning
neoliberal self & 1%, &% — B{APHEE —fEic s n
7ZHCDZ £ TH 5, (Goodley, 2014: 28), & #Eiw
DT B, BRI ZOL S mb DL LT ARE:
LGE + AL E WS LI A SR I R 2 @
Tbh b,

RO N ORENEE TR T B Al
L. TRCOAD S 50 HCHET, FEET,
WEWNTH D, Z5 LicEHRITME - Fihkz2 AR
BEMME VT DIRBLE D THICE3ATSTH
b, UL SR D #ikEIC & %, Sothern (2007) 1.
74 7HEmEEEEZP SEC R ORETH B
T2V v 7 #kcrip theory) (McRuer, 2006) ZH(b L
. 2k, %5 ¥ heteronormativity & B
—FRESHEICHIR L&D T EANDEEHR LT
AU —BR 722 DEALECT B LD
TELFE, LART, MEEDLDD Ty 7 2
<= 2 7 )V OIFJEIC B > TSothern (2007) 13, Z D
v:;?nﬁi(@%§ﬂ£§§ﬂﬁ%ﬁ@h7&;
TUT4 MG TAATHIME T B 07, KAKE
LA (22 ¥THBRERM) Sz HEBEHEOE

T %, Sothern (2007) X, Z® & o A fEHLH 72 IEH
{tinormalization!Z B2 B 2 %5, iz Zh %2,
W DT & BEEHEE L v I2EA TAERE
FRY A ALE DSOS e LN & S 24Tl
(Sothern, 2007: 157) ZRITHE, AT, LA
ik, TonbNIFEEZIFH L Z0hiEE ok 0
(Sothern, 2007: 157) t#eld 3, 2V v FHEIZ. A
BB L3k dl eh, EwH T EIZEALT
BB ERF 2 LT, E-SRbsh, HiEahmE
#T, FAMLENI LY 2 2D ERHEE 7213 AR
IEANLECTD (FZFRWEIC, TXRTDOAZE
Mg RS )) e TE, I 51T,
FLEEZOL ODORMKICERTE 2, 27Uy TH
A, EEATREREE NG S ()
& becoming subjectivities™~ & 7 4 7 BLER A EE §
5 Ll EZ G, TRk Uk, D oWEIY
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. ZENT, ﬁﬁ%&%meQMMjm2M§
Gmdwjm438” B 55IH) 2%#T 5, T
RTOEMERE, B/ LR 22 —
SALHIREEE DR LRI DI H B DD, ZNT
b, (o HEPY D O) BIFEN T, KRFEWK T,
BRITH b, 1E8hE WED HHEEIC & - T
BENBDTH B,

Sothern (2007) iZ & % f@tH — B & D TR EAfbcrip-
plings &. Saldanha (2007) IC X 2 FAAS L & DAL
EALF 721 TR Ufreaking ) 1< BT 2 BN 2 BFSE
Wi, fifid 2 BUEIEET S, Py =vic &
niE, AAS Lo BEIZ AR OB KZ BRI
5, 2D k5T

NEPFEOIEEI /11X, AFEOEWEZEIZL WA
MFICT 201, ThEBASESLE51ER
Fonsd, () 2D AHOBEHNED .
BE¥ADLE2L, ANBEOZo— L ngESEKCE
FEHASL L EDEEZFF AL E NS (Saldanha,
2007: 199),

ML &IiC, BEROKRE X LIPIR, BE S,
WEIRIRE S, REARVIREE, A, BTk, Zzofhoz#
BOB 0 Eb DT L GRFENZLIRIEAN EERZ G
(T LR, i & 2 e — Bk & Z nhfEEH LS
niTbE,, LI MRESI N otmEIEEL
LD D, TEDOHIICET 28052 D & 5
7R D—Fl % LT\ 3, Longhurst (2010) &
PRl 1 1S 72 2 & &G FEE IS MM ER I © R AR 22
BThs, LwHILERLE, HZoWRTES
TrMrbIE, AW - M (2 8 ZE, KBS
DAY 7 - ﬁ% Eﬁf)h;ofﬁa®2%#
I E ﬁ%a%@%#gma LIzoWnTEE-
“Clﬂ%(Colls and Evans, 2014H ), LA L. Al

E RO IO T oEEI NS L 2
#éo%ﬁ®§%iﬁAkiofﬁE§hk§*
H 5 M, (BR) Tidewl, fiHicizmEs s
LTafshizn, 25L0LT, 20 &5 kg HiEkE
EHE O ZItimE R LTI L, fRbbic, Hik
RTL SRR %2 o A4 ORRERD A & bbb
NOFEEZMT 5,

