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Abstract

The development -oF human ecology is closely associated with the rise of émpiricul
sociological research in the United States. Human ecology played an important
part Iin fl.'nelprogramme of research into the city of Chicago which was formulated
by Robert Park and wrried out by his associates and graduafe students in t'he
Sociology Dep.arfment of the Universit;' of Chicago in the inter-war years. As

- the name of the sub-discipline suggests, human ecology derived a series of
theoretical principles about the sustenance and spatial réloﬁons of population
aggregates fr;om plant and animal ecology, and applied them to the study of human
society. An understanding of the central theoreﬁoc.ll assumptions of Chicago
humdh ecology can be gained by an exploration of humaﬁ ecology's relationship
to sociq.!og'y and genemj ecology, as well as by examining the sub-discipline's
.contribution to the Chicago Sociologists' fheor); of the city. Human ecology's
development can also be understood as having been influenced by the_emPiricul
studied of the cit); of Chicago which were carried out by Park's students in the
1920s and early 1930s. These-studies, which ;Jsed human ecology as a frame of reference
played a very important part in establishing a tradition of empirical sociological

research in fhe United States.
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INTRODUCTION

The develop:nent of human ecology is closely associated with :fhe rise of empirical
sociology in fhé United States. In the inter-war périod Robert Park and his |
colleagues a:ﬁ‘d. graduate students at the University of Chicago made an important
contribution to the establishment of empirical sociologfcal research in the United
Sfai.'es by fomllulating and conducting a programme of reseérch_into ;he_ cit);._ Human
ecology, whjic'h was founded by Park, proved to be a centrlol factor in this research
effort. As fhe name of the suB—discipIine in’dicatés, human ecology derived d

set of princi.ial'es. labout the sustenance and spatial relations of populdtiOn aiggre'gates
from plant-a;d animal ecollogy-.l ». and applied them to the sfb;:ly of human society.
Park first conceived of an analogy between social groups a'nd-plant ;:ommuniﬁes in

~ an article written in 19182. This was followed by the first tentative fqrmulation
of humn'eco!ogi'in Park and Burgess' influ_ential text:boollt 'Introduction to the
Sﬂcience of Sc;ciology's, publiﬁﬁed in 1921, It seems possible that. what may have
interested Park in plant and ammal ecology and persuaded Park and Burgess to
mclude extmcts from ecoioglsts in an introductory socnologlcal texr, was the fact
that the communmes in whlch’ the soc:ologlst was mteresfed seemed fo exh|b|t a
similar spatial structure and sét of processes fo those found in plant and animal

communities. Ecology may have seemed to providé insights into f_he nature of the

spatial structure and processes which brought about the characteristic form of human
communities, lcmd in addition to offer possibilities as a frame of reference for

empirical research into human communities. The need for sociology to move into

&

an era of scier_xtific empiri@l research is emphasised in Park's scheme of the
¢ : o

historical development of sociology in the 'Introduction to the Science of Sociology'.

Park tells us that sociology has progressed through three stages: a period of concern

with philosophies of history in the 'grand style'; a period in which various schools

]




afrempte:d to deﬁne .whot faefs the sociologist should lock for; and the final stage,
the period of invesfigofion and reseoreh, whien in 1921 Park falt sociolog} was
just csour ;o enfer4. It should not be assumed howr that because Park sow
sociology's task as being to carry ouf empirical .ne_secrch that his epproach wos a-
-theoretical; fhe theory which Park wanted to move away from was the varieties of
philosoohical speculation in the grand manner; in its p‘lcee he wished to establish
fheory which would be concemed with developmg a range of worklng concepts

and fromes of reference which would act as a necessary guu:le to empirical research®,

Human eeology ‘was one such frame of reference and set of workmg concepts which
were specuf' cally cddressed to the f‘ eld of urban soclology Whlle prevnous studies
had been made of the various urban social problems associated with the |mmlgrunt
and slum oreos a tradition whlch in Chlcogo went back-to 1895 with the publication
of the Hull House papers - to a |orge exfent the studies had been carried out by o
motley ormy of social workers, clergymen,_ |oumo|ists, reformers_- and reform-rnmded
social sc"ientists whose co_'m'mon inf'enfion.wes.to .arouse public opinion and brfng about
thelin_'piemen.tction o;. pol‘icy' é:honges. What &ifferentiates the approach of Park and
Burgess and _fhe_ othe}_ Chicago socio_lbg_isfs_ from this tradition is that th_ey .
endeavour fo study the city in an oBiecfive _scfenﬁ'ﬁc manner, and sought to
understahd the processes and forces %ich gave rise fo the city structure, and typical
" urban soi:iali reloﬁonshfp's and problems.. Shortly after Park arrived at Chieago che
wrote a paper entitled 'The City: Suggestions for the In'vestigoﬁon of Human

i

Behaviour in the City Envnronmenf'7 whlch was soon to be acclaimed as one of the

i

classic statements on urban sociology. Park's originality lay in the ropge of questions
he osked about clty structure, populohon ‘characteristics and social relationships, .
_whlch hnghhghfed the deficiencies of exlsmng sociological knowledge, as well as

pointing ouf the dlrechons for a systemahc programme of urban research. In the




years that followed Park aﬁd Burgess ran courses in which ;tudgnts were encouraged

to go out -intp' the .cify of.CHicagO'.to ob;ew; urban life and collect data of all

kinds which could be recorded and analysed, Burges§ tells us that it was from this
rapidly acc’u_mulaﬁné fund of Basic social data that mop-s were compiled which
revealed fhe'disfribufiqn pattern of a variety of ';_:rban phmohena, and gradually a
p.icfure was built up of the cify_as.havi_ng' a definite structure and set of proceséess.
'l"he cdﬁceptuélisqtion of u.rban ghpcture which began to emerge boré striking
similoriﬁes to Ifhc‘:i" described by_ plant ona animal 'ecolégists; as Burgess states "The

. processes of <';6mpetiﬁon, invasiqn,', suc;essioﬁ and segregatic;n described in éloborate '
, detﬁil for‘plapt_und_l animal communities segih to bé strikingly s‘imilar to the operation

of those same; processes in the hu‘mal;l community9."

The interest expressed by s§ciolb§ists_ --in the que-ntial of human ecology as a frame- |
work for the ﬁn.dérstcndir;g of urban structure .ahci process was such that by 1925 the
new subject wos; granted a di..vision at the annual ;Americdn Sociological Society

' conference. Five con_ﬂ.arer_\ceZ papers were read on human ecology, including Park's
pr;es'idenﬁal address 'The Concep.t' of Postion in Sociology'. The pﬁpérs ;Nere
publis;hed in a.voli..:me e&it_ed by ﬁurgess entitled 'The Urban Commﬁnity']o. In

the same year a-collecfion of articles by Park Burg;es's ¢.:nd McKenzie Wére published
under the titlé _'Tl'ie.City.'. Of note in this collection was Park's article 'The

City: Suggestions for the I:\vestfgafion of Human Behaviour in the Urban Environment',
which contained a 'n-ew preface in which human ecology was discussed, and it should .
be empﬁaéisea that this paper in its original form published in 1915 contained no.
reference to hpmﬁn ecology. Also included were Burgess' now famous paper setting
out his zonal hypothesis, 'The Growth of fhe_ City: An Introduction to a Research
Project’, and_. an urficle b.y'_McK,eﬁzie "The Ecological Approach to the Study of

the Human Community®, which attempted a prelimindry outline of human ecology.




4,

Hence in the ten years followmg the publlcatlon of Park's first: paper on the city,

human ecology hiad become an accepted fi eId of socrology in the Umted States

It is clear hotre\_/e_r, that-Park_-'.\‘Nas not solely concerned to work out the intricacies
ofa the'ot-y -of the city based upon human ecology, - but also saw his task as being

to gunde the programme of research mto various aspects of the city of Chlcago

That such'an ambltlous programme could be carried out was.in part a result of the
special relationship that the University ot' Chicago enjoyed with the R‘ockefellers.' :
A grant from ’the Laura Spelman R’ochefeller memorial fund resulted in the

~ foundation of the Social Science’ Research Council in 1923 which through the
Chicago Umversrty Local Communlty Research Commlttee ﬁnanced a number of -
research pr0|ect_s in sociology and the other social sciences. The success of the
research progmrnnre was also in part due to the personal influence of Robert Park.
Park had the breaath of vision to conceive a common overallhprograr_nme inta vrhich
the individual pieces o-f.research lcoi.r‘ld be slotted. Graduate students received
close supervision _trom Park in wrtting' their disertations and participated in an oral
tradition whi‘ch.'gave them the benefi t of discussing theory and research with a man
who unself'ishlly-preferred to-s'tirnula_te_ others-to carry out research rather than to

take time off ;to do so himself. From the various accounts of the Chicago department
in the'1920's_eane'ge'ts the impression that'this must have been a tremendously exciting
atrnosphere. fgr social scientists. As J S Steiner commenting on changes in American
sociology recalls "] still remernber the enthusiasm with which graduate students of

the University of Chicago, under the direction of Dr Robert E Park, and his associates

tumed'their attention to the city as a social laboratory"

The Chicago .Sociology Series,which was a product of the empirical research has
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been refer_red Ato as'a "marvelo,?s series 'of monOgraphs“lz, and as producing "some

of the c_lassic'; of early urcch scciology“']s. The majority of the studies were
concerned wirh describing and exclaining the urbcn distribution o_f a range of social
pherromend usung human'ecel'ogy asa frarne of reference Studies of juvenile
delinquency were made by Shaw and McKay 14 boys gangs by Thrasher 5, mental
illness by Farls and Dunhamlé, proshtuhon by Recklessw, divorce and deserhon

by Mowrer]?, suicide by Cavanw', and negrd family organisation.by Frazierzo.

The general p;cfure to emerge was of -the concentration of these rypes of social
phenomena in. fhe inner areas of the city, the zone in transmon, with a gradual
decrease,m___th_e mtensnty of the phenomenu ds one moved out towards the periphery.
In addition detailed sﬁrdies were r_rrade of the po_pulaﬂon chcracteristics ara'd types -
of social'reldﬁonships Ifound in specific urban crecs within tlre zone in fransition,
resulting.in dne publlicdﬁo'n of 'The Gold Coast and the Slum’ by Zor_baugh?I, .'The
Ghetto' by erthz.z, and 'The Hobo' by Andersonzs. - Taken tOQefher fl'reSe

. monographs of the Chlcago Somology Series represent perhaps the most detmled
scclologlcal_descrlptlon andandlysis. of any single city; however it is important

to note thatli'he sociologists formed bdly part of combined social science research
effort which dnder the guidance of the Loccl Community Resecrch Commmee
produced 44 books and monographs - practlcolly all of them on the city of Chlcago -

in the yecrs 1_923-29 a|0ne.4_.
: S

'-I'he resecrch effort of the University of Chicago sociology department in the 1920's
“and early 1930's helped to estakrlish a strong tradition of empiri'c'cl research in
~ American Soclologyzs. Edward Shils has corrimente‘d that the Chicago Urban
soclology monogmphs "fulfi IIed a momentously mportunt function in the development '

'of a socncl science by establishing an unbreckable tradition of fi st hand observchon,




‘a circumsp'ecti‘ane critfcal attitude towards sources of information and the conviction
that fl’_\e way. th_ the undersfanding of human behaviour lies in the study of institutions
in operation and of the con'-crete individuals thrlough w.hi.c'h they. operdte"26. It.

. seems worth re_-i.te:raﬁng'ﬂmdt part of the success was due fo the efforts of Park, who
had the abiliﬁ to pose sociological quesfions which were eminer_ﬁly researchable,

and the obili't;'_. to write in sUch. a way that suggestee a conceptual.frame\_work for
empirical rese;arch; R H Turner comments that "Probably no other man has so deeply
influenceel the direction taken by American empirical sociology as Robert Ezra Park"27

Many of the clo:mme.n.tatoi's whq provide a brief resume of Park_'s eolou rful biography
emphasise that his experience as a newspaperman had a_maioﬁ,'effeet en his interest

- in fhe_ city and empirical research. .Wh-ile this is undeubtedly. so, it is important to
- Beor in mind that Park st.res'se'd at many points in his academic career that he wished
to establish an objective seienfiﬂe approaeh to the socigl' world, and that he had

no time for refo'rmers end_ do-gooders. His associates and graduate students clearly

. attempted l'ofol llow his dir.ecl'_ive,. and it is somewhat ironic that pre;ent-dey
eommenﬁfors hev-"e seen fit to make statementfs such as: '_'Park's'boekground in
|oumal|sm opened the doors of Chicago's graduate department to the muckrakmg
prose of such monographs es 'The Unad|usted Glrl' 'The Gang', 'The Jack Roller’,
and 'The Gol_d Coas’_l' and the Slum*'," by Friedrlchszs, and "the school was heir to
the mucl_<rakin:g tradition with the difference that monegraphs replaced newspaper

exposes", by Roth29

The over-riding concem -w'ith empiricol research shown by the Chicago sociologists
may in part ei'(plain the unsystematic and fragmentary nature of many of the state-
ments. on human ecology which appeored in a number of wndely scaﬂered articles

'by Park Burgess and McKenzle. It would seem that the early writings on human
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ecology and the ;iw were written with the intention of posing a range of questions
which would istir;lu[ute empirical res-earch,‘ and with providing a loose theoretical |

- frame of refeliénce which would act as a éuide to ljes;arch. Othér articles -
written when the research programme was underway in the late 1920's tend to
spmmqrizo researcH findings an'a suggest further hypotheses. . It is of i_ritere'sf fo
note that Parll<_'s maior. theoretical statements on the subject, - 'Human Ecqlbgy'30,
'Succession, An Ecological Concep.t3],' 'Symbiosis and Socialiﬁatibn32, - were
written after Park had retired from Chicago in 1934, c-:'nd dfter prdctlicallly all the
empirical studies of the city had been completéd33. Human ecology may therefore
be regarded c;s having developed out of an ?nterest |n gene_r_qting, a concept‘ualisc;ffm
of city stru_cﬁi:re and process to prdvicig a frame of reference for empirical studies

- of the city. Estobl i:shing a clear understanding qf the meaning of human ecology
w_h.ich Park and the other Chicago sociologists subs'c_ﬁ_bed to wou|c-|~seem to t;e a |

' _deMahdir;g_fa‘sk. | 'Th_e_foct that the Chicago sociqiogists did not systemaﬁcfully
address'ﬂ.'lems.elv'es: to the probléms involved in working out a logically consistent
theory of humanl_e_colog);_, and that there are many examples of unclear concepts,
contradictory ‘statements and loose writing in their p,ublicdtions -hqs made humun
~ecology an aiftra.cﬁve hunting ground for critics. Needless fo sdy many o{;: ﬂme_
criticisms ui'e-‘wélll-founded'and so comprehens'fve that they leave the prese_nt-dgy

: sog:iologi_s't wan;!ering how the Chicago s_ocioloéists in the 1920's and 1930's could -
arrive Iat a conceptualisation 'c;f human ecology which could be accorded crédibility
asa \./iable' é;célanqt‘ion' of ospec'_fs of the social world. It is to be hoped thqt -one
of the cénhil;ufiéns of this ;tt;dy might be to suégest some possible answers to this

question.

