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Abstract:

China has been rebuilding its national
economic policy discourse since the economic
reforms, by giving priority to productivity
promotion and accepting uneven regional
development. However, the common
acceptance of disparitiesin territorial
devel opment and the related debates have
blurred the definition of sub-national regions.
The discourse of regional policies has been
over simplified by an oblivion of specific
tempora and spatial contexts. By reviewing
region definitions in the texts of regional
policies and an empirical study on Xinjiang’s
cotton production, this paper tries to reveal that
the definition of regions, though variously
dictated by the central-local relationships and
national defense concernsin pre-reform years,
and by domestic inter-regional division of labor
during the reforms, it still needs to be further
investigated under the surging economic

globalization and the complexity of various
gpatial scale penetrations.

Keywords:. regional policy, spatial scale,
Xinjiang, cotton
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