2. BEENRBKEHZICAITT

ZoHDER, BRmNT Ta -5 TEE -5
) L2 noREMICET 32 bbb ORI IR
T2LEEbhsbo, EBRLTWS, BRmN
YWEHRNT Tu—FOF I H B DIk, FiRkidfho
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AL IR O Bk L BfRZ#5IX R WIRD T817 2
CEMWTERL, LI HETHE, HHFEORR
— IROEI D HVE, REOHEEOME D& F
D —1%, & BT EEN%2 EEE 5T,
D B ROTEBOBEREEHINT 5, £LBHAET
fHm, 2R L Twshb Lk (Adkins, 2015: 97;
Ruddick, 2012), Fox (2002: 36) 2%#tHT % & 912,
I b OEEMBREAREEICEE L, BHOE
A, bt THEYHRO, BEo, LR
MWD, ZLTHoW5EETYPEEOELN AN
Oy ERI % KT 2, F7ce Db b OB A D,
HRME T AT 20 0ZRENZ2EDHRY,
ZNEEH T R ER O % KT 5 iEEEE Al D
Hi,
Dewsbury (2011) (& Zh 6 O@BEOHEH & L T,
HEAH & HFRHRE D & OBIREZED B 5, 17
Raumg(ZOlO) b EDE, HERHE & HERHTE D O]
@(Jmif’b 1358 E BB intensive environment?» 5 T & T
W3, LHHT B, 2T TR BEROES DAV,
i 7- e RER DR E) b W5V e M A DB 2
BERN RN, B & 02 0 EBSTH N % fHiEky
(Dewsbury, 2011: 151) Z#2fEL, FA ¢ 2, HER
HOEER IF 2 T TR DIBE NS 5 blc KEICE
BiL, CofEaEEEENNT S, ZLTZILE
BEMNTEZEL T, ThhbhidMtRodhctH 5
DB E Ao, FRHC, HOSKWICH 6 DER
#1553 % (Dewsbury, 2011: 151) DTH 5,
Dewsbury (2011) OFHIHE, AKKAR— R &5 HE
EoBRNEE2 Ao Ax OB B EICEIT 2
Jonasson (2014) DHFZ2IC 1ZBEIMEZEGEEDUE 235 22,
Ity v itk BENz, BEEHR 7 7R
#. AKKAR—F, WEHWEEODREIbAWVWE LT
MEiRr cEAaliEshs, 35y Y rhd~s &
ST, HHEHTIE, TORBIE LD EHEAW
BERE AV AEANT EEZ LN DD, ERRIC
%, TAKKAFR — F 2 F]H#H S 2 h o ETiEE % A
BT A6 08T DEHE L vy, (Jonasson, 2014:
487), TNk > TERESNZ D DX, BAW -
EW - BERIMNICHEOIA TN T WD, FRFRER I,
A EFEAHOM T OB EPIITES &S 2 &l
Ko TR S NIRENERE 2T L CBn 3,
Dewsbury (2011) & Jonasson (2014) @ﬁ%bw L7z
SREE BRI O Al & 1k O B CHRIR S 2 35 A . (R
&6@ﬁ®ri§&mjk®%%k%mfébf)§
250t OFEREROB OS2 EHT &
DEETHD, EHrINEZE, Z0L5%7 70—
FlE, TRTOHEIMTRH LD EERNICEENT
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D327 DIfE L DHFCHE IO ZIKET 2T
ik 2RHTHLOCTHD, EESIF, ThERHT
% Z L2 A AL MK in/dependence D RREIC K L
THHNIC? T e —FF 2 HETE R EE2RD
Tw3, 77 OMIICE T 27 = 3 =2  oWf%Es
B, 7 7 2 EERNITROEE D ELTREITFTRL,
ANEANDOBROEF D ELTHELZTER (L
Z1Z¥, Popke, 2006; Lawson, 2007; Cox, 2010; Atkinson
etal, 2011), L % L ##1 T b Atkinson et al. (2011:
570) 1%, HAKEZEALSZ 72 I=A DT 7D
fREIC B VLTS A, KA LS MIkAR L L TR
R ERG VLR TE b, 7 7 OfifE 2 35 Uik
B B A, HERSME, EAREEREEE S
5y, EEETL, ThXUV UL, ZDKO
HEFF S N T 2 IREERIC BB A B X 2 HFZRICHLD
AT 20 H 1D 5, LFRT D, TTEES
1E RO BIRIIEEL & 5 R T D E A oo AR -
FAEDE R E DDLnth 2L TL KT
BEZHIHEICHT I L1k, BENRKAEZLE LT
HEs N2 LEONIDOEFKEZIL L DDHE
Eheftd s, LERT B,

BRI e ARAIRBE 2 R IR T 2 C OEU D #AE. B
RINAZR OGS, £7213, M4 DHEOZERT &
A THIRT 2 FH 052 LiER % TR
F FH O & Muniversalist sensibility ; (Toria-Kelly,
2005), #EHET 2D DTV (Colls, 2012), %
DHLY AL, FEEH O BAKA, Campbell (2005) 23
W kT AD THE{EImII T 2 #E S ontological intol-
erance ] ICEDPNHET 5 A H = X LK L THEEIC
HEmMF2ZL208ET D, £z, lcOHED
RN OLEE BT AL DBELET D, T
L 727228349 % 1 H &, Deleuze and Guattari (1987)
&2 N GEROHERICB W TIE-> &b LN
2, o2 T, BEPTEL I LEIZORE
LB o TIES NS, EERT B, TRED,
—EDBRD D LT BT B IHEH S (extensive parts)
oo TwbESC, HER, —EDRERID
b LT BT DN =5RE 4 (intensive parts) 2>
57> TWw5, (Deleuze and Guattari, 1987: 256-257.
(IR P& p. 199)), ZD & SicANE, ko
MWHEIE, 22T 514 0 GRELN) 55 O 1EE
e, 2hE &EHICBEROPFICAS Z EDTE H1h
D T —— B3R - b Dthings - Pobjects—— D
HiokoThESNE, TO7 Fu—Fi%, HEN
Wt ZRRNOBR THEROAERERMRT 52—
7T, TERENRELL, &E L Z0BR. BXU

MELZoEAEWHSIREL TL %) (Deleuze and

Guattari, 1987: 257, (F{F O F%& p. 200)), &\ 5
WHE T 7o —F 2 XL oo, THE L O
MCEHNCEEREZMBET L2 ERT S, 25
L7eEZ A, MW —BFIcks Tl 2 EolE
JEIC & 2 kA7 % FEE IR SRR IR T 2 720
ORlA 2T 2, hiF, 20 L5 BEEDE
Z Mineediness D BHREAL £ FIRFIZ, Z 45 OBA{RAVIK
DAL L CHEFRF S N A8 K B E L ToES
ot 2 HEHI 2 H, 2 & ATV B,

FEDOECEY T4 ICBET 208020 &k 5 &
%D —WH% 5 2 %, Cresswell (2010, 2012) &, 3
ROMBETFICB T2 FHLZERELTOEL Y
T4 OEEMEEBS IR L, icknid, £E
VT4 &) BEROENN RS THaMEE o4&
FE) (Cresswell, 2012: 651) 128\ THULAY 2 ¢ E %
HoTwz, Y T4 HEODEIT YRGS NI
BEOEE2EDICLIAD, EZ2I1E, Hhrh
72 £V 7 1 mundane mobility1Z B3 % iff5eid, A4
DY TR DD ICEFE D | REE D ICB E, Wi
DIz FEDH MR AT < (Binnie et al., 2007: 166;
Middleton, 2010 £ H) T & 2 WJHEIC 3 2 SEEEAY -
W RE T 2 8T 5, L L, BEEHFROST
MEBICRLTE & S, THIRIN 3 LE 74
T FRE - BE @A LA wE{E, (Andrews
etal, 2012: 1928) % FEMAYICHERR 3 2 EEBRE O
WY AT LDRMICBWT, TRTOABZENSD
BT E 2T TRV,