" The basic oriéntatidn'of this study is -thel-'efqre to understand the various dimensions



of Chicago Humah ecology, and to_this end the work examines the following aspects

of the subject: -

In the first chapter ;h-e intention is to examine the I'héor_eﬁcal éosiﬁon of Chicago
‘human ecolog):'_. A brief outline ha-s been constructed from the various wr.iﬁngs on
the subject in: which an attempt is made to follow fhros‘:gh the logic of human
ecology's re_lagtiqn. to plant and animal ecoloeg and the application of ecological
concepts fo human communities. In this chapter ther.e is also a discussion of how

human ec_ol.ogy fits into the theoretical scheme of Park and Burgess.

The second chapter examines human ecology from the point of view of its relation-
ship to the Chicdgo sociologists' theory of the city. An attempt is made to logically
re-construct the central features of their theory of the city and to éiamibe the place

of Hu’man -'ecdlogy within it.

Thé ﬂ"!ird _chc;pter' is concémed with an exposition and analy_sis: c.>f- the empirlica-I studies
Iof' .th_e city‘which'lWere made by the 'Chi-cogo graduate students in the 1920's and

' 1936'5__. K .; Th'e.maic.x quéstion posed here concemns the relation of these studies to
human. ecoloéy, Ol;ld seeks to establish how far these studies fo_l-l'bwed the theoretical

fenets of human ecology and contributed to the subject's development.

The fourth chopttl-:r-inquires into'_thc-a backéround of human éc_olog} by examining the
development 'bf the subject at the University of Chicago, and its place within
American soc_iélogy in the inter-war period-." Among the_'quesﬁpns considered here
are: How didwhun.'_nan ecology originate? How influential was human ecolt;gy

- within A_meric;:an sociology? Wﬂy did the subject decline in .irhportance within the’

Chicogo dépqrfménf, and within American roiology?

Finally, in th'e_ concluding chapter one of the probl_ems of human ecology, its
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re_laﬁomhiﬁ to t':dlh;:re_, is examined in the Iigﬁt of more recent theories of human
ecoiog).'. lt.:is als'o_emphasis'éd that the intention of this study is not primarily to
provide a critical analysis, or to ;‘e-draft Chicago human ecology in a form more
acceptable to the standards of present-day socioldgy, but to attempt the precarious
task of uhderst&nding the scope and intentions of Chicago human ecology in the -

inter-war period.
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~ THE THEORETICAL STANDPOINT OF HUMAN ECOLOGY

In this chapter it is propased to examine the central theoretlcal features of human

~ ecology. As there is no slngle theoretical statement ln. the various writings of

- Parl< ’ Burgess, Mc.Kenzle or their associates-which seeks to provide a de_finitiye
,staternent or work through the logic of human ecology, this exercise necessarily
involves a reconstructlon A reconstruction which it might be said in parenthesis
many commentators have l"ound to be partlcularly taxlng, B T Robson, for example
states that " One has to perform mental gymnastics to gather together the elements

| of Park’s theoretical docttine which al'e scattered throughout ks writing." 1 In vlevu
of the dlfﬁcultles lnlvolyed in establishing the _essential features of the .Chi'cago
soclolog'lsts'.th_eory of hun_tan ecology the first task of 'thls'.chapter is to provide a
‘brief outline-’ol" this theory. The -outllne' involves an all"elnpl to reconstruct the
loglc of the theory by hlghllghting the central features of general ecology and
followmg through the process whereby they are applled to human society to produce
a theory of human ecology To thls end a sympathetlc attitude hes been adopted a
towards the meanmg of the various textual statements referred to and the schema_ttc
outline has been comtructed wuth the expressed mtentlon of provndlng a clear
account of the Chlcago soclologlsts view ol" human ecology, which will render it
understandable,- rather than to dwell’ upon contrad'_ ctory statements-and incompletely
aig.ested.,ideas_ which are from time to time evlclent in their wrltlngs. The outline is
followed by a general dlsc'ussion of the olace of human e_cology wlthin the sociologl'cal

s'cheme of Park and Butgess.,
In -constructing the .outllne of human ecological theory'c‘en-tral importance' has been
given to the wrmngs of Robert Park, the founder of the sub-dnsclpllne, who was

responslble for the major theo:ttlcal statements on"human ecology in papers such as

3
“Human Ecology"z, "Dominance: The Concept, lts Orlgl_n and-.Na_tural History," .
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"The llrbon comu};ny os a Spatial Pattern and a Moral Order;_ 4 . "Sociology,
Commumty and Soclety“,- 3 "Su'ccession, An Ecologic'al Concept, " |
| "Symblous and Socu':llzc:tlon',"'7 all of whlch hove been reprlnted in volume two
of Park's collected papers edlted by E C Hughes under the title of "Human
' Communltlee " Also of lmportance are the writings of R D McKenzle, Park's
fonner student and ossoclote, who published papers such as "The Ecological -
Approach to the Study of the Human Community, " 9 "The Scooe of Humun _
~ Ecology, " 10 .."Demoordphy, Geography and Human'Ecology,l o1l "The Ecology
of. lnstltutlons,"]2 which have been reprinted in the selected wrltlngs of R D
McKenzle edited by A. Hawley 13 A number of secondary sources have also been
referreql to'_wl_nich seek to prorvide a deto_lled- exposltlon‘ of the central features of
"human .ecoIOglcal theory Arnong those whicli have been found to be particularly
- useful in thls respect are: “Human Ecology" by Llewellyn and Hawthorne, 4.
"The Development of Human Ecology in Soclology" by Qumn,]s "Human Ecology
and Humon Society" by AB Holllngshead » "Human Ecology" by Wirthw,
and "'_SocioI:-Ecology: A Critical A_nclysi-s.“ by M.‘Alihanl_a..
.C.Iearly there are certain problems of interpretation and selection involved in
'Iatt'emoting such a reconstruction. | The major emphasis given ln the 'briet outline
of human ecologicol theory whlch follows has been to stress its logical relatlonshlp
to plont and anlmal ecology, and to attempt to elucidate what qualifications Park
on_d McKenzie thlnk_ are necessary in applying ecological theory to human soclety.
It is of _course posslble to attempt to understand the Chicago sociologists’ -theory of
human ecology by toklng a different starting point, their ottempt to construct a
theory of the :city,:and. if this orientation is followed their theory can be regarded
as a combinotion of cepects of economics and ecology. While this orientation will

be examined in the riext chapter, it would first seem necessary fo understand human
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ecology on a more general level. The brief outline which follows is based upon

extensive reading of the sources itemised abbve, with the intention of. providing

a ggneral'statemént of what are taken to be the c‘en_fral principles of the Chicago

sociologists theory of human ecology.

1.1

1.2

Humdn ecology seeks to explain the structure and brocess of the typical
sustenance and spatial relationships that are unintentionally generated

between men which result from the adaption of man to the environment. o

_ The explanation is lc.:rgely.in terms of a set of principles first developed

in plant and animal éé_o'logy. :

The rélaﬁopship between living things is seen by general ecologists

'(i-.'e.. "plant and animal ecologists) in terms of an intricdfely balanced

series of funchoncl reclproclfles in whlch organisms adapt to each other
and fhe environment. However this set of complex mferdependencnes_
between species and habitat must not be thought of as a closed static -
sﬁfem_, for the relationships !;etween the various species ard fhe'en_viron-

ment is subject to change so that any equilibrium arrived at must be

' cénsidered a terﬁporary phase.  The mechanism behi'nd'fhe ever-changing

* process of the adaption of organisms to each other is seen as competition;

thqt is organisms and specie_ﬁ_ engage in a continuous competition 'wif_h each
d'ther.;_for s-car',ce.em.riropmental resources. ﬁme competition is however not
annih:ilat.or.y but orderly, resulting not in anarchy but co-operation. This
is because fhe uﬁ;.:&l_ ou}qpm_e of competition is that e_a.c'h organism finds its
be&fs;uited placg i ifs ecoi_qgiq:ali' t_liche, in the énvirompenf; c;lnd because

seemingly' uhconnected species are bound fog'é,fhér ina corhplex series of

: symblohc reloﬂons - the mtrlcate ‘web of llfe whlch Darwm speaks of = in

~ which each organism makes nonthoughtful ad|ustments to other orgumsms
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'Plant and animal ecologists regard some supra~-individual body as

'ttansCending the individual organisms and species of a given -
territorial atea,'-w-hich' regulates the corrtpetition and gives the
eeol_ogicc_ll complex its charqctetistic structire. There is evidently
SOme .o_rdering mechanisnt at work which can be thought of as a super-
organism. The result\is a natural eivision-of labour in which orggnisms

are allocated their most suited niche in the énvironment where they can

perform services for .e'!gch other as well as maintaining the whole community

. in an ongoing functional manner. The complex of symbiotic relations

betw':een the species and the environment which takes place within a .
gi\)ett.tenitorial area is refetred to as the ecological community.

The ecological 'cortlm(mity tends to exist in a state of dynamic equilibrium
once the initial di vision of function has taken place; so that edch species

lives in a biofic balarice with each other and the environment until that

balance is disturbed. A dfseq‘uilibrium may arise from a number of possible

contingencies: the population expansion of the dominant species which

results in a decline in other species, which feeds back to cause either a _
decline in the numbers of the dominant species or a r,tligration' of some of
its membérs;'a ditnintttion et' some env.irbnm.entul resource; an invasion from

a sgeci'es outside the immediate e'cologicai commun'ity-. A consequence of

lthese and other poslble disturbances is- that another cycle will be set off

untll an orderly division of functlon , @ new climax stage, occurs.

Unlike general ecolegy, human eeology is concerned with one species,

'man; concentrating upon the form of the relations between men-which

arise in res;tonse to the gdaption of man to the ehvirohmeht.

-When we speak of the 'form of the relatlonships we |mply that a glven _

populatlon aggregate brought together ona glven envnronment would
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produce a characteristic structure and set of processes which are

: . B \ Y
manifest in its spatial organisation.

Thus it is possible to observe the 'spatiol. distribution of population

ir an area and the resultant human artifacts: buildings, routes of

transportatiorni etc., and expect that this form will approximate to

the form found in other sett'l'éments with a similar populﬁti_on aggregate

~ and énvironmental base. One would also expect that similar spatial

forms are indicative of the working of the same ecological processes.

‘When we speak‘of the *environment’ we refer to a complex comprising:

the plant and animal species of a givén habitat, the natural resources
(i.e. mineral or other physical resources), and the climatic conditions.

Human ecology assumes that man ufilises this complex of environmental

 resources in characteristic ways; hence a given configuration of environ-

~ mental resources will be expected to give rise to a given spatial structure

of the popblaﬁon and buildings within that area. -

There is however a qualification to this notion of the environment which

-might seem to imply geographical determinism, (2.4 above). This is that

man is not so directly dependent upon the environment as are other species

due to a number of factors:

(a) ’His-powers of locomotion - man like the animals and unlike the plants

is capable of movement; this __means that he does not have to remajn in one -
én;,rirohméht , b_ﬁt may seek other more congenidl environments.

(b) Man's economic relationships which result in trade mean that he may

- acquire goods which are not directly avoilable in his accustomed environ-

men't, .whiéh may enable him to adapt to or change (develop) the environment.
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(c) Man's Qnique 6apaéity, human culture, further mediates his -

relations with the environment. In an oversimplification, this may

~ be thought to comprise a value complex and technology. The

particular value complex - the norms, mores and customs of a given

“culture - may act in such a way as to lead members to over-value

some, and undervalue other, erivironmental resources because of
cultural imperatives even fo the point of threatening species survival. .
Through the aevelobmenf of science and technolog); man has emaricipated

himself from direct dependence ;JPOI'I a sp_eciﬁ; habitat, and increased

enqﬁnous.y his capacity to remake any _envii'orir.r'nent in fefmq of his |

cultural imperatives.

".I'he above factors make it difficult to hold the envjronment as a constant, -

_ The-pnﬁuenes of the cultural complex of individual societies, the type

and lnafurle' of the economy, the degree of fechnologicoi 'development’ .
are all.véyiables; 1t would thus seem thatlwhen we expect a given 'strict"
envil;onﬁnent (2.4 gbg\;e) to give rise to a given spatial form of powl'atib'n
_qnd. s_eﬂlemel_lt:v_ve n_éQlect' f.hese variablés._ Howevér it has been suggested-

that these variables can be held constani for the same socio-cultural

historical epoch. Thus one might expect an agricultural village in the

United States which shares similar climatic, physical, plant and animal
enviromhe_ntgl conditions as a vill_a"g-e in China to be very different in terms
of form; yet the American village will probably exhibit the same spatial form

asa number of villages possessing the same strict environmental characteristics

within the same culturg..l' It is therefore held that'_the_._possible feedback. of

cultural, economic and technological factors can be ﬁ;inimised as they are

held.as constants _witlﬁn the same socio-cultural epoch.
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If the _'p_oip'\iloﬁon oggregote and the concomitant physical settlement
exhibit a characteristic spatial form, in what ways do the human
ecologists conceptualise this form and the mechanisms responsible for
producing it?