BRI 7 7o — 5%, EifEE &> Tk LREE
DGR — AR o BRI BEIT 5 & Ltk
M7REHER 5, 2 LT, TE— ko kB
B0 Fixfl & L <R E)Y T Rmobile subject & W
5 e, (Imrie, 2012: 2261, BRI BIFE) 255 5
EEREMETZ, D LAbhbniE, —HEOKFE—
K E D B R DRIERRE S & FIMT 2o A4, HiE
B, 2R WY 2T L, WENBEAOKE
— BT LCHN A b D, L LTCOAEIL M
WG Ens B EEc T Tu—FTE S (- k
Z13. Imrie, 2012; Andrews et al., 2012) ,

o7 7u—F 3T ofEICEH T I L <
WCHRFEIC 2 2000 LN\, 825620 TH
72 ATRICELD L R E, SE e AR (R 7258
ACBEWEN) THBHIL KRB EDFLELT
HEXNTE D5 TH 5 (Cresswell, 2010% ) ,
L2 L., Ingold (2014) DENFHHNRL T 5 &
Sz, (NHO)FTREHFEICEATE D, FHED
e — LRI 5B 5. 722 hic & - T
BEN3, EZIDEZICHEDE, XDLIICE
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RY %, TIRToOAMIC LT, BoHRCE
EDDDEMIIT->THEZ NS, REWRK
TEbody plan ) (I FTE L 720, MEEMICKE DRSNS
AR OBRE CEBRIC B S L T2 6 1) b
Sz NEO R F 72 13 e 54T O BN TZ R I3 A
L 7>, (Ingold, 2014: 336), I HiCA IV FD
BHgEiE, 25 L-BEMICHR D IES 05 STHRED
BIRIIEE 2R LT 5, ik, 2—m v Uk
DYATDHEETHPEG L IREELED, 21
X, ROWEEZREOEBEOANTHER (L 2
BHED 7= 0M), £/, 17—V ERBORBTE
WA T v 77 5 HEWistepping machine & L CJE % B2
T, XTI EE 72 =% U 7z paved the
way ) (Ingold, 2014: 326) Fi7E DY EINELE DA,
ENOWIEAINBEOWAL L, EFRT S, L
7ei3o T OWFEIE, BFE —BFichoTn T L
R L Chhvb g BT 3 kIO TR
Bl & $2fE 3 2,

V &HbIc

AETOELELbDRL VI, FEEMPEEICE T
LERRINEE L OMb 2 & SicitET A2 LT
Hotz, £ LI, NRTOEE 2R L BEOHEH
2 & BT TS L ORIIC B 2R 5 iR 72
Mo 2L, HESE L EERAT, RO
XTTELIELIFBEENTVWE, EELXELD
Z, 20Ok ERIC X > T, TOTEHICEW
TEHHhbEmETMPPENLTOENDEILTH
3, ZOFRmOETIE, ThETOHER»PHEL S
WL DD ORI - BUAK - HiER - EIENEE
CEEEIEOT 0,

Bz acwziE, AfcswTEE LI,
NRTIC & » TH-EETHONENWEYE —ftho s
- - 22 OBIRICB VL THEES TIT5 2 k)
I NG LT, EELIFEFOEREE
AR R 72 FERREND, LD T EITHD
DODEFEEE- Tz, FHFHC, TO7 e —FDRR L
RELBEHRLTWE, =20l LT, MBI
knowing!Z X 4" 547 5 Z & doing D Ft#E{ll —— Barnett
(2008: 89) ZSIUTHEDNRTHFZEIC R L 72, BIERRM
7 TR0, L LT OO EERN B
— %, BRpHFICFE s, RO R % R
L., MHEICBOTITAT 2R L L CORMERNZ
R & BROBELEM 25 HE2H T 2 BHBIELH 2
(Pile, 2010; Andrews et al., 2014H &), 2D Z L1,

RE OWENRECERN S VwIcB L TRED
BEPTED, B3 TEBVLI LR, FEE
DERIPBED» LT LFET 0B E2EER 2
&, EXWCHEKRARMWETH 5, 72 & 2 IEEFHEIC
B4 2ILFEOWIFIE EEE O = — X L RERR D,
VB BRI O Y8 & R0 VT % BT AR R R
SHRREN TS, HE0IEFENLDOFTHES TR
AbLNTWS, EWwH T EERL T2 (Bromley et
al., 2007; Van Hoven and Elzinga, 2009; Imrie, 2012),
b 0FERRZ, HTOALZEEONEC#EYITH
5 LBIRINDGEOBEECBREIO Y A TICBT 5
RimwEZBHRLLTE Y, 2wz, A8,/ %
) Eim/mobility S EZ B iR & L COIEA W
YIEWELERZHEFT 2 2 LI RDPER VLD TH
5, I —HilA, THRERORIEICH 3 H
LS N7 AT %P A2, B S H#HERRIC
(Barnett, 2008 % £ ) M D [RE Ml ORR L
UK k%2 S IEHT 20808 H %,

% 7. NRTOBHRERAVELA 13, BEOBUAICH L
T 2b ORFEERIE T 5, Macpherson (2010)
MWEET A X5, NRTO TESERNARHL T2
sceptical humanism (%, FEEHFIEPFEHHE) O %E
FlMpragmatic CEUARM 2 HW £ IZMHW 2w b L
Nz, ZNoH i LIELIE, EEFEROTAY D 51
Hizh L30T wa, L LEES IR, MEOER
& FERE S TERR DO % 72 12 & ORI AR
DEZBZAMCEL25ERH L, LFRLV, R
ICNRTIC B 2 ERDO Bt bz, BUa T 7 2 —
ELCol HEMEA L2 MEIC L CERFE0EE
SHINREICBE T 2 90 L BEL A TO LD o T
%, fHA DR OPEFLA DN CHEE S 2 FiERYE
REWVI EROA T4 B X —1d, WP IC—ToRmE
HENOT—r 2, BEHABICBT B8
Wk o o2 R U720 EHE Ay r—v %
MWRLAD Lz, L2 L, BEEOBUROHEREEL L
THZ L ARZ2EAT 5 £, SRz EEE Ediverse
population of disabled peopleZ’® 7z & 3 H{ffb S 7z
ZEBNOMRAS NG LER S, X O R 2R
BE LT, 2hid, $RToAL (FEH L IEE
FHOWM) &, Lohdiadi, TAICRATZE
R D7z DI NFIRY - FEAR M IciRET 5, &
WH I EERMELIERS,

BIRERAY - WEERINT 70— F 1k, KO RO
Rbbiz, EEICH O BEOKIAN EBITT
5 %L %, ZHiEGrosz(2005: 88) IT k- T
o &b LIRS Nie, HZIEF vor— Xkl L
DO ftlEEE 6 N Ak OBIANE S % THEED



160 IZRT7—F ke, @N—F T4k

72 OR%E, ERWRL DD L VOIS, T4
act - E17do « AliEmaked HHEF %2 & B RS, &
LTI HREINZRETH D, LFRT D, 2k
D 174 A HEWenabling T ELiE N 22 th 2T E %2 38§
B TAT YT AT 4 Do FEEAOBITIE, FEE
&SR NEW - FEARIN 2 fhg & oI 2 B
BN FAYEBEROME, BLXUZoBEE~NLHEZ
FTEHE 5,

Leitner and Strunk (2014) 23% R D¢ 5 #Hadvoca-
eylc BT 28 CRIBH L 72 & D ic, B 54 - M
& - LT - RS ORI S o B X, Z ALK,
BHECTBURN REARE LT T e —F3N D 5,
ZO &SR TTu—FIF, 72 & 2 IEHL OEIEEMSE
BT 2 7 OICTEENT 2 EEE, 125 EHEhHA,
KiE, BRER, LEREE, FEHE, BUFHR.
Z DAt D BEiEbodies DTN 22 FHEIRZ WIS Hic T
5952 TCHMEEA S,

FiEmN R Tw 2R, bivbh 3 IERRN %
b DICAWIEREIL SR, Zhix, WENE
MOITRIRE LTOZERITH A 50, BiREH
P HTEGRN R BEICH 5 5D, BRIFFEDIEM
HOGORTITAET D,/ L whHikEdEb2 5720
T, TRREHE) CEANAIES 2 £ 5 2 L 2R
e HiEwN T e —F 23R T 5725 5, Macpher-
son(2010)ICK B2 TA/ 757 4 —EZ DL %T T
u—FOENZEFER L, BRE i BATHEE
NDEET R %R LT\ % (Macpherson and Bleas-
dale, 2012; Fox and Macpherson, 2015% £ ), % @
12 % Bigby and Wiesel (2011, 2013; Wiesel, 2013 % £
H4) 1, #HONEERIC B 3 EEE L JEEEE
DOMHAERNZ SV Z ST 5 721728 #5%E
mobile observationZ flH L T\ %, I Ofiff%eiE,
HEonbb0/FEohE Vb DRBALHELOY
B (728 212, BEBEPHEWEBIED TS, £k
FEWIA S TR, BRI REN RSN ST
) B LU CEERMRARET S, &5, R
MR D TRV O, §E0 2 200 fHalk, EE
i TREAHE, b oIMIlICEI N T E AL
W > THIME BERZET 2D L, Wiesel
(2013:2393) Wik~ 3 & Sz, ThhbhidEZz 0%
HICkoT, A VP L a—DBTHLORBEIES
CEDPEELWERDbN DS XD EEOMNEESE, %
FREME a2y —va v ERELTAALE
RISz 5 Z LB TE S, .
.%%@xéﬂwﬂ@ﬁ*EﬂMkﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁ\@
TWIZ7: 5 T GEBEPIR T 2 A5k o, BERN
ERE, a2 FBRNICERT 5 Tk owTh

NONIZENERICEZ DERH S, LS T L%
RBT 2, JZIWFEL AR H D 2508, F
FHHRSBOMEDEDICEZGND T ODFHRE
RET 2, Fwo, BEAMEEOHEKNICHLETE
DO HHIY =R 7 T — Bk & Z I RHE
SNBEEZEDOEICH D H oW 5 T % EET
DML E N R OMR T 2 S REIC LT, &
D —JE ORI R T EE A DERH B, LRET
5, THUCBEL T, EEREE (Holt, 2010b), 12
PR TAIRAN 722 BRI B (Stone et al., 2014) . AT
(Longhurst, 2010) 12Bd9 2 EE 298253 Tt b
HENTVEY, T L LTHRShS X chk
B0 EBMEARFAT 2RI S S ICHETH
%, o, BRNERGEICERT 5 2 LT, T
— Gk ZRPFEEDICEHT S L5 10T 2BED
BIRIN D% 250 LB AR EH S 22§ %4
Bk 5, LIRETS,

HE

A CToRREHREIED-DICEE L 2 KB
LT EESRTT - 2oy FEEFREDTLIC
BHoRE£RLET, ERWNE 71— F Ny 27%2R
LT EEo7t2H o7 Bnxd,

E

D EYAER - B - DELYER - SR - UL
AbDEEGEDEEIXE N, LROVDOFEEIC DO WTE
% 15T, Z#1ldBhaskarand Danermark (2006) 23 L 72
FHIEAER L HRL T 5,

2)  Jonasson (2014) IFAKKAR— K%, [EcEHHHEET L
LTHEINTw2H, kbbb T, BHOZER/
F LR EEEC AT LZLEL TS LD EEDOR
EHICE-THENE b D, L LTSI TWw3,
AKKAR— Rid, HETHICWO DI 5 h x5 20
LoD, Ricb 4 7Y b Shiciifgs — 710> GE
172, aFryVorl~z ke, BEOERMECHED
3 OFHRTFZ T Tl A, Z0E, WL MEERERA.
ZDMhd b Db TR AT ICH D At

RE

AL FHLEZLOVHEPLOFET S5 LEERT
% “subjective being” I b, k7 2 b D DHFAE



e oD BRI L B 22 1 10 1 ¢ 161

IR ALEREBIAL, H2dONERICE
Tl ZLtERLTWS, MEOHETELT 2
“human becoming” (AFER) b 2 L ABETH 5,

3CHR

Adkins, B. (2015) Deleuze and Guattari’s A Thousand Plateaus: A
critical introduction. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press.
Anderson, B. (2006) Becoming and being hopeful: Towards a theory
of affect. Environment and Planning D: Society and Space 24(5):
733-752. 7 v &= v, B. #, F& EAT (2010) A E DAL
LB —BEoMRICmT T 2 - e - IS
13:75-94.