As in the case in general ecology the populorion in its environment

is rhought'of as being organised in terms of a system.

The sysfem or super-orgonism (the term preferred by the human ecologist)

denotes that the elements, individuals, are not bound together in the

ot S '
form of a physical organism such as the human body, but are bound
fogether through the reclprocmes they perform for each other in response

to the ecologlcal forces workmg in the terrltorlal area.

) Competiﬁon is the basic. oroering mechanism of the. ecologicol~system

Populoﬂon members compete for the most desired (in terms of envuron-

~ mental resources) spohal posmon wnhm the territorial area.

Through the process of competition mduvnduols affect one onofher by

' affecﬂng the limited supply of environmental resources. Hence compehhon

-is seen as toklng p_loce on an unconscious, subsocial basis; that is, competition

does not involve face-to-face interaction or confrontations resulting in

- conflict between the members of the population ogg‘regote.

The lout'come of competirion is co-operotion, in that _compeﬁtion results in

a di'vision of the population olong funcﬁondl lines wi‘i'li each member
performmg the task for which he is best suited. "It is this division of function
whlch results ina mutual mterdependence between tHe members of a common
hobll'a_t, which the human ecolcgists refer to as competitive co-operation or

symbiosis |
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General ecologists hold that competition results in a co-operative

division of labour of function among the various plant and animal

specie_s of the common habitat. However in the case of human

- ecology we are déaling with one species, man; hence any-division of

labour or function must imbly Spe_cialisoﬁon on the basis of economic

and occupational criteria.

As a tes'ﬁlt of the pro'céss of corﬁpeﬁtive co-operation the ecologiéal

community .takes the form of a series of segregated nd_furol areas, eaéh

- of whicﬁ is allocated those individuals who on the basis of division of

5.2

function can find in the natural area a particular niche, a pldce where
they can make their particular contribution to the ecological community.
These areas dre called natural areas because like other écological
phenomena they are unﬁldnned, resulting from the cutcome of

competition- which sifts, sorts and segregates _ihdividi:_als into areas where

. they iyill- encounter similar individuals. The selective forces at work

ogsign individuals to their natural areas on the basis of economic,
occupational , agé-, sex, rac_iol and national characteristics. Natural
arleas f_hu's'ltend ‘towards a hoﬁogéheffy of type of p;pulat.ion, which is
also réflected in the type and function of buildings and iand use.

The ’p'opylé_zﬁon aggregate exhibits the tendency of coricei_‘ntration around

a po:in'f of dominance. The dominant area of the ecological community

is the functionally most important natural area, which assumes a central

position within the territorial area.

Given that the population is relatively stable and not subject to the

influence of extraneous factors, the ecological community will develop

its characteristic spatial form from the distribution of the population into
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natufql areas.around the central point of dominance. A phase will
thus ensue in which-the population elements and the natural areas
perform recibrocal ‘functions to maintain the ‘ecological system in a

state of equilibrium to a greater or lesser extent.

A frequent ;ource of change which disturbs the existing balance
results from populafioﬁ mobility. | The influx of new population -
mérﬁbers -. a migration int§ the ecological community - will be
assimilated into the natural areas on the basis of .the_ vari:ous functional

characteristics they possess.

The natural areas which experience the greatest influx will be forced

to extend their..territory. An invasion takes place when one natural

area encroaches upon another adjacent natural area. This puts pressure

on the '_ir;vdded area which ma.y' also be forced to invade a further

natural area.

When an invesion results in a cbmplete change of population in a given
territorial area, a succession is held to have taken place. The prof:esses
of invasion and succession are thus seen to alter the population type and
land use of the js.ub-ur-ec:s of the ecological commuriity. A further
resuitdnt change in the overall spatial forml of the comm\.mit)_) takes place
wm: the p.épulation aggregate rﬁoving ‘outwards radially from the point of
‘_dominanICe_ to take over n.éw territory outside the original confines of the
eébl’?:éi&:l commgn.iry.

L
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11.1 It is presumed that the above processes which work to give a
cl'\aro-cferisﬁc functional and s;.x:'tial form to the population and
resultant buildings within the ecological community, do so in the
same .wa}' in similar ecological communities. Differences in
environmental factors will operate to give fhe.complexa range of
fc‘rr_ns. Th_us it is possible to develop a fypblogy of the charqcteristic

ecological communities to be found within a given historical society.

11.2 Ecological communities can be classified into four general types:
(a) . The primary .serViﬁe-coﬁmunity such os d'g'—r:ic-ulfurclll towns,
| * the fishing, mining or lumbering community.

(b) -The secbnddr'y or co,rl;lniercial comn;unity which fulfils a |
a distributive function in col lecting basic materials from
the surrounding primary communities and distributing them

in the wider fegioﬁal, national and world markets.

"(c) - . The industrial town which is concé_med with manufacturing
g:omniodiﬁeﬁ. _
“(d) - Communitie_s without a spécific‘ economic base which are

exemplified by recreational resorts, political and educational

centres, communities of defence, penal or charitable colonies.

11.3  Human _ecoiogy has primarily been concerned with outlining the structure
and processes at work in communities of types (b) and (c), the commercial-
industrial town. The ecological theory of this type of community has drawn

heavily on the investigation of one city, Chicago.

12 It thus appears that human ecology can tell us about the typical spatial
forms that cﬁn be found in settlements within a given.' historical society.
Human ecdlqgists are thus able to generalise about the types of spatial

relat.ionships they will expect to find in a given settlement. The
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information yielded could also prove to be useful to planners, government

and local officials and businessmen in deciding possible future commuriity

deve lqpmeﬁf .

A further possibility is that the spatial and symbiotic relationships may

. provide an indication of the types of social relationships that will exist

in the various parts of the community. The symbiotic relationships are

to be regarded as more fundamgntal and hence capable of determining

~ or providing limits on the type of social relatiors that can exist within

. the various areas of the e'cc-;i'ogical community. The natural areas of the

cor'nmt_:;nify_ are thus seen as both atﬁdcting’ and pr‘odﬁcing certain types

of social relationships. .

. At various pbintﬁ in the writings on human ecology, the subject has been

described as a'-';;t:rt' of general ecology, an abstraction of part of .sociéfy,

" a frame of r'eferénée and a metaphor. Attempts have been made to

indicate ﬂ‘\'dt. human ecology ;:dn' be shown to be a logical development
from general ecology. .Hawever: certain difficulties in deliﬁeating the
nature and extelht: of the ;ultumi-feédback - the influenéé‘ of social
relations upon symbiotic :r‘ela_tiolns - hdve_made it difﬁc.ult to accept the

biological view that man is essentially a part of the natural order. “As an

~ abstraction of part of society, human ecologists accept that society is a -

complex intermeshing of ecological, social and cultural factors, however
it is regarded as legitimate for analytical purposes to concentrate on the

spatial structure which results from the unintentional influences which men

_have for each other in q@apfing to a limited supply of environmental

resources.. ‘Human ecology may be thought of as a useful metaphor in that

it provfde_s_ a framework for imputing relafi.()nships'befwe_en the members of an



- '_ observed population aggregate thch enables a better understand of how
that aggégate is organised and changes. A point of interest here in
._terms of an ecological metaphor is that the most frequent conc'epts'used
are those’dravln from plant as opposed to animal ecoloéy | Thus for example,
the clty is regarded riot just in populatron terms, but in terims of the human
artrfacts ' the fixed. physlcal structure of buildings and routes of transportatl on
efe, whrch can be th_ought of as having srmrlar nelatlons to each other as do

the _mémbers of a plant community.

l-la.ving established the aeneml outline as a prellminary st.atement on the Chicago
soclologlsts' theory of human ecology, it would now seem useful to locate human
ecology within the general framework of Park and Burgess’ approach to sociology.
In thls, partlcular |mportance is given to the concepls of * community' and soclety .

This will be followed in the next chapter by an attempt to relate human ecological -

o theory to the development of urban soclology, for whrch the Chrcago school is

renowne__d,

In chapter one of '_lntroductlofg to the Science of Sociology" Park and Burgess discuss

the view that soclety resembles an organism, 19 however they point out that the social
orgamsm exhlblts the apprently contradlctory tendencies of competltlon and consensus.
The concept of competltlon is derlved from Herbert Spencer and refers to the notion that
society can best be concelved as an economic organjzationin: whlch indi vrduals are
engaged in constant competition with each other. The possibility of a ) resultant Hobbesian
war of all against all is tempered by a self-regulatory. t'endency within competition itself,
for conlpetltl'on produces co~operation and'a balance is achieved naturally-. The
alt_ernatlye tendency of soc'iety ' consensus, is derived by Park and Burgess from Comte.
lt-refers- Ito the view that society is primarlly a cultural entity in which individuals act

towards each _other on the basis of common customs, languoge and institations.
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Hence socialization is seen as imposing a degree of like-nindedness upon individuals
who are bound together by moral imperatives.

Rather than optfng e:tclusively For 'either one of these conceptaalisations of society,
© Park and Burges prefer to regard soclety as havmg a double aspect, being a natural
-competltwe order and a moral consensual order Park and Burgess comblne these two
orders into a relatlonshlp which has some general resemblance to the Marxian sub-
structure/superstructure relatlonshlp The lower basic and more fundamental order
théy call 'community’, the hlgher moral order socle_ty 20 'Soclety‘ is represented as
being the imposition of culture - Ivd'\-ich leads to consensus - upon the natural
competitive order. In the words of- Park "Now it is an indubitable fact that societies
do have this double aspect. They are composed of mdrwduals who act independently
of one another, who compete and struggle wrth one another for mere existence and
~ freat one ‘dnother as far_ as poss|b|e as utllltres. On the other hand it s quite as true
that men ond. women are boand toéeth_er by affections and common purposes...... e
a'nd the_); maintain. . ... vees @ discipline and a moral order that enables them to
' transcend what we ordinarily call nature and through collective action, recreate the

world in the image of their collective aspirations and their common will".zr

The community-society dUalism can also be regarded in terms of historical stages. In
his paper 'Symblosls and Soclolfzation A Frame of Reference for the Study of Soclety 22
Park conceives communlty as- belng man's prlmordlal state of exlstence in which man
is to be seen as merely one specles among the numerous other competing plant and
animal species. With the development of communciation and Ianguage man generated
hls own umque cultural and moral order with which he could regulate his 'community’
Irelatlonshlps Hence mans social evolutlon may be regarded as a process whereby he
gradually. achieves dommance over‘hls more basic competitive nature through the

creation of moral and social relationships. Such an e\}olutionary_ scheme might be



taken as imi:ly_ing thor in mor!em eociety man's 'society’ relotionshios have been
developed to a degree which minimises or renders inoperative the effects of his

' community" relationships. Park however feels that while the '.Community' .

structure may be reinforced by eustorn it is- still .oosible to iso_late.the 'community*
order for purposes or' analysis; he states in his'paber 'Human Eoology' that "The .
meldence of fhls more.or less arbitrary. control whlch custom and consensus lmposes
upon the noturol socrol order cornphcafes the socnol prooes but does not fundamenrolly
alter it - or if it does, the effects of'bloﬂe competition will still be manifest in the

'sycoeedi'ng social order and the subsequent course of events" .

'C_ommunif);' ie therefore seen as.the more 'fundamentol aspect of the dualism, for while
the effects of monfs cosfomary and moral. relationships may complicate the analysis of
"'eommuniry", rhey do not rodieol'ly_rmnsfor'm_- it. Furthermore 'commoniry"-is regarded
by Park as beiné o more basic {loiurollorder" applying not-only to man but to all living
.species, for plonis and ammals as well s man dre engoged ln d free ond natural group
economy based upon !:o-operatlve-compemuorf within a given temitorial area. Park

| and Burgess tell ¢ us that "The proces of competition, segregohon , and accommodahon
brought out in the description of the plont community are quite comparable with the

~ same processes in onlmol and human communities”. 24 Although Park and Burges at
times show an, unwrlllngness to acknowledge t:ommunny'os the sole determmlng force
in social reloﬂo'nshlps (that is they feel it is passible to lnveshgote some aspects of
soclol reollry wu'houf the need to refer to the \‘.ommunlry'subsfrucrure) they rend to
regord it as prowdlng a boslc and fundomenrol poinf of view in explaining the social
world If the soclol world is vuewed from the standpoint of the terrlfonol dlstrlbuhon
of its members, its 'communlr)’ aspect, one arrives ata different closslf' eotlon of
phenomena than if vuewed from fhe point of view of the consensuol reloﬂonshlps The
'societyapproach would descrlbe reollry in terms of: races, people, par.ﬂes,, factions,

clubs, cliques; the"_fcommuniry"approach on the other harnd would-focus on nations, .



colonies, sphe:res .ot’ .ihfluence, cities, towns, local corrlmunities, neighbourhoods

and fcrnilies.zs; While .the.distincti'en between the two classiﬁcatiehs may not at

" first seem self—eyident, Park en& Burgess regard the"community"cla_ssiﬁcctim as
providing a mere tangible and obiectiye subject matter in that the sociologist is
d_ealtng wnth aspects of secial relations'(i:.e. the territorial eistribut_ion of members
asa res'ult of the process oféco-o'perative canpetitioh;)'that cphears reqdily amenable
to observatlon, descrlptlon and classification in the scientific mode. Thls pomt is -
emphasised by Park's statement in 'Soclology, Commumty and Somety that "A

' .practlcal reason (for the soclologlst to study commumty) is the t‘act that the community
.IS a vnslble ob|ect One can point it out, define its terrltorlol Ilmlts and plot its

constituent_ elements, its populqtlon and its nstitutions on maps".

‘The study of man's 'c'ontniunity' relationships - the pioVince of human ecology ~ may
therefore prevlde the soclologlst wrth an approoch to the social world in which the
subtlehes and complexmes lnvolved in cnalyzmg human social and cultural relation--
shlps can be convemently bypossed for in addition to offermg the socnologlst a more
objective sub|ect matter which enables hlm to plot the physlccl ospect of social
re|at|onsh|ps - the spatral dlstrlbutlon of population and buildings - the type and
nature of the distributive pattern found in any one instance should provide an
i-naication o.fl'the types of social and cultural relationships to be expected within the
territoricI area considered. Consequehtly a knowlecbe of the structure of the
, commumty order’ will yield information about the soclal order. This feature of
human ecology has been well iHustrated by Louis Wirth's remarks: "t is not merely
because the ecologuccl aspect of human soclal life yields a degree of ob|ect|ve
_knowledge in the sense of non-controversial descrlptlon of physlcol facts and offers
posslbllltles of a hlgh degree of mensuratlon and.preclsmn, but also because the

relevance of _thje physcial base of human social life is .mcreusmgly appreciated for the
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understanding of sociocultural phenomena that human ecology has found an increatingly
important plaoe in comrnunity &udies. " | |

Some of the interest and attention gtven to human ecology in the earl* 1920s may have
' been associated with this promise of preoision and scientific rigour. Commentators on'
the subject are fond of quoting the following stvuternents28 which were made in Park’s
presidential_ address gtven at the '|925 American Socio'ogi cal Society conference as'

on indication of the scientific pretentlons of hurnan ecology: ".Re'dUce all social
relatrons to relations of space and it would be possible to apply to human relations

the fundamental Iogrc of the ph_ysl'cal sciences" .29 and "In so far a social structure

can be defined in terms of poeition, social ohanges may be described in terms of
movementr and eo'oiety exhibits, in one of its a_spects, charac@ristics that can be
‘measured 'and desr_:rihed'in'mathentatieal fonnu'las."3° However.at a later point in
the same address Park clearly showed a reluctance to translate qualitative _dit'ferences
mto quantrtatlve drfferences and cautioned: "lIn the case of +human and social relatlons, cee
the elementary units . that is to say, the individual men and women who enter into
these different combinations - are notorlously subject to change They are so far from
representing homogeneoas unrts that any thoroughgolng mathematical treatment of them |
seems i_mpossible.“ | AR

Although apparently' interested in the possibilities for the quantit‘ eation an-d‘s;tati-s'ﬁ;:a'l.
treatment of social phenomena afforded by the human ecological approach whrch would
fall in line with the scientific alms of sociology that Park put forward in chapter ‘one of
the 'Introduction to the Science of Sociology', Park was chary of reducing social -
relation'ships to spatial relatioriships;, There would therefore seem to be an element of
arnbiguity tn representing Park's writing as'putting forward a brand of ecological
determintsm. ' Unfartunately_ |n hfs writings Park did not systematicalhly work out the

intricacies between 'cornmunity' and 'society’ nor decide on the final weighing to
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' be accorded to each aspect. In addition, os indicated in the brief outline of human
ecology presented earlier in the chapter (see paragraph 2. 5) Park was unwllllng to
apply the princlples of general ecology in an unqualified manner to human soclety,
for he acknowledged the role of cultural economic and technologlcal factors in
mediating man's sustenance relatrons It is this ambngunty which has enabled com-
mentdtors to derlve a varlety of lnterpretatlons of Park's position with regard to the
role of culture in ecological relatlonshlps. S.M Willhelm, for example represents
Park as provndlng the foundatlons of "tradltlonal materialism" whlch espouses
"biotic deterrninlsrn",32 whereas a contrary interpretation is offered by D.uncan ,ondl e
Pfall,t_z who state that l’ark empltasised "the psychic at the e:_:pense of the material
aspect” and that "his major focus was always on society as primarily a social
psychological eﬁm}. w33
The problems lnvolve'd_in _establishing the extent to 'wltich man's social and cultural
relations influence and modify his ecological relations are such as to make extremely
orol:lematic the isolation of a 'cotnmunity_' order, and therefore the viability of human
ecology as a seoar'ate subject area is-threat'ened If human ecology acknowledg'es a
redlity in which ecologlcal relatlonshlps cannot clearly be perceived (for they are
' elther diluted by the effects of culture, or are: totally subsumed under a cultural
superstructure,) it is in danger of concedlng that ecological factors hove an indeter-
minate role in the social world. _Conversely to play down the role of cultural factors
would involve human ecology in a rigid deferminism which over-emphasises the effects
of biological and env‘ironmental int'lu'ences on human society '- It is possible that the
nature of the empmcal work undertaken by Park and. hls students in the mvestlgatlon
of the city of Chlcago allowed them to move away from a conslderatlon of the effects
of the role of the envnronment and man's sustenance relatlonshrps (with the spatlal
structure belng regarded as an outcome of these factors) toa conslderutlon of the

spatial form as 'given'. Therefore they preferred to concentrate upon describing and
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: eluc’idofing fhe chorocterisﬁc structure and processes which the spatial distribution
' ossumed rather than to be concerned with its genesls in terms of the complexities
of culfurol-ecologlcal interactions. Consequenfly the Chlcago soclologlsts in their
ecological re_search on the cuy tend to have centred their attention on elucldahng
the.m'eohonisms whereby".the population of a given territor_iol area assumes a

 characteristic 'soaf_iol form through the competition of individuals for space.

|} is of interest to note that there o’re similarities between Chicago human ecolegy,
coriceived-.ois-e.xorhin__ing rhe form of the _opatial distribution of population, and social
morphology asprocﬁoed by the French sociologist, Maurice- Halbwach's, who wrote
within the Durkhelmlon tradition. Although Halbwachs spent some time at the
Unlverslfy of Chlcago in the 1930s there viould seem I'o be little evu:lence that his
theory of social rhorphology had any influen_ce upon the development of human ecology.
It is oe_r_hap's sioniﬁeont that the Chicago-sociolooisﬁ wished to retcrin'-the links hefween
hurrron_ eoology ond general ._ecolo.gy and unlike Halbwachs were unwillfrrg_ to regard the
spatial ;rrocrure as a derivative of the social order. Halbwachs saw material population
‘.struotu'res as.sym.bolic or emhlernoﬁc expresiom of the states of the collective conscience,
as he st;ﬁes "Po_po:laﬁons are hiot fmﬂ_muoses which obey physical laws as passively as
grai.r\oof sono, 'o} even herds of animals ... All these ohenomena occur as though they
become consc'ro_uo_.of their.disrribution, of thelr mass and their form, of their movements,
of their growth and decline ete. It is, rather the states of colleetive consoiousness-, _
morphologlcol or demogrophlcal which the sfahshcwn tries to reconstruct on the basis
of his numerlcol dafo Thus nell'her fechmques nor the molphologlcol facts of population
can be stu_d'l_ed and explained without seeking, within and hehmd them, ps_yc_:hologlcal
facts, which o@’f_a_cis of co'lllec'tive psychology."”

The Chicogo oo'crologists di&. not however dppear wil-li_ng to comemplafe such a radical

solution to the problems of human ecology, a solution which would have severed the
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| subject's connections with general ecélogy. While we have tried to provide a
reconstruction of their theory of human ecology, and show some of the problems
encountered in trying to work out the relationship between ecolegy and sociology,

‘tommunity’ and Society; in the next chapter we will turn our attention to the subject's

connections with an aﬂémpt to develop an explanation of urban structure and process. |
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'HUMAN ECOLOGY AND THE CITY

Human ecology i‘s generally associated in sociological Iltenarure wlfh the attempt of

o -._fhe Chicago saclologlsts to. provude an explanaﬂon of city structure and process.

' Many of fhe cenfral human ecologlcal concepts such as concentraﬂon , dominance,
nafural areas, zones, segregation, mvaslons and successions would seem to have been
developed and clarlf‘ ed by Park and Burges in their endeavour to construct a
fhe_areﬁeal c_o_nce_ofuallzaflon of the city which would act as a frame of reference for
empirical research . 1t hes been suggested however that Park and Burgess' efforis did
not amount to.a comprehensive theory of the city by Louis Wirth, wlmo'remar'k'ed ina
paoer written in 1938, that "In the rich literature on the clty we look in vain for a
fheory'of urbanism presenﬁng na systemarfc fashion the avaflable knowledae con-
ceming the cityas a soclal enmy ! The absence of a sys'temal'ic theoretical stalement
on ‘the cny may in part have resulted from the fact that Park and Burgess developed fhelr
rheo_r'erical ‘concepts in a close ongolng relarlonshlp to the prograr_nme of emplrlcal
researeh on the city. Alrllough they do not provide g single definitive statement on

rhe city in wh'leh an attempt is made to work through and inre'grate the theoretical
concepfs wh.lch. are dlscused in.their various papers on the city, and the introductions
and grefaces fo-_fh_e Chicago empirlcal_ studie_s, an undersrandi_ng of the central features
of their theory can be arrived at through an exploration of the bosis for_a theoretical
synthesis of those concepts which are most frequently referred to in fhelr'wriﬁngs on

the city. l'he most -imporran'f concepts mentioned by _Parll and Burgess, are, mobility,

land values, segregation, concentration, zones, natural areas, invasions, successions,
\

A possible way tolunders-tand- the Chicago sociologists' 'theor; of the city in the absence

dominance, and competition.

of a clear éxposiﬁon by Park and Burgess, or in commentaries or". their work, is to

- !
attempt a reconstruction by drawing together those concepts wh}'ch appear to be central
. /

\



to fheir'f-l.\e.ofy of 'fh;ci't_y',_ohd explore ‘the iogii:al '_c":onr'le'cﬁori-s' between them .dnd :
examine fhe possi_bilitié# for integration. As the Chicago soéiélogisfs theory of the
city is essenﬁall} one of urban growth one can examine the concept of 'populqﬁc;m
mqbﬂity and explore its relafibﬁship to the disfriBution of land values and the

: re's_ulltclmt‘ sfrucf._u-rall divisions which segregate the city mto zones and natural arecs.
These cbncépts can also be iﬁhked to the major changes that take pléce within the
¢ity,l fhe invasions and successions which occur w-he_n natural areas or zon.es encroach
on one an;:fh'er. B;_fae exploring the connections between these concepts it is
important fhat_a more generql'fe:ature of the the_oreﬁcdi appréach should be elaborated,

‘the fact that the Chicago sociologists' concepts are derived from ecology and economics.

Park and Burg_..ess- would seém to have been concerned to produce an explanation of city
structure and process which would enable them fol'account_ for a ra.nge-c-:f empirically
obsgrye__d.urboh'characterisﬁcs. They were therefore interested in accour;ting for the
- _c}?amcfefistic' pdpulaﬁ'oh -c':oncentraﬁo'ns, the variations i.n population mobility to be
found in the city, 'the way in wh.ich new ir;lmig'ra'nt populations tended to be almost auto-
matically drawn to certain aréas of the city, the fact that there are some areas of the
city whic_h.s'eemed to Be' relatively Eomogéneoqé in terms of popu-laﬁon éharacferis_tiés

_ 'a_s land use ,-the'proéeés whereby the p.c.apt.-vlation‘ of one area invades and drives out the
p_opulati.on of another area. In addition an explanation of city structure needed to
account for the economic aspects of urban life - the competition of individuals and
enferp;ises for fav@mble sites within the urban area, and how this compéﬁﬁon tended
to produce a physical structure of fhe-c.i_.ty whicH res'-ulfed in _f-l-'qe most efficient land use.
~ Clearly ecofogy provided concepts which would _enﬁble the city to be comparéd- toa
_bioﬁ; community in which copcentration, dominance, segregation, zoning, invasions

_ O;Id successions tooi< place. In this sense human ecology may be thougf\t to have arisen

. from an attempt to employ concepts, taken mainly from plont ecology, which seemed to
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offer an explanation of the *forces' whié;h wére'_appqrenﬂy distributing population

and building§ in an orderly and structured manner tE'roughouf the urban community.

Thé' cffy cqulld aiso, .however, be c¢onceived iﬁ te;ms 'c.)f cént_.;epts borrowed from -
ecdnomi;:é. Here f.he physical structure of the_ch.y is l;egq_rded_ as the brod_uc_t of

. cﬁnpeﬁtion b_ehn_reen indiQi_duals ond enferprisqs,' for fhe most desired sites - the

| cehfml areas of the cuty - from which the greatest c_:mq..llnf of profit could be _extracfed.
Thase enterprises -which are able to derive the highest economic returns from thé most
strqteéié central -_.f.ites will be w?lliﬁg flo p&y the hi_g_hesf rents, and hence the central
business district will be the area of highést l_and_ values. As a résult the c.iry structure
will assume a form which reflects this competition for spc.ﬂ'i_al _|o;:aﬁon, with each
éﬁferﬁrise gravitating towards the location where it can achieve a maximum of efficiency,

both for itself, and for fl_'\e_ functioning of the city.