Anderson, B and Harrison, P. (2010) Taking-place: Non-representa-

tional theories and geography. Farnham: Ashgate.

Anderson, B and McFarlane, C. (2011) Assemblage and geography.
Area 43(2): 124-127.

Andrews, G., Chen, S. and Myers, S. (2014) The ‘taking place’ of
health and wellbeing: Towards non-representational theory. So-
cial Science & Medicine 108: 210-222.

Andrews, G., Evans, J and Wiles, J. (2013) Re-spacing and re-plac-
ing gerontology: Relationality and affect. Ageing and Society
33(8): 1339-1373.

Andrews, G. Hall, E., Evans, B. and Colls, R. (2012) Moving be-
yond walkability: On the potential of health geography. Social
Science & Medicine 75(11): 1925-1932.

Atkinson, S., Lawson, V. and Wiles, J. (2011) Care of the body:
Spaces of practice. Social & Cultural Geography 12(6): 563-572.

Barnett, C. (2008) Political affects in public space: Normative blind-
spots in non-representational ontologies. Transactions of the
Institute of British Geographers 33(2): 186-200.

Bhaskar, R. and Danermark, B. (2006) Metatheory, interdisciplinari-
ty and disability research: A critical realist perspective. Scandina-
vian Journal of Disability Research 8(4): 278-297.

Bigby, C. and Wiesel, I. (2011) Encounter as a dimension of social
inclusion for people with intellectual disability: Beyond and be-
tween community presence and participation. Journal of Intellec-
tual and Developmental Disability 36(4): 263-267.

Binnie, J., Edensor, T., Holloway, J., Millington, S. and Young, C.
(2007) Mundane mobilities, banal travels. Social & Cultural Ge-
ography 8(2): 165-174.

Bissell, D. (2009) Obdurate pains, transient intensities: Affect and
the chronically pained body. Environment and Planning A 41(4):
911-928.

Bissell, D. (2010). Vibrating materialities: Mobility-body-technolo-
gy relations. Area 42(4): 479-486.

Braidotti, R. (2002) Becoming woman: Or sexual difference revisit-
ed. Theory, Culture & Society 20(3): 43-64.

Bromley, R., Matthews, D. and Thomas, C. (2007) City centre ac-
cessibility for wheelchair users. Cities 24(3): 229-241.

Butler, R. (1994) Geography and the vision-impaired and blind

populations. Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers
19(3): 366-368.

Butler, R. and Parr, H. eds. (1999) Mind and body spaces: Geogra-
phies of illness, impairment and disability. London: Routledge.
Campbell, F. (2005) Legislating disability: Negative ontologies and
the government of legal identities. In Foucault and the govern-
ment of disability, ed. S, Tremain, 108-132. Ann Arbor: Universi-

ty of Michigan Press.

Campbell, F. (2009). Contours of ableism: Territories, objects, dis-
ability and desire. London: Palgrave Macmillan.

Chouinard, V. (1997) Making space for disabling differences: Chal-
lenging ableist geographies. Environment and Planning D: Soci-
ety and Space 15(4): 279-287.

Chouinard, V., Hall, E. and Wilton, R. eds. (2010) Towards enabling
geographies: ‘Disabled’ bodies and minds in society and space.
Farnham: Ashgate.

Colls, R. (2012) Feminism, bodily difference and nonrepresentation-
al geographies. Transactions of the Institute of British Geogra-
phers 37(3): 430-445.

Colls, R. and Evans, B. (2014) Making space for fat bodies?: A criti-
cal account of ‘the obesogenic environment’. Progress in Human
Geography 38(6): 733-753.

Cox, R. (2010) Some problems and possibilities of caring. Ethics,
Place and Environment 13(2): 1-18.

Cranford, C. and Miller, D. (2013) Emotion management from the
client’s perspective: The case of personal home care. Work, Em-
ployment and Society 27(4): 785-799.

Cresswell, T. (2010) Towards a politics of mobility. Environment
and Planning D: Society and Space 28(1): 17-31.

Cresswell, T. (2012) Mobilities II: Still. Progress in Human Geogra-
phy 36(5): 645-653

Crooks, V. (2010) Women’s changing experience of the home after
becoming chronically ill. In Towards enabling geographies: ‘Dis-
abled’ bodies and minds in society and space, eds. V. Chouinard,
E. Hall and R. Wilton, 45-62. Farnham: Ashgate.

Deleuze, G. and Guattari, F. (1987) 4 thousand plateaus: Capitalism
and schizophrenia. London: Continuum. F %)V — X, G.+4 %
U, F. 3, FEH— - ANFEKIEA - AP B - SR — - Ak 73
SFREPIER (2010) TTF0 79 b — — &R I3 & 5 AUE
i T HEE AT

Dewsbury, J. D. (2009) Affect. In International Encyclopaedia of
Human Geography, eds. R. Kitchin and N. Thrift, 20-24. Oxford:
Elsevier.

Dewsbury, J. D. (2011) The Deleuze-Guattarian assemblage: Plastic
habits. Area 43(2): 148-153.

Doel, M. (2007) Book review ‘Post-structuralist geography: A guide
to relational space’, by Jonathan Murdoch. Annals of the Associa-
tion of American Geographers 97(4): 809-810.

Duff, C. (2011) Networks, resources and agencies: On the character
and production of enabling places. Health & Place 17(1): 149-
156.