In co’rriBininQ elements from economics with elements from ecology into a theory of the

L city it s .o.f in_fét;ésf to note that the process of co.m_pe-ﬁtion is central to both discipli_nes.
s p’erhq.# this factor which led Pari< at one point |n his wr_i-ﬁng_s to refer to human
ecology as biological économics',' 2 and .t;a Bé attracted to the views ofj Wells, Huxley
and Wel-ls', wl.lp in 'Thé Science of L'ife'3 attempted to redug:é t_he competition and |
co-operation wh‘i'ch are chardcterist'ic; of a market economy to a basié biological -
-characteristic of all s'pecies..4 Park howévéf'wos unwilling_ to accept this position with-
- out qualiﬁc_::aﬁon,. for he indicated that the economics of commerce is si_.gr-'ﬁficunt'ly
different from the unconscious éo—operaﬁon and " tihe natural spontaneous non-rational
division of '!asour of écp_logy. w He comments furt.her that "Commerce, as Simmel
som?whgre r:gmqus, is one of the latest and most Eomplicafed of all social relationships
irﬁo which human beings Fave entered. n While Park does ﬁof pursue this comparison,
it is possible to remark on @ nu.mber of the similarities and differences between economics

and ecology. Al though both approaches adopt the view that the city can be regarded as
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oi'_derly, ft;nctioning sysferﬁ , the basis for arriving at this conceptualization differs
markedly. . Ecology assumes that population members engage in unconscious, non-
thoughtful compéﬁﬁ_on, whereas economics assumes that competition takes plt;.ucé :
between conscious rational actors who seek to maxignﬁ_e their own profitability.
%ile ecology pqsifs some form of over-ar_chipg communal qrgonfsm which brings
about a b_a_l,oncebetw_eeﬁ popqlation members, economics draws upon @ fheory of
a_.c'ﬁ_ml'l.- As:- Parsons7 gnd Fire‘y8 ha\}e indicated there are difficulties involved in

| explaining how the ends of individual rational actors relate to each other and knit
togethgr to produce an orderly ;ystem in which the Qﬁlity of the parts corresponds

" to the utility of the whole.

| There would therefare seem to be basic problems involved iﬁ attempting a synthesis
o% the theoréﬁcal.presuppcsitions of ecology and econc;mics,'es'pecial'ly wiflh're_gard
to f:heir ébﬁdsifio;\t:;l emphdsisl upon ndn_-thoughffdl ddi’ustmeﬁﬁ and rational action.
Isc;rk and Burgess did not however attempt to work out the implféutions of a theoretical
-"i.nt_qgraﬁon of certain ospects of economics and ecology, 'rathér it can be argued that
the Bosis for the co.-exister__lce of the two approaches in their theory of the city may
have arisen from the empirical investigations of the'city of Chicago. -Burgéss records
that in the years 1916-23 both he and Park sent students out into Chicago to collect data
on ;ociai probl.ems which could be maéped; as a consequence of the analysis of this data
he states fi'\at it "began to emerge that there was a definite potfem--and structure to the
city. w? It. seems. probable that the distribution of social problem data correlated with -
‘the urban ;iistrilbuﬁ_on of land values. Hence land values which provided an index of .-
_the §patia|;'|ocafion of individuals could also be seen <-:s providing an indicaﬁdn' of the
social and-cult_urﬁl life of the city, or as Park puts it land values dilineate "the cultural

: 1
contours of the community."
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It would flie_.re'l;'ofe seem that Park and Burgess' intentions were not solely limited to an
orﬁg’lg’_amaﬁon of ceﬁain as;::ecfs of ecology and economics which could provide an
expldnaﬁ'c;n of the physical and spatial structure of tﬁe city, for the spatial structure
could also pfovide an index to the different fypgs of social relationships which are to
be foun:d, in the vor_-i_ous' areas of the city.. An'_ur;derstom_i' of the working .of the spatial
sﬁucture would therefore séqm to be .ﬂ;e'busis for an understanding of urban social
rélatlionships.l'l In this context it is worth recalling that Simmel remarked that the ;:ity
gives rise f!o a particular form of mental life. N The great Wriéty and oumber of
e);férnql_stimuli f_hqf a city individual encounters in his daily life tends to produce an
.agile,'ruﬁ;:nal cahlc_ulaﬁng attitude which is a marked cthantrasf“to that found in the
rural cor'nmunity. Thfs fhéme is taken up by Park in his programmatic paper 'The City:

: . Suggestions for _the Invesﬁgaﬁon.'of Human Behaviour in thé Urban Environment'
v'(h-ere, he opens the paper by stating: "The city is something more than a congeries of
in.d'ividual men-and of sécial c_onveniences.-; streets, buildings, electric Iigﬁfs, tramways

"anld telephones efc} sonief_hing more also than a mere constella-t'ion of institutions and
adr,nfnﬁtr_aﬁ#é deVii:.es --_ éourts, h'os;itqls, schools, po“ce and civic functionaries of
various sorts . The city is rather a state of miﬁd; a body of customs and traditions and.
of organiiéd attitudes and sentiments that inhen;e in these customs ana are transmitted
with thls fﬁ& tion. The .city is not in other words merely a_phy;iéal me;hqnism and an
artificial éonsf_rucﬂon. It is involved in the vital processes of the people who compose

it itisa érodﬁct of .na_fulr'e and particularly of human m:lture.“]2 From this statement
it seems that Park is.determir_\ed to go beyond a conceptualization of the city as a
physical structure (however striking and dominating this structure may seem) to move
towards a sociological conceptualization of fhe city as a unique .Form of moral and social
organization-with a characteristic mental outlook on the part of the inhabitants. This is
not to.'impliiy that a sociological view of the qify should neglect the consideration of the

-physiccl structure, for Park emphasises that both the moral and physical factors "interact
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in charucterfsﬁc ways to mould and modify each other. o3 Moreover the physical
structure is @ human product and the two aspects of the city .mﬁst be seen in an
ongoing relationship for the physical organisation. "which has arisen |n respons; to

- the neéas of the inhabitants once fo_rméd imposes itself upon them as a crude external
f"'dct- and forms. 'fhlem in turn in accordance with fhe desi_gn and interests which it

: 14
incorporates.” -

Er‘nés; Burgess remarks in his influential paper ;The Growth of fhe.City: An Introduction
t.o.q 'Res_earlch Proie;:'t' that "The os.;fsfanlding fact of modern séciety is the growth of |
gréat'cifiés;" 15 This statement emphasises fhaf d major concern of the Chicago

' soc';i-ologists was to eonstmct an ex_planaﬁon of f}ie' modern expanding city. It seems
clear that Burgess thf:ught that the account of urban growth he -p_ut forward in his zonal
hypothesis outlined general principles which were applicable to all American cities, as
is indicated by his cc.ammeh-t_ that "Ali American cities which | have obser\-/ed or studied
apprbximdte in greater or less degree this ideal construction. W16 Park seems to have
shared the belief that the theory of the city t"hcl:t he was coﬁstrucﬂrig focused upon typical
fedfbre_s'-of_ urb(:;n grov;fh, ahq that e\;er'atuall'y the large oriental cities and the other great
cifies of the world would develop in a similar form to that which had been elucidated
y;ri_th respect to American cities. In 'The City and C'i.\'_rilizdtion' he states "The cfry isa
. microcosm in which is reflected often in ad\)ancg of the actual appearance, changes
impendfng in the macrocosm. This means that Ldndon, New York, Chicago, have

| 'con_lpl_eted changes in their internal organisation 'thc_:t are still in progress in Shanghai,

: ‘Bombay and Constanﬁnopie. "]7.' Numerous critics .] 8_, however have been quick to

. draw atltenlf'ion to the c_ul.tural' specifif:h"y of Park.and Burg_ess_' fheory of the city, pointing
'ou't that Bu;'gess.' zonal hypothesis-has only limited dppl_icaﬁoﬁ, fiﬂ'il;lg best the éxpanding
indusfﬁai cities of the American Midwest in the early part of the twentieth cenfuﬁ. It

would therefore seem that the emphasis upon urban growth, and the subsequent development




and use of concepts such as inva-sion,_succe'sls'ion and competition for land use must
be understood in terms of the specific socio-historical context. within which Park

~ and Burgess developed their theory.

In'the late 19th and 20th centuries Chicago and other midwestern cities experienced

. urban growth to an extent unparalled elsewhere in the United States. The population

of the city of Chicago, |
Table 1 | _ " " Population of Chicago 1850-1930 - Percentuge Increase fcrbe‘ude
1850 29963 -
80 - | 109260 195060 2671%
w0 | mgm | e
1880 | 503185 | 1810-80 68%
w0 | jomes 88040 118%
1900 o . 1698575 o |isternee | sen
w0 | - gegss - |woo-wio | 22%
1920 70705 | Kio-1e20- |  23%
90 | gwesss | les-wo | 2%
“Source: US Census Reports 1850 -.1930 | - '

} gréw at a -pdfticularly fapid rate, as is-shownlir.l Table 1. 19 The source of the
populaﬁqh i'.ncrgc‘:se was Iau.'gely' in f.en_-ns of immigrants from Europe and migrants from
other pOI"fS of the Unifed States. European immigranis first arrived in Chicago in the

“second half of the 19th century, with the start of the German and Irish influx in the
._1850ls, the Swgdes in the lB@s, and immigrants i;‘r'om easternand southe'r_ri Europe -

. Czechs, Poles and ltalians - in the last de::'cides of the 19th .cenﬁ:ry and the early
part of the 20th century; these groups were followgd by Negroés from the Southern
state of .tl')_e USA inthe ea-rly décades of the 20th clentury. P F Cressey has .notéd that

-fhis .po;laula_t'ion increase was also- éccqmpaﬁied by a concémitant spatial expan;ion; he

states that "In 1898 Chicago was relatively compact, half of its population I'iving
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wi.-th;rri a radius of 3.2 miles from the centre of the city. Ir| subsequent years this
median point has steadily moved outward, being Ibeafed_af 4.1 rrrfles in 19-1__0,

5.'0 miles in 1920, 5.8 mi les in 1930. n20 At ﬂre time Park and Burgess were carrying'_-out
fhelr investigations of the clty, Chicago was expandmg at the rate of half a million
people a decade. Consequently |f is hardly supnsmg that the fheory of the city they

develo_ped should emphasise process, mobility and social disorganisation.

|t"is perhaps this visibility of the-mdssive irlrlux of new popuiatien and the changes

| .ferc_ed. on the 'eity i_n-en afterﬁpt to cope with it, that _|ed fhem'- to regard mobility as

: pidying a crucial role in the generation of the urban structure - as hurgess pufs it
".Mdbiliry'.i‘s the key process in understanding the rapidly. growing city; mobility of
persens, fanriiies and irﬁﬁtuﬁons. 21 The coneepf of mobility is most frequently used
in sociology in terrrls of social rrrobility, i.e. movement up or down the social class

scale. However mobility as referred to by the Chicago soclologlsts designates change
in location whlch may ‘or may not involve in addmon socml moblhfy 22 Moblllty is
seen asl|mporfanf in the modern cny_ on two counts: firstly, ‘the modern city expands

sbaﬁolly" b'ecadse of uri— influx of ‘population, '(-charaeteristically'migrunis from the rural

: urecls in the case of fhe Amencan city) and not merely in terms of a surplus of births
over deafhs secondly, the growing urban populahon aggregafe increases the number of
contacts 2-3 which an md_rwdual will be confronted by in his daily life. This factor '

‘exposes the individual to the etimulafion of new types of social relationships, which
may weaken_. the. ﬁeslof fradif.iond mores in the cases-of an individual new to the city,

* and gi\re rise-to the eqrticular rorrr| of mental 'oetlook fhut Simmel epeaks of. Thus

mobi lity is eeen as r.arod_u'ci-ng both -socidi dfsorganieafion in the process whereby rnigrants

and immigrants have to come to terms with urban reluﬁens_hips, and.ind_ividua__ﬁon , in
fhdr following Simmel, Park .-saw the rypical-ur-llaarl dweller as’ develepirrg a rational,
c,alculaﬁng';ftitqde. 'T.hese two processes'with which mobility is associated are regarded

as incornpafible by R Freedman, who writes "The concept mobility is in fact frequently
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used to characterlse the ldeal type of urban personallfy, the sophlshcated rational
-personallfy which is at its best associated with mtellectual and scnenhf‘ ic achievements
and genius for rational 'organi,saﬁon._ Intelligence and inventiveness are frequently
related to mental mobility. .Yet the same concept is used to gxpiai'n the disorgani;ofion
of- persona!ify and social iife. To qharacferise'hobility perse c.Js a "cause" of social
diso_rg_onisqﬁ’on is to raise the question why the typical urban dweller is not socially

| disbrgqnised . n24

' Gi#&n that :_mobi'lif.y may bé an index of change within *h_e city - the 'pulse of the
¢_:o.m.n.|unity'25 as Bu;'géss @fers to it - _wha* bc;sic spatial forms'resﬁlf.from the influx ‘

of new inhabitants? There are a anbér of po:;sibilities: the new population could spread
itself evenly throughout _fhé existing area of the city; or alternatively .fhe new population
could be added to the periphefy of the gify "in tree ring 'grth style"..26 Neither of
these 'posiBilitie.s seem applicable to the modern city for fI;ere dppedrs to be some
rr_lecha_ni."srr-l' at work wHereby the new populc.:ﬁon.'is drawn automa}ically to certain areas

: of the city. An indii:aﬁon of thg power of this mechanism is provi_dea by the claim that

it ééuld be pédicted where a rural immigrant, Iéf loose_ in the city for the first time with

| ‘no clear idea of where he wanted to live or work, would finq"y end up. As Harvey

Zorbaugh states: “l.:rqm the mobile stream of the city's population each natural area of

the cif.y' tends.to c_:ollect the particular individuals predestined to it. "2_7 This con-

" ceptualisation of some automatically working selective mechanism which sift -and sorts
the new pppt.;laﬁon. qnd assigns individuals to their most suited area suggests the use of
the ecdldéical analogy with its view of every; spe;:ies b‘e.i'ng allocated to its particular

| fgrrif&io' niche. | |
With -reg-ard to thelquesfic_i_n of the nature of the mechanilsm responsible for distributing .
the new .ar'rilvols to the city we will for the moment follow Park who some thirteen years

after his first paper on the city (1915) wrote: "the city as it exists is very largely the




prd_dtict of 'fende_ncio;s which we have as yet little km;wledge and ies control. Under
| th§ inf.luenc;.e-dflthe'se forces and withiﬁ the iimf_tafiqn that Qeography 'ana hiéfbry
. oéci'dénfdliy im_-po'se the city is steadily assuming a form that is not cc.mver-\-ﬁo'nal But
f.fpi'c.a'l. 28 It does seem po;;ible, however, to proceed in attempfing to undersfénd
fhe fheory of urban growf_h'-_b.y,egomining the Iink' befweén land yc:zlues'and mo'bili;y.
It has been emphasised that Park ond-.Bulnl'gess are talking ai)buf the modérn.city w_hich
is Charac'feris_;d by a imarket economy; that is it is assumed that individuals and "
coll_ec_:fiviﬁ'es Qill compete in an open market situct.ion for the qc-:quisifion of...certai'n
des.ired:ufflifies. The most highly valued economic site in the city for business and
_ commercial purpoﬁes is the point of greatest mobility, that is the point which in the
course of twer_.lty-four hours the greatest number of people will piiss by.29l This drea
of highest.land valu'es-i,r_: the city will thus be 'oc.cupied by the central business district.-
| clor'nprisinlg of banks, busiﬁesﬁ ofﬁ_c;es, shopping éentre, hote_l_s,_ and enferfl{:in'ment _
fagil.ifies _-_tllic::se. -ag_encie; Iwh.ich are able to extract the most profit ffom favoured locations
and are thus willing 'to'.c.ompefe to pay the highest pri;:e'.s in the city for land. Thus the
ared of_'gredf_e_st mobility = which is the area of highest land values - will tend to become
the d.ominan.f point in the urban area. From this point at the g:enfré of the city one
would éxp_e'ct the_ lc_ind values to decline in a regular grqdienf to the periphery._ It is
- this .I-'and gradient which descends away on all sides in a radial manner from the point of
: d-gmin.ancé,l that gives the c'i_ry its characteristic spatial structure. In the words of Park:
.' It tﬁos appears that Ian-d values which are themseI\-/a i.n large m-eosure a product of
' pbpuldﬁoh-fdggregates, operate in the Io;'lg run to give this aggregdte’, within the limits

of the community, an ordérfy distribution and characteristic partem.'iso

In examining the distribution of individuals and institutions in-the.city each person and
institution occupies a position in space in relation to each other, and clearly this spatial

" relationship can be plotted on a'map. In addiﬁoh, Park tells us "we also occupy a
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position which is determined .by. the value of the space we occupy and the rent we pay. w31

" Rent and la_na values can allso be expressed in map form. - They may have fh'e- additional
function of'Béing an_fndex to the socio-culturdl structure of fhe'i:iiy. Lond value maps

_ -“sérve’ to deliﬁea_te so fo speak the cultural contours of the -c_ommunify. In any case

Ignd vc.Ilu_es offer a new device by which we may characterise the ecpiogicdl organisation
of the cqm'.r.nuniry, the social environment and the habitat of :civi_l_ised man."32_ Thus
land vaiué mq;':s.by showip’g gmphicully the variation in the land values én fhé city,

' _whic".l"l.fend to as.'sm.ne the form of a gradient rodiaﬁng-.o.ufwards from the central business
district, car; provide the sociologist .with a séatial i.ndex with which he could express in
numerical and q;anﬁtaﬁve terms the types of social r-elafibnships_ to be found in the city.
Iyi téms of :urbqn_ prq;es.chanes in land values may alsé express changes in social -

relationships. -

Withthe c;;nfihuihg influx of'rﬁew population to the city increasing pressure is felt by

_ fhe céntr_al a.l;_ea w.ith fhe' _rgsi:lf that c_ompeﬁtion fc;r Iaﬁd intensifies and land valué; rise;
:fhe' popu_la'tioh |s fhus'gradually forced outwards towards the per-iphery. The effect of
this centrifugal movement is to provide a counter trend to the original centralisation.
Burgess has coﬁcéi_v_éd the \;vhole process as be_in'g. ‘centralised decentroliéation'.ss

The city is thus seen as -e'xpa_nding ouMur& inan ;)fganiséd way, and we have 'sg far

- cpncei'ye;:l‘fhlis érganisuﬁon_as taking the form of a gradient of land values qr;d population
‘mobility which declines in an even curve from the c;entml business area to the periéhery.
However in pl;acﬁce the Q@dienf curve is not a perfectly regular curve and can be split |
~ up into a series of maé homogenous areas of mobility and land v¢:|ues'.34 As Park .
states: ".Witi'nin ‘the area bounded on the one hand by the _ceﬁtr_al business district and
.on the other by the .suburbs', fhe city tends to fal;e'the form of a series of copcenfric

,_' .c_:ircles. 'Tllw_se different regions Iocafe& at different relative distances from the centre

are char&cfe_risedl by different degrees of mobility of population. "35
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. This characterlstic pattem wh|ch the urban structure: ar.sumes has been conceptuallsed

by E W Burgess as a series of concentric zones radlatmg outward from the central

‘business dlstrlct - his famous zonal model of urbar_l growth. -The_ concentric zone

theory would not seem to be a wholly original development by. Burgess, for as Firey
pointe out3-6' it repreeerlts a variation of the older 'radial’ and 'ring' conception of

city structure which can be traced baak to the writi:ngs.of Plato and Aristotle, and

in more recent fimes to the 19th centur} agricultural economists such ds Adam Muller,
von Thunen and Schaffle. The notion of radial expansion and zones were also used by
the Amerlcan busmess economnst R M Hurd, in his book 'Prmcuples of Clty Land

" Values' _37, published in 1911 . There would therefore seem to have been considerable

. interest in city structure and growth from writers working within a variety of disciolines,-

before the first explicit ecological t'ormulation was made by F E Clements in his book

g 'Plant Successlon ’ (191 ), in which he described the process of 'zonation' which

| occurs when succeswe belts of plants push outwards by invading and dlsplacmg the
ad|acent plant speaes A further possible source of origin, has been put forward by
Milla Allhan39, who suggests that Burgess dérived his zonal theory from the evidence

, McKenzle accumulated in h|s study of Columbus, Ohlo, whlch was published as ' The
Nelghbourhood' O' in 1923.  This viewpoint is however contested by. Amos Hawley

who comments "It is of interest to note that the report on the neighbourhood study shows |
'no trace of EW Burges later formulatlon of a general growth pattem of cities. “4]
Whlle_Burges may have followed some of these previous formulatl_ons in constructlng his
zonal h}p’othe_sis, the originality of his theory resides in his sxtgg_estion that each particular

zone, with the e*ception of the central business area, was occupied by different social

. groups.

Burgess first presented' his zonal hypothesis ina -paper which he read at the American

S'ociolo-gical Society's annual meeting in 1923, the paper entitled 'The Growth of the




Cﬂ'y: An l;lfroduction to a Resgarch _I-"roie'c:f'42 was 'reprlinted- in the vlolume entitled
5Th.e_Cityf_ which was published in 1925. The -mo_st detailed description of the

é_haracterisﬁcs of the zones was however provided in-a later article entitled 'Urban
Neé;'43, publisheci_in 1929, Itis Iqrgel.x from this latter article that the outline -

: of .i"he 'co.l'tteht of the zones.pre‘senfed beloW has been dérivéd.

| Af'ﬂ.\elcehlfr.e of I;hg city |s the first zone, the cent@l business d_istrict; (CBD), which
.is .fhe foéus of the commercial, civic and social life of the city. Burgess as_sumés that
the CBD qi:cupies the centre of the urban areas because this will be the point of -
greatest dcéess_ibilify for thé area as a v_lhble. . Space at the centre os compared to

ofher areas of the cify will be in shortest supply, hence the .central areas will contain
--the most hlghly valued land, and consequenfly will be occupled by those institutions
such as bankmg and commerce which wnII benefit most from a cenfrul position by virtue.
of the morket function they perfonn for the urban area c;nd the reglon as a whole.. The
C_BD also contains the retail shopping and enterfammenf centres, which ||ke the business
and Finapqial institutions are able to extract a profit despite paying the highest urban
r_en.fs which are found in this strategic centre of the city. The population characteristics
of the CBD further emphasise its restricted funcf_ion s for E'S Johnson tells us that the:

' C_hi;agé central busi_nes district in'1934 contdinea merely 3530 legal residents of which
80 per <I:e_ntl were male, and 61 per cent single, with on Iy 33 persons among the total
populaf'ion under the age of five years. Johnson adds "But in dddition to these so-called
iegql residents, th¢ area contained another population - the one-half million or more

daily workers with whom, as such, the census has no:.concem. "

' Th,e"secorid zone, 'The Zone in Transition’, _is an area sﬁrfounding the CBD which is
bemg invaded by the business areas and the factory district (which comprises an inner

ring in the zone in transition). It is thus an area of physncal detenoruhon as landlords




a.ref' ;'elucfan'f to renovate properties for they ez_cpect them to 'be_-pdlléd down for the
ekba_nding_CBD. -Tlllis state of physical deterioration means that although it is an
d}ea of high land .vc.:l.ues it is a low rent area as tenants have to be attracted to a
.s_ee:n-lingly undesirable area. Linked with physical deterioration is social disorganisation;
in the zone m transition t_heré is the greatest concentraﬁon- of poverty,'bad housing, -
| iuyehile del'inqt;ency, famil'y' disorganisation, physical and mental disease, gambling,
_-s;,xuclul- vice and crime. The zone in transition is chamcteri;fically an area of first
s;fflémént i.r'nmigra:nt céloﬁfes - the Ghetto, Little Sicily,:Greekfown, Chinatown,
the Black Belt - and the _l;ohemia of intellectuals, the hobohemia of homeless man, and
the ';'ooming house areq; the area to which the -rlnewcomef to fﬁe city is most frequently
drawn There is 6 movement of populaﬁon outwards from __Zoné Il to Zone I1I of those
ipdividuals and-fam.ilies who prosper "leaving behind as marooned a residuum of the

defeated, leaderless and helples.'-'45

' The'third' zone . is designated as 'Tl'ie Zone of Independent Wbrkingmen"s Homes'. It is

- mhablfed by those mdwuduals (predomlnantly skilled and thrifty factory and shop

workets) who have moved out of the zone in transition n order that they might live near,
but not too.close to their work. This is the area of sécond generation immigrant settle-
ment. The'inhabifanfs of this area "in turn look to the 'Promised Land' beyond to its

resldenhal hotels, its apartment region, its sclfelllfe Ioops and its 'bnghf lights area’,

Zone IV)“

Thé fc}urth zo.ne i.s.described as "The Zone of Better Residéncés". Here we find the
middle clas; of native-born Americans who are characteristically smal Busipessmen,
'proféssional pedpie', clerks and salesmen. Wifhin this zone are a number of local
buslnes areas - the 'satellite loops’ vfmch have banking, buslnes, shoppmg and

enfertamment focllmes
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The fifth zoné + the oufér zone, is referred to as "The Commuter Zone". This area.

is made upnéf small villages and towns which are mainly dormitory suburbs - "the

- domain of-the marriarchiql_fcmily"47 ~ as the majority of men who live. there spend

fh_e_ir day qf work i.n: the CBD.

Now we are in o position to examine a number of features of the model put forward
by Burgess. He tells Us that the concentric circles "designare both the successive

zones of urban extension and the type of area differentiated in the process of expd_nsi_on. "

Bearing in mi'nd as mentioned earlier that the zonal theory wos developed at a time of
rapid population expansion in Chicago, the n_iost striking characteristic is that the model

s one of process. In the above quatation he refers:to two major aspects of the urban

process: (1). that in the tendency of the city to grow outwards radially from its point
of dominance a number of distinct zonal areas, each ha{ring its own particular set of
eé,oqomig and social characteristics, emerges - this forms the internal structure of the

city; (2) the whole city is moving outwards away from the point of dominance and

consequently -each zone moves outwards too, invading the next zone; this process fs

referred to as urban succession. Thus Burgess says with regard to the process as applied
to Chicago: "all Ifo_ur of these z_o_hes were in its early history included in the circum-

ference of the inner zone, the present business district. 49

It is important to stress that Burgess saw his zonal model as an ideal construction,
representing the idealised pattern of growth of all American cities. Burgess consequently

accepted that a number of 'distorting' or 'limiting' factors would operate in practically

.-every empirical instance. He elaborates this point in his paber 'Residential Segregation

in American Cities', by stating "If radial extension were the only factor affecting the
growth of American cities, every city in this country would exhibit a perfect exemp-

lification of these five urban zones. But since other factors affect urban development
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ﬁs.siwarioh, site, natural and afﬁficial, baﬁien, survival of an-earlier use of a

- district, prevailing city plan and its system of local transportation, many.distortions.
-I'alnld modlﬁ cdffms of this pattern are actually. found. Nevertheless; so universal and
lp?:werﬂql is the force of e'xpan'sion outward from the énfer that in every city these
zc;nes 'c.an be more or less clearly delir;uifed. "59. A number of,cﬁﬁcs-, however, have
argued that the :'elxi'sfence of the distorting features, (some of whiéh are mentioned by
Bprgés above, among others would be included the place of heavy i-ndusfry within the

circular pattern,) tend to destroy the explanatory value of the zonal hypofhesis.sl

One standal;d d_efente V.IhiC-H is offered ‘against'fhg accusation that Burgess' theory

| provides an inadequate explanation of empir-ical' reality is to stress that it is an ideal
ltype. Hence R E L Faris comments "The zonal diagram was _nei}er offeréd as a des-
cription of the acfual pattern of any city. Burgess spoke of it as an ideal ry;;e, meaning
not th_af it was the most desi@blg desi-gn'fc-)r a city, but rafhé'r,._ contrasting it with the

- real in the sense that fﬁe drawing of a man in-an anatomy fextbook is not a description
of any actual man, buf' a repr_esénm*i°“ of the features that are found _in most normal

52

“Th'ere' yvou'ld .séém_how_e'ver fo be a major dffﬁculfy involved if we are to regard Burgess'

ti\:eory as an ideal typ'e,'for‘ar. no point in his various writings on the imal theory does
'.Blurg'e's_s elociduté the criteria from which he has arrived at his §or§fmcfion. This point’
i'\as been emphosised by Firey who states " Nowhere in _th-e theory is there a definite

 statement of the modus operandi by which people and groups are propelled to their .

appropriate niches in space. w3 In 'The Growth of the ley An Introduction to 6_ :
Research Project' Burgess tells us that "I the expansion of the city a process of distribu-
tion takes placé which sifts and sorts and relocates individuals and groups by residence

and occupation, w4 without specifying the nature of the distributive mechanism.
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. Ip attempting toqs;;ss thoéé factors which seem to be thé fmbli_c’:if mechanisms in his
fheo'_l;y :'it would first of all seem useful to examine t.hle posibilify-fﬁat the zones can

be reg"drlded as emerging from th‘e'corhpéﬁfior; between individuals and co"ec’ﬁvities
for-spdcé To regard economic compeﬁﬁon 'as being the maior foﬁnaﬁve mechanism

of the zones would also serve to connect the zonal fheory fo our prevnous discussion

~ of the Chlcago sociologists' concepts of mobility and land volues If we have a gradient

of land _va_lues radiating out from the highest point, the cen,tral' business district (the

area of greafeSf ._mobiliry) to the periphery (the area of ldvyesf mobility) it is to be
expected thaf the economic ievel of the population will-also follow this gradientas

th§se at fhe.tqp of the. scale will be able to-pay. thé high rents of the high land value

a(e;: qf"fhe centre, ;nd__ those who are at the bottom will be.forced out to the low rent area,
th? afeq c;f lo;Nest land yqlue§ ai' the peripHery. lr-1 economic ‘:c-l'uss‘tert-ns the upper class
and middle cl%:s w.ill be nearest the centre the working class and the down and outs nearest

the city outskirts.- Clearly this was not the case in Chicago or in any other city.