Elman, J. (2012) Cripping safe sex: Life goes on’s queer/disabled



162 IFT—F - &=,

alliances. Bioethical Inquiry 9(3): 317-326.

Fox, N. (2002) Refracting ‘health’: Deleuze, Guattari and body-
self. Health: An Interdisciplinary Journal for the Social Study of
Health, Illness and Medicine 6(3): 347-363.

Fox, A. and Macpherson, H. (2015) Inclusive Arts Practice and Re-
search: A Critical Manifesto. New York: Routledge.

French, S. (1993) Disability, impairment or something in between?
In Disabling barriers - enabling environments, eds. J. Swain, V.
Finkelstein, S. French and M. Oliver, 17-25. London: Sage in
Association with The Open University.

Gleeson, B. (1996) A geography for disabled people?. Transactions
of the Institute of British Geographers 21(2): 387-396.

Gleeson, B. (1999) Geographies of Disability. London: Routledge.

Goodfellow, A. (2012) Looking through the learning disability lens:
Inclusive education and the learning disability environment. Chil-
dren’s Geographies 10(1): 67-81.

Goodley, D. (2011) Disability studies: An interdisciplinary introduc-
tion. London: Sage.

Goodley, D. (2014) Dis/Ability studies: Theorising disablism and
ableism. London: Routledge.

Grosz, E. (2005) Time travels: Feminism, nature, power. London:
Allen Unwin.

Gustavsson, A. (2004) The role of theory in disability research:
Springboard or strait-jacket. Scandinavian Journal of Disability
Research 6(1): 55-70.

Hall, E. (2000) Blood, brains and bone: Taking the body seriously in
the geography of health and impairment. Area 32(1): 21-29.

Hall, E. (2005) The entangled geographies of social exclusion/inclu-
sion for people with learning disabilities. Health & Place 11(2):
107-115.

Hall, E. (2013) Making, gifting and performing belonging: Creative
arts and people with learning disabilities. Environment and Plan-
ning A 45(2): 244-262.

Holt, L. (2004) Children with mind-body differences and performing
(dis)ability in classroom micro-spaces. Children’s Geographies
2(2): 219-236.

Holt, L. (2010a) Young people’s embodied social capital and per-
forming disability. Children’s Geographies 8(1): 25-37.

Holt, L. (2010b) Young people with socio-emotional differences:
Theorizing disability and destabilizing socioemotional norms. In
Towards enabling geographies: ‘Disabled’ bodies and minds in
society and space, eds. V. Chouinard, E. Hall and R. Wilton, 145-
164. Farnham: Ashgate.

Holt, L., Lea, J. and Bowlby, S. (2012) Special units for young peo-
ple on the autistic spectrum in mainstream schools. Environment
and Planning A 44(9): 2191-2206.

Hopkins, P. and Pain, R. (2007) Geographies of age: thinking rela-
tionally. Area 39(3): 287-294.

Imrie, R. (1996a) Ableist geographies, disablist spaces: Towards
a reconstruction of Golledge’s ‘Geography and the Disabled’.
Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers 21(2): 397-
403.

"N—b 4 )b

Imrie, R. (1996b) Disability and the city: International perspectives.
London: Paul Chapman.

Imrie, R. (2004) Disability, embodiment and the meaning of home.
Housing Studies 19(5): 745-763.

Imrie, R. (2012) Auto-disabilities: The case of shared space environ-
ments. Environment and Planning A 44(9): 2260-2277.

Imrie, R. and Edwards, C. (2007) The geographies of disability:
Reflections on the development of a subdiscipline. Geography
Compass 1(3): 623-640.

Ingold, T. (2004) Culture on the ground: The world perceived
through the feet. Journal of Material Culture 9(3): 315-340.

Jonasson, M. (2014) The AKKA-board: Performing mobility, dis-
ability and innovation. Disability & Society 29(3): 477-490.

Jones, M. (2009) Phase space: Geography, relational thinking, and
beyond. Progress in Human Geography 33(4): 487-506.

Jones, M. (2014) Kapoorian geographies of relationality: The ba-
roque, topological twists, phase space in action. Environment and
Planning A 46(11): 2585-2603.

Kearns, R. (2014) The health in ‘life’s infinite doings’: A response to
Andrews et al. Social Science & Medicine 115: 147-149.

Kitchin, R. (1998) ‘Out of place’, ‘knowing one’s place’: Towards a
spatialised theory of disability and social exclusion. Disability &
Society 13(3): 343-356.

Laws, G. (1994) Oppression, knowledge and the built environment.
Political Geography 13(1): 7-32.

Lawson, V. (2007) Geographies of care and responsibility. Annals of
the Association of American Geographers 97(1): 1-11.

Leitner, H. and Strunk, C. (2014) Assembling insurgent citizenship:
Immigrant advocacy struggles in the Washington DC metropoli-
tan area. Urban Geography 35(7): 943-964.

Lim, J. (2010) Immanent politics: Thinking race and ethnicity
through affect and machinism. Environment and Planning A
42(10): 2393-2409.

Longhurst, R. (2010) The disabling affects of fat. In Towards en-
abling geographies: ‘Disabled’ bodies and minds in society and
space, eds. V. Chouinard, E. Hall and R. Wilton, 199-216. Farn-
ham: Ashgate.

Macpherson, H. (2009) The intercorporeal emergence of landscape:
Negotiating sight, blindness, and ideas of landscape in the British
countryside. Environment and Planning A 41(5): 1042-1054.

Macpherson, H. (2010) Non-representational approaches to
body-landscape relations. Geography Compass 4(1): 1-13.

Macpherson, H. and Bleasdale, M. (2012) Journeys in ink: Re-pre-
senting the spaces of inclusive arts practice. Cultural Geogra-
phies 19(4): 523-534.

McRuer, R. (2006) We were never identified: Feminism, queer theo-
ry and a disabled world. Radical History Review 94: 148-154.
Massey, D. (2005) For Space. London: Sage. ¥ v ¥ —, D. #, 7%

EA - REEER (2014) F22M 0 72 1 g A e

Middleton, J. (2010) Sense and the city: Exploring the embodied ge-
ographies of urban walking. Social & Cultural Geography 11(6):
575-596.



e oD BRI L B 22 1 10 1 ¢ 163

Moss, P. and Dyck, I. (1996) Inquiry into environment and body:
Women, work and chronic illness. Environment and Planning D:
Society and Space 14(6): 737-753.