It does hawever s'e_ém possible to infégrate the zone in transit_ion_in't'o_ the- logical scheme |
if we exdmiﬁe the disparify bétween land vélues and reﬁts' that occur in this zone, As
menhoned above fhe zone in transition devnafes from the expected éradnent of renfs,

' alfhough it conforms to the gradient of land values becuuse itis bemg invaded by the
centr_al business dlsfr_l ct. This disparity is explained by Park who states "If thg growth -
.at the centre is rapid.it increases the diameter held for speculative purposes just qutsi-de:
the centre. Propefty hela for speéulafion is usually qllowéd fq detel.'iorafe. It easily
assumes the ci\qracter of a slum;. that is to say an ﬁma of casual and transient pc.;:pulation,
an area of dirt and disorder, ‘of missions and ‘lost souls.' % This disparity between land
| Vt;'llues and renfs in the zone in transition which can account for why éelﬁons low down
'the eco’nqmig scale live riear the centre bgcome;*. extremely difficult to maintain with

. “regard to the successive zones. Somehow one has to account as to why the expected
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clielclli'ne-in‘ land va!ués is a_&:compt;infed by .gn.increasq‘ in rents in Zones |l and IV
| (which is difﬁcuit to conceive in terms of the logic of fhé I_aﬁd value gr,udienf),.
or why if fhe rent level gradient behaves as exy'aect.ed and .f.ollcw_s the land value
gradfent. in these zones why is it that these zones are not océypied_ by people lower

down the economic scale?

It thus seems impossible to account for the formation of zones solel);'in terms of

: ecénomic c_ompef'iﬁ'ori for spa'c'e. To account for the zonal patter that Burgess
déscﬁbes it v_v'ould:s_éem necessary to incoréorate the notion that socio-cultura.l

vc.lljue; play some part in 'moaifyir_\g the economic. competition for space. .The
'§ccupocy..pafferns'. of the various socio~economic strata thqf.- r.hake up the city |
po'pulaﬁon'wil.l not be solely bor;ed .upon rational economic criteria ' for those who are
nearer thé top of the clﬁs scale will be in a better posiﬁén to make choices and carry
them out by occupying those areas which the;y,év_aluofe as desirable. ‘L F Schnore h;:s . |

emphasised fhl;s aspect of Burgess' theory and comments that "It éeem to assume that

S th_e.mqre favoured classes will ordinarily preempt the newer and more desirable housing

dfeas; with radial expansion, these arsics typically have been located at the periphery

fn. American 'ciﬁ.es. Af the very feast, the hypothesis assumes a high degree of locational
fregdbh on the part of the wealthy, who may occupy practically any area, as compared
with the lower classes, who are much more severdly restricted with respecl; to residential

choices. "?6

1t Qc.auld therefore seem that Burgess defines the zones in terms of a range of characteristics
in which one could includé not only the economic level of the'populaﬁon,u.nd economic
'land use as érifer_id for. the formulation of each-zone but also as Alihan -hus pointed out,
';physical » cultural, social, psychological and political fucto:ls.“57 In addition it

sho'uldlalstl) be mentioned that Suttles indicates that Burgess' theory is in part based upon




a shured folk model, the cognitive map of the cnty used by the reSIdents of Chicago
in the 1920s.% |
An dd&iﬁonal- formulation for dividinﬁ up the urban area is_t.o regard the city as being
cbrﬁp_rfsed of a mosaic of nafural areos. The natural areas of the city can be conceived
as sub-areas of the zones, such as the Ghetto, the roommghouse area and thtle Sicily
in the zone in transmon, or in the cose of the cenfral business dlstrlct a zone |s regarded
~as coterminous yvith a nafural area. As is the case with the zones there are difficulties
inv'olvc_ad: in isolating the criteria on whic.:h natural areas ha_ve..been'dblineafed._ The
Chfca_go sog:iologfsfs would seem to have employéd three major formulations of the
concept, regarding natural areﬁs as culf.i.-rall.y homogeneous areﬁs, as areas in which
~ the popu'laﬁoﬁ members posses some ;:ommon characteristic, and as geographically

-well-defined areas of the city.

If we gxa.n'line. the first fo_rinulbﬁon, it is possible to re_g_a?d cultural ‘groups as seekmg

: cn area of the city in which they can main@in their individual cultural way of life;
hence we have arecs such as Little Sicily, Chinarowh,‘ Gréékfown, and the Ghetto.
\Mth' respect to the lost mentioned naturql- dréa Park comments: '.'Our'great ci_tiés turn
out, Opon-gxarﬁindtion to be a mosaic of segregated peop_les - differing in race, in

~ culture, or merely in cult - each seeking to preserve its peculiar cultural forms and

to mai;tqin its ihdividut_:ln and unique conceptions of life. Every one of these segregated
gl_rou.ps inevitably seeks in order to maintain the integrity of its own group life, to impose
upon its members some kind of moral isolation. S§ far as segregation becomes ﬂ__:r fh.em

a means to that énd, every people and every cultural gl;oup may be said to create and
maintain its own éheﬂo. .. The ghetto, is in short,_ one of fhé'so-cqlled_ 'natural areas’

of the city. “_59 It has been pointed out that perhdps Park and Burgess overstressed the
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"degree of cultural 'h'ornog'eneify of the ethnic neighbourhoods in-.Chico'o in fne 1920s.
Spftles,rernarks that "Very few of the defended neighbourhoods in Chicago which Park
and Bu_rgees, ond their followers described seem now to hoye been- exclusively or
oimoet exclusively occopied by a single ethnic group. Moreover, many of the defended
nelghbourhoods reported by Park and Burgess refamed the|r |denhhes desplfe continuous
shifts in eth_nlc composition. "60 It is posslble, Suttles argues, that the notion of

| -culturolly homoéeneom natural areas is a funchon of the folk model used by the city's

: inhobirqn'fs, ‘who identify neighbourhoods of the eity in terms of labels such as Little

Sioily,l Chino.fown , the Ghetto, although the area itself may be far from ethnically

homogeneous.

A second formulation of natural oreae is in terms of common populoﬂon characteristics,
which need not |mp|y that a shored set of cultural meanings exist,. or that soclal inter-
action takes place between the population members. Hence Pork“tells us .“The difference
in sex and age groups, perhaps the most significant indexes of social life, are strikingly
dive'rg'ent for 'different noturol areas. There are regions of the city where there are almost
no_ehildren, areas occupied by the residential hotels, for exomple. There are regions
wnere'fhe-number of chiloren is relatively very high, in the slums, in the middle-class

_ -res'i‘denﬁol suburbs ... There are regions,_wner_e oeople olmosf_ ne\rer vote, exceot at
national electrons; regions where the divorce rate is higher fhon it is for any state in the
Qnion, and other regions in the same city where there are olmost no divorces ... Tnere
are regions.in which the suicide rate is excessive; regions in which there is, as recorded
By .staﬁsﬁ.cs, onl excessive amount of juvenile delinqoency » and other regions where

. 61
there is almost none."

The third formulation is to regard natural areas os distinct, well-bounded geographical
areas of the city. .H'orvey. Zorbaugh in his paper 'The Natural Areas of the ,Cft_y_' remarks

"The structure of the individual city ... is built about the framework of transportation,
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business organisation and industry, park and boulevard _systemﬁ, and topographical features.
All of th.ése_.breck the city up into numerous smaller areas, which we may call natural

areas, in that they are the unplanned, natural product of the _'cif?'s growtﬂ. "

While, the three formulations of natueal areas outlined above may see'rﬁ inéconéilab'e,

it.is possible to ;uggest ﬂ-naf the variety of definitions ﬁay have arisén out of the dfvfsion
of the city of C_hfcago into 75 -'local com‘m;mities' which acted as units for the compilation
of census and other s-;'a.ﬁsﬁi:a'l data. The ' local communities' were designated by the
‘(l:hicago so:ciology department, an.d.rep'resented.a particular combination of the 600 or so-
census tract areas into 75 Idrgér areas. In 1930 alcompilafién of basic social data on the
city éf Chicdéo_w&s presented for the 75 areas and publishéd;qs t_hei'_Lbcai Community
Fc;ct Book" edited by.L Wi.ll'th and M Furez.63 It is also of ir;tefest to note that Burgess
ménﬁons that the Chicago sociolo'g-y depc;rtment pel;suaded- _tHe clfy couﬁgil to pass a

: resolu.tiofl _to'tabulafe population not in .war_'ds buf by th-e'local cdhﬁuniﬁes-', ‘and that

the system was also ai:ce'pte‘d- by the Héalth Department and fhe_ other social agencies

for _recqrding dal'fu .64 It seéms that for purposes of. convenience in diineating the-'?llocal

: qommun_it__fe_s', well-bqupded areas of. the city were chosen. Some of these areas may

h_ave; been coincidental with the ethnic colonies, whil_e others may have been selected

_. 5n,_p_urely _geograph-ical criteria. Thus in _'Urbail1_- Arecs’, Burgess men.ﬁons that the Lower

' Norﬂ_r Side was one of the 75 'local communities 65 an area which fits Zorbaugh's own
definition of a natural area, but in terms of Park's two formulations Wpuld be seen as a

" collection of natu@l .ar_éas, being made up of the Gold Coast, the slum, the roominghouse |

areqetc.

While the division of the city into 'local communities' may have had some influence upon
the diversity of the formulations of the concept, natural area, the existence of natural
areas can be explained in terms of the Chidago sociologists theory of the city, if they are

. seen as functional areas which are the product of 'urban forcé_s' . We are told by Park
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| “Whalf have-bqen calle:'d the 'natural areas of the éity' are simply those regions whose
IoFafiopé,_ c._har_acfer and Funcfion have been determined by the same forces which
hc;we_ determ.ined the chart.:lcter and function of tHe city as a'whdl_e.-."éél and "They _
are _the broduct of fo;-g:es that are constantly at work to effeet.a;) orderly distribution
of p_opulalﬂoh-s and fp'nlcﬁons within the urban c'omplgx. Théy"Are 'natural’ because
they are not plaﬁned and because the order they display is nof the result of désign,

but rather a manifestation of tendencies inherent in the urban situation. w67

It is .pos-si'ble- fhérefore to see natural areas (in terms of ;m ecological analogy) as
: ._beinglfuncﬁonal afec;s of the city which are fhe-préducf__of the 'competitive-co-operation'
fo_:r territory, in which it is assqmed that some form of overarching communal organism
e_x.isfs which distributes and assigns- bopulaﬁon members to their p-arfic-ulor I'errffori_dl
. niche. 'ln__this coﬁtexf it is worth quoting what i_s perhaps Par|_<'s most concise statement
on the §oncepf na_tur&l area: '. "A region i§ called a 'natural _areé' because- it comes.
.'intoigxisfencg ‘wifho_ut design, and performs c; function ,. though the function, as in the
' case of the slum, may be contrary to ;:nybody's desire. Itisa rlxor.ur-ol.urea because it
has a natural history. The existence of fhése ﬁafural areas, each with its c.haractel"isﬁc' :
i;'upcﬁqn , is some indication of the sort of fhin_g the ci ty tumns out upon,onalys-is to be -
' lnof as Has béen. suggested eul'-lier,' an arf.ifacf merely, but in some Qénse and to some

degree an organfsm .

-. It is therefore possible f.o understand the ;fwcfure and processes of the cir-); in terms of
cu".\ ecological metaphor. From this perspective it is assumed that every community has
dan afea of dominance whose function is ".fo stabilise, maintain order and permit growth
of ﬂ;e Sfmcfu:r'é v'vhi.ch the order and the corresponding-funcﬁons, are embodied. "_69 .

Hence there will be a dominant area in the city - the central business district. Also

as in the natural community, the basic ordering mechanism is the process of 'competitive
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| co-operation', which tends to allloeote fhe vqnioqs cohpeting species to their ewn_ :
-territorial niche. In terms of the city we therefere get eomp'etfﬁ_en for space-ond .
land use, _whieh results in segre.gat.ion with the verieus poeulnﬁqns being distributed
‘to the _nafurel area where they can exist with those who possess similar characteristics.
Thus we ﬁnd nafure- areoe of immigrant coleniee, homeless men ' 'mutri.archial families;
aneqs based upen a whele range of class, occgnaﬁon ; age, sex, culture and
pe);chologiqal ch-ara.cterist'ics. In .this sense the zones are larger netuml areas each

. one of which can be eplit info a number of sub-units.

The'fheery is however basically one of process, and thelp_res_s-t.ure_ of the constant flowl

- of :_i.ncoming populaﬁ_on which are allocated to their natural areas-means that the city

as- a whole is pushing eufwurds frern fhe- area of eaninqnce. ‘We therefore get

' .in,\'/as.ions - the: ,encroacnmenf of one natuhl erea. on another. The most striking eiample
: of this is the invasion of the zone in tra_nsi;ion bf the cenrrdl business district. When
invasions reach the poinf of a .complete eh'ange of popu Iutien e succession is held -te :

have taken place.