Munro, E. (2013) ‘People just need to feel important, like someone
is listening’: Recognising museums’ community engagement pro-
grammes as spaces of care. Geoforum 48: 54-62.

Murdoch, J. (2006) Post-structuralist geography: A guide to rela-
tional space. London: Sage.

Oliver, M. (1990) The Politics of Disablement. London: Pal-
grave-Macmillan. 4 U /3 — M. 3, = BHifl 1 - ILEGT -
LR 52 - MZHE R FER (2006) TEEOBUA —4 ¥ U 2[R
FEH O R IAEENE.

Park, D., Radford, J. and Vickers, M. (1998) Disability studies in hu-
man geography. Progress in Human Geography 22(2): 208-233.

Parr, H. (2000) Interpreting the ‘hidden social geographies’ of men-
tal health: Ethnographies of inclusion and exclusion in semi-insti-
tutional places. Health and Place 6(3): 225-237.

Parr, H. (2006) Mental health, the arts and belongings. Transactions
of the Institute of British Geographers 31(2): 150-166.

Pile, S. (2010) Affect and emotion in recent human geography.
Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers 35(1): 5-20.

Popke, J. (2006) Geography and ethics: Everyday mediations
through care and consumption. Progress in Human Geography
30(4): 504-512.

Power, A. (2008) Caring for independent lives: Geographies of car-
ing for young adults with intellectual disabilities. Social Science
& Medicine 67(5): 834-843.

Power, A. (2013) Making space for belonging: Critical reflections
on the implementation of personalized adult social care. Social
Science & Medicine 88: 68-75.

Probyn, E. (1996) Outside Belongings. London: Routledge.

Rajchman, J. (2001) An introduction. In Pure immanence: Essays on
a life, G. Deleuze, 7-23. Cambridge: MIT Press.

Raunig, G. (2010) 4 thousand machines. Cambridge: MIT Press.

Ruddick, S. (2012) Power and the problem of composition. Dia-
logues in Human Geography 2(2): 207-211.

Saldanha, A. (2007) Psychedelic white: Goa trance and the viscosity
of race. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.

Shakespeare, T. (2014) Disability rights and wrongs revisited. Lon-
don: Routledge.

Shakespeare, T. and Watson, N. (1995) Habeamus corpus? Sociolo-
gy of the body and the issue of impairment. Paper presented at the
Quincentennial Conference on the History of Medicine, Universi-
ty of Aberdeen, July.

Smith, N. (2012) Embodying brainstorms: The experiential geog-
raphies of living with epilepsy. Social & Cultural Geography
13(4): 339-359.

Sothern, M. (2007) You could truly be yourself if you just weren’t
you: Sexuality, disabled body space, and the (neo)liberal politics
of self-help. Environment and Planning D: Society and Space
25(1): 144-159.

Stephens, L., Ruddick, S. and McKeever, P. (2015) Disability and

Deleuze: An exploration of becoming and embodiment in chil-
dren’s everyday environments. Body and Society 21: 194-220.
Stone, S. D., Crooks, V. and Owen, M. 2014. Working Bodies:
Chronic Illness in the Canadian Workplace. Montreal: Mc-

Gill-Queen’s Press.

Thien, D. (2005) After or beyond feeling? A consideration of affect
and emotion in geography. Area 37(4): 450-454.

Thrift, N. (1996) Spatial Formations. London: Sage.

Thomas, C. (1999) Female forms: Experiencing and understanding
disability. Buckingham: Open University Press.

Thomas, C. (2004) How is disability understood? An examination of
sociological approaches. Disability & Society 19(6): 569-583.
Tolia-Kelly, D. (2005) Affect - an ethnocentric encounter?: Exploring
the ‘universality’ imperative of emotional/affective geographies.

Area 38(2): 213-217.

Van Hoven, B. and Elzinga, M. (2009) ‘Bikes are such a nuisance’:
Visually impaired people negotiating public space in Groningen.
European Spatial Research and Policy 16(1): 131-144.

Watson, N. (2012) Researching disablement. In Routledge Hand-
book of Disability Studies, eds. N. Watson, A. Roulstone and C.
Thomas, 93-105. London: Routledge.

Wiesel, I. and Bigby, C. (2014) Being recognised and becoming
known: Encounters between people with and without intellectual
disability in the public realm. Environment and Planning A 46(7):
1754-1769.

Wiesel, 1., Bigby, C. and Carling-Jenkins, R. (2013) ‘Do you think
I'm stupid?’ Urban encounters between people with and without
intellectual disability. Urban Studies 50(12): 2391-2406.

Williams, S. (1999) Is anybody there?: Critical realism, chronic
illness and the disability debate. Sociology of Health and Illness
21(6): 797-819.

Worth, N. (2013) Making friends and fitting in: A sociorelational un-
derstanding of disability at school. Social & Cultural Geography
14(1): 103-123.

REBEHE

AR beE (S, 72 RATEE) disability i B9 2 HigH 2
FIRFZE (DUF, BRI TR & Rid T %) oM &
HTOHKEZHELLLDTH B, HELE %2 PAHKOS
TLMHE-T, ETHEMAARICR > T 205, FF - K
Mz BB RN &2 0 ASGEaREOR
FRERVEEEC R X P ARIFRLTERE Vo 72 d DICHEYH 2
AN E-TE, M2 ERARLTH S,

9. AFFEXOKRBICHEHIhTwE7m7 1 —LED
Lz, FEZALODOTHBALTEBE kv, HEFLFOLF
7—F - R—nid, BE 77 iR - @B L vo i
T EEHME L R B RES R L ticvw s Ak)
people with learning disabilities!Z £ sl % M T A 5, ASCHLIE
FBLS TR - G - FTRR I B D 2 RE I o W TRIA < B
FeL T3, FFETIE, AlEEficreative arts & [T /Ebelonging.



164 IFT—F k=, @N—F 4L b

MR BRI - 77, BWECEDbE A~ 7 54 L (HEER
FNCOLTHREL TS LI,

HEZHEOTN=F - D4V P UBREL &S IT, ASCHIREY:
DAL HEE, 77 PR - AEEFEL Tv 2,
WHRICERT 2 0id, BE, B EE EYiKkE e
HICH 53 A% people living with disability, mental ill health and
addictionTd %, ITEDHIET — <1, & M1ixHsocial enter-
prise 2 ERHIYAEE L i E S T AL DEM % ThlHEIc T 5%
ftlenabling spaces1 % E DL L WAID HiE 22, THD LW I,

R4l brduThbRECHEVEEED CS
FIREICID LA TE D, 20106EICi3Y =5 - afF—FL
12 Towards Enabling Geographies: 'Disabled’ Bodies and Minds
in Society and Space (Ashgate) & \» 9 i SEEREL T b, K
Fild C OREERB IR INEICR > T 5, Al R
T %1%, Towards Enabling Geographies?’ 335K S5 £ TD
FEEHB L OTNE b B RREMHM L TR MHEPH B,

KREATIZ VW o T L E 2, Sh g ToREMIEE OB -
FEE - FIRB I 5 2> D iEBimpairment & B - 7 A4 22 5 4R
WG EOMEZ EERE L, A Ve Y - SRR i
Ko TENEMRFL &5 LT 2 EAHIAN F 72 13 TEh R
IS, @GR B T AL ICRT 220, 25 LIt A%
OPEbRE MG Eb 2B E L TRA aEEIc K-
TZoE% Big e - SUUHILANTE. © =210 K5l
Ehz, BEFOSEZHERZ OREQOES-HAT TV,
QRIEEOHEEF IV EVZ 2,

BEef - N 7OV A L RE 2 ZIFFRICRA D, 0%
DGR A D LRINICAT A TREIC 70 2 & GBI fRE L
T30 L, #E&EFVEGLEEZXIIL, HE%2
el snzofiRehicb T2 L 2EELALT,
B A2 LTHZNEZTANZREN S NIFEE
B 6R0, Lwot kI BEBEZAHTTHY, NUVTTY—,
IEN—HPUFFAL v A YOIV — THE, ERIEE L ()
B EOBRMEZ>TWE, bEbLEYE - HMAETLVLEE
WCTHolens, HAKH CHRETRETSEEL D, FEHY
LV FESESHE L T, T L RL ke E
TR EH SN 3 & 51Tk > 7o, RO I T M19904F
Rrf#E A 52000 AR & R0 1 7o 22T EB OBR E ) & w
XT38, ZnETH LEDr650~0BfTED
CHrREEEZFL TS,

L@y A ToRsEA BIcon T, ZORESR S F
UL TEL, FEFCBOTRICKREZMEL Shi
D, HEETVEME L CTHEE L EESPIC XS 0
ETH D, AfoFRBEHZZ, T(BEN) HGE (ha—2=
) FEE O AR K2 & 3 fRv thee 73, [
R, the AEA, 22/ - 5 Bk BN F BRME
EWHI KRS b, ZRFhOFIFICHZRT, HBE2E®
BLTLE-TWD, 29 LT W TEE ) ofciEfsh
oo TNHEDOTLimEROMR 2 LD TRE ) PHE -5
DfEFEMHAOHETH O, ZHICOHALOLAFTH
%,

REDEREL 2R . AREOERERD4DTHB LHD
N5, OREEMIEY: 2 ASCIIEY: (b 5 LI ASGEREE) o

BIfRERIVIR NI E D 5, QBRGRNEEZED—>TH B3k
RPFGREDOBHY ZHAMLL, REEMIEE2 RS L5,
@FNIT & - THEE MfEH L VS TGz ROMA S 2 LAY
T&2, DFELMEREENICHRZ SN TOKRE & VIR
EHENLELDOE LTHEETE 2 L9510k 5,

IHY FRARMIC ST LR AR, ARTRSh S BER
FIEE L, TREE P THE 5202560 LOERL
b, ZN6RHEPCOEET 2 EKELLD T DT
75K, BFERZN T Othingsy OFEMROTRcZ s 4L
5 (RIF6T %, 5472, HHT2) LEXBLTHD, B
ELE L, BEOGECABORE - Mk itk Tk
F50TIEARL, SEZEHDO(N- T/ - FZ - HlE-E
BE2) PERLE ST TZOREN S L35 TL B, EEZ
5DTH5, AEHENEFIFHOLZ A PP RT &Ko, Th
EHCdH Sbeing disabled) Tld7e ¢, FHMFREBEL T MEE
fHH 12 7% > T  becoming dis/abled ;DT H 5,

Afg T lddisabilitylc 2 5 v & 2 % A Fdis/ability & > 5 FE
LN TS, ThEEELEDS Y - 7y F U —HEH
L7E¥ETH D, disability & ability?SWAREICXHI T E e\ &
ERLTVS, AEOBFETHENMINE LS, Ty FY—
F AL TH 20 BHETHRTNIER SR L) flH
FLEBERCELEFE S, HIFEE RS 02HH LD
DOEEICOVTER, ZhEBL Qlitfdics s TARM, i
BB, ZNICH 7 DEHBMEILT DA 7 = 2 =R MEEE T —
Ve TIA Ry TADRA ML 2a—2 VIRTH B, TES Y
FU—E, 794 Fy 7+ OFRICHKILL 2236 KA b a—
QW UIEEEARIBL T WS, A—)LE T 4L b U IZHICFEE
IR A FESE20TIEHL, SO L TAM #3b0%
RETFZ M AMFLERK, H 2%\ idmore-than-human & F-(F
NAZHEOPICEEHIEYAEDASE LI L LTVRE KIIIC
bR 5,

ft&c

AREDIERLIC & 72 > Tld. 20194515 H AR B &R
FBS (R BARI &, AR 517103406) % AL
Too E 7o ISR CREEMMOHIICH D ATV B 4
o, FiCh TS EnPEE2 00k, RETEDH
50, BERICE b > TR TOHLICEHOEZH L L5,