The c.Ji'ff.i'eult.ie; which'h'ave been eneeuntered in -dtfemp'tin'g'to integrate the various -

_ theorehcal concepts developed by the Chlcago sociologists have in part resulted from
the fact that they did not expllcnly set forth to develop a theory of the city. Rather
fhe major emphosus was given to the  programme ‘of empirical research into the city with
fhe theorehcal concepts to act as a guiding frame of referenee Consequently many of
the concepfs developed by the Chicago sociologists are not clearly defined, there are
frequent cases of conflicting formulations, and in some instances insufficient attention
has been given to integ_rafing concepis.70 While this may prove to be a source of |
irritat.ien.to the fheonist_ who seeks a |ogica|iy ‘wel l-integrated s;sfem, these reformulations
and contradictions may be regarded as nndersrandable, if we consider that the Chicago

sociqlqgiefs sought to construct their theory in a close ongoing re_IaHon_ship to empirical




research. In the next chapter we will turn our attention to the empirical ecological

studies of the city of Chicago which were carried out by Robert Park's students.
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EMPIRICAL ECOLOGICAL STUDIES OF CHICAGO

In his seminal paper 'The City: Suggestions for the Investigation of Human Behaviour
in the City Envirorliment',l written in 1915, Robert Park formulated a range of
systematic questions which indicated the paucity of existing sociological knowledge
of urban phénqmenc;. Some of the answers to the questions Park had posed were
provided bf the subsequent progrﬁmme of empirical research into the city of Chicago
which was carried out by Park's associates and graduate students. That such an
ambitious programme could be undertaken was in part due to the availability of
research funds provided by the Laura Spelman Rockefeller Memoriol Fund through

the SSRC which enabled the establishment of the Chicago Unfversify Local Community
Reseat;ch Committee, which encouraged a broad programme of social science research
Into the city of Chicago. Als_o of crucial importance was the institutional structure )
of graduafg research at Chicago which ;nabled a d_o_minan_t and creaﬁvc; thinker like
Park to suggest research topics to students and to offer close departmental assistance
throughout th.e research. As Anthony Oberscholl? points out, this particular form of
research organisation which sought to encourage s‘rudems to undertake topics within
the overall research programme contrasts markedly with the German tradition of students

picking idiosyncratic research topics on which they received little direct supervision.

The various accounts of the Sociolog); Department at the University of Chicago in the
1920s, give the impression that this proved to be a particularly exciting and optimistic
phdse in the development of empirical sociological research. Edward Shils comments
that "The nineteen-twenties were the éreatest years of urban sociological study in the
United States. They were cFaracferised by a vivid, energetic curicsity about the rich
and mysterious texture of metropolitan life. 3 Perhaps the sense of optimism and excite-

ment can also be understood in the context of Park's commitment to establishing sociology
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on a firm scientific empiricdl basis,

a factor which Park's students would have been able to contrast to the era before

_ World War 1, in which much of sociology was characterised by either muckraking
empirical studies, or abstract system building in the grand- manner. [t would seem

that one of the aims of the programme of empirical research into the city whfc;h was
conceived by Park and carried out by his students was to go beyond sensational
exposes and philosophical speculation in an attempt to provide a much closer working
relationship between sociological theory and empirical research. It is the infentfon

of this chapter to provide an examination of the relationship between human ecological

theory and the empirical studies of the city of Chicago.

The. postgraduate disserfc:ﬁons4 and research projects w_._hich were completed as part

of this programme of reseqrch intb the city can for our present purposes be divided up
into two categories. The first is research which mapped the urban distribution of social
phénomena spch as crime, mental illness, divorce, viée and svicide, and endeavoured
to provide explanations for the iesu_ltant distribution. We therefore find studies of the
distribution of juvenile delinquence by Shaw and McKay5 , mental illness by-Faris and
Dunhomé, vice by Reckless7, divorce and desertion by Mowrer8, suicide by Cavarig,
and negro family &gcnisaﬁon by Frazier.| 0.. The other group of studies concentrated
upon single areas of the -city and produced a more detailed description of the population
characteristics and types of social interaction that occured within areas _su'éh as -the
slum, the rooming~house area, hobohemia, and the immigrant colonies. Among the most
important studies of urban areas are: 'The Gold Coast and thé Slum' by Zorbc:ugh'l.l ’
'The Ghetto' By Wirth ]2, and 'The Hobo' by Andersonw. Taken together these studies

contributed to perhaps the most detailed description and analysis of a single city, Chicago.
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Looking. back on the inter-war period research,Burgess comments "At this university

there Is perhaps the greatest collection of basic social data of any city in the world. w14

While many of .th.e studies, conducted within the overall ambit .of urban.sociolog-y, have
been thought of as cohtribﬁtions (indeed they are described as classics by some com-
mentators) to thé various fields of sociblog_y such as the séciologies.of crime, deviance,
race relations, the family and mental illness, for our present purposes we -are interested

in their -human ecological content. The questions that concern us are how far were these
empirical studies of the ciéfy can;ied out within a human ecological frame of reference?
Did these stidies -_treat the central tenets of human ecolegy as h’ypothesé to be tested
empirically, or conversely is the hurian ecological a;;proach_an fmplicit frﬁmework which
is taken for granted and seen as needing no further ellaboration of explication? How far
do these sfudies provide _con_fribufions which con be said to feed back and develop the
main body of Hpman ecological theory as put forward by Park, Burgess and McKenzie?

It is to be Hdped that some of the answers to these questions will emerge from the following

discussion..

The Work of Shayv and Mckay has perhaps pro;ed .lto be the most systematic and detailed
attempt to explain and account for the urban distribution of a social phenomenon, juvenile
delinquency. The three books dealing with this aspect are: 'Urbaq Areas' (1929), 'Social
Factors in Juvenile Delinquency’ (1931), and 'Juvenile'.Delinquency and Urban Areas’
(1942). 15 These books plus an addiﬁonai three books on life hist&ia of juvenile
de!im'quents]6 amount to an impressive research programme which led Burgess and Bogue

to comment that: "Empirical American sociology was perhaps popularised and transmitted

to all corners of the world by the Shaw monographs more than by any other examples of

this brand of social research. u17
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The major findings of Shaw and McKay in summary form are: 1 Juvenile delinquents

are -not randomly scattered over the city, rather when individual instances of juvenile
delinquency are plotfed- on a map they tend to follow the physical and spatial organisation
of the city. 2.- The emergent pattern shows concentrations in certain areas of the city,
the areas of deterioration and disorganization - the zone in transition in Burgess'-
ferminology].s; Other areas, notably the outer zones display a low concent-raﬁon of
delinquenfs.- '3. When juvenile delinquency is corr-elafed wifh other social problems
such as truancy, mental disorders and infant mortallfy all these factors covary, showing
the same spahal pattern of concentrations. 4. The area of hlghest concentration of
these social problem_ phenomena,.the zone in transition, is characterised by social
disorganizaﬁc;n, that i§ it is an area of residence of first gehéraﬁon immigrants to the
city who are thought to be ina state of transition from their old world values to con-
ventional r@ectable Americaﬁ values. Hence as many of the inhabitants are in between
two cultures they lack the firm guidance of conventional values and are thus more likely
to engage in behaviour deemed morally problematic. 5. Tﬁat social disorganimtion is

a characteristic of a social area and not a specific population type is indicated by the
process of urban succession. Burgess has described.the leapfrogging process wheréby
successive generations of immfgrants become Ameriéanised as they move out of the tran-
sitional areas to the hext zone. Chicago has experienc;ed many such waves of invasions

and successions by |mmlgrant groups such as the Irish, "’OIIGI’IS, Polish and Negroes,

however fhe socnol dlsorgamzuhon whlch characterlsed fhelr activities in the zone in
iransition does not accompany themas they move out to new areas; yet the social disorganization

is experienced by each new immigrant group which moves into the zone in transition.

While Shaw and McKay worked within the theory of urban growth as put forward by
Burgessw,-'fhey also followed a tradition of the mapping of social phenomena which

goes back to the early nineteenth century. One of the first ecological studies of
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crime was that made by A M Guerry who published his 'Essai sur la Statistique morale

de la France'zo'in 1833 in which he compares the crime rate for 8§ departments in
Fr'c_mce. Further sfudles of the distribution of crime and other phenom_ena were carried
out in 19th century England by Rawson, Glyde and Mdyhewﬂ. In the United States
early 20th century studies of the distribulﬁon of juvenile delinquents were undertaken
by Abbott and 'Brekinridgez2 in Chicago, E W Burgess in Lawrence, K_ansaszs; and
R D McKenzie in Columk;us, Ohi024. While the English and Freqch studies tended to
contrast |ar§e areas, counties,departments and cities, highlighting the difference in
rates for rural and urban arecs, the early 20th ;:enfury AnErECGn studies concentrated
on the cif} and showed thél_variaﬁons of rates for the numerous ama;_of the cify.
These studies are referred fo in the literature as ecological studies.
However, it must be said that they do not use ecoloéical fheory to account for the
difference in rates, and do not interpret the statistics in terms of a theory of urban
.growth s-uch as that developed by Burgess and Park in the 1920s. Contrasting the -
research of Shaw with the above works Morri.f; comments that "olthouéh he (Shaw)
appeared -fo be merely retracing the steps of earlier ecologi_sis, he had at his disposal
not only more accurate basic social data but more refined statistical techniq;Jes with
which to handle them. [n addition he had the advantage of being able to work within
the confines of a body of social theory, the theory of human ecology developed by
Park, which by virtue of iﬁ sophistication was supefior to the somewhat primitive |
notions of such writers as Mayhew. If the basic péstulates of human ecology were
valid, that huma.n behaviour and institutions can be purpasefully studied in terms of
their spatial relations within a givc;n physical area, which in itself determines to a

~ considerable degree the genesis and character of those relations, then specific kinds

of behaviour can be studied within such a frame of reference. w25

The 'more accurate basic social data' and 'more refined statistical techniques' referred

to by Morris include data on juvenile delinquents and other economic and social

~ variables for the city of Chicago from 1900-1940. The information is analysed in the

form.of staﬁsﬁ_;ai tables and maps. There dre three basic types of maps used:



70

( I)Spof maps - in which a dot on the map is used to represent the home address of d
delinquent boy who had appeared in court within a given period of time. These maps
show a marked clustering of dots around the central areas of the city. Hewever the
spot maps do not provide a satisfactory basis for comparisons between the different
areas of the city because of the. inequalities that oecur in the distribution of .the city
populo::fion.z6 (25_ Rdte maps tend to .recfify this shortcoming as they show the ratio
between the numbers of offenders and a totoll popularion of the same age and sex -

_group. The rate maps whlch were compi iled for 140 square-mlle areas of the crty,

showed fhaf for example in the perlod 1927-33 the rate of alleged dellnquenfs per
hundred of the 10-]6 aged male populahon varled from 18 9 near the city centre

to 0.5 on the penphery 27 (3) An adaption of the rate maps whlch made
Icomparlson befween larger areas possible were the zone maps. Here five coneentric
zones are set up which mark off the city territory into zones of from one to two miles
in width.' The zone rates which represen'r a combination of sqddre-mile area rates
exhibir a regular gradient ralling from the highest ra.te in_Zone 1 to the lowest rate

28

in Zone 5.

That the mappin-é of the disfribuﬁon of soeial phenomenu was not a nevr activity, is
readily acknowledged by Shaw and McKay in their discussion of the 19th century
forerunners such as Guerry. Furthermore in the period from 1916 onwards at the University
of Chicago, rnupping had been a part of sociolog-y courses, Burgess tells us "In every
course | gave | ams snre there were o'nelor two studenis who made maps ... maps of any
data we could find in the city that could be plotted".29 |t is possible that from these
maps that were mode by Burgess and his students, he perceived that many kinds of urban
phenomena were interconnected3o and this provided a foundation for the censtrucﬁon

of the zonal theory of urban growth. As indicated in the previous chapter, there are
problems involved jn establishing the criteria on which Burgess decided that the city
could be divided un into ﬁ\re zones. In his papers 'The Growth of fhe City: An
Introduction fo a Research Proiecf'3] and 'Urban Arecls':.','2 Burgess does not theoretically

account for why the city can be divided up into zones, but rather provides a description




7

of the physical, social, cultural, economic and population characteristics that are
to be found in each zone. Given that these cha.racl:terisfics can be mapped, it seems
odd that no attempt was made to test the hypofhesis by carefully plotting the
charﬁcferistics he cites for the city of Chicago to see if an actual approximation of
'fhel zones can be found in reality. Unfortunately no attempt was made to do fhi; by
the Chicago empirical studies, indeed the general tendency was:in the opposite
direction. For example in the case of Shaw and McKay's research Burgess tells us
that ".. conce_n'f.riq zones were set up by arbitrarily marking off uniform distances
from one to two miles. w33 Hence the zones were Jilineated in an arbitrary way, by
marking them off at two mile .inferva.ls on a map of 'fhe cify of Chicago, and no
attempt was made first of all to empirically establish whether relatively homogeneous
zones (in terms of the characteristics Burgess describes) actual ly could be délineated
in the city of Chicago. It thus seems odd for Burgess to take Shaw and McKay's zonal
findings as a confirmation of. his theory, as he does when he comments "the findings
established conclusively the fact of far reaching significance, namel y, that the
disfrisution of iuvénile delinquen.ts in space and time follows the pattern of the

physical structure and of the social organisation of the American city."

Whereas the use of zones by Shaw and McKuy does nothing to test or confirm the

Burgess theory, they do establish the sighiﬁmnce of another ecological concept, the
gradient. The gradient is defined by Burgess as "the rate of change of a variable
condition like poverty, or hqme ownership, or births or divorce from the standpoint

of its distribution over a givén‘- area, 35 Shaw and McKay in their studies establish

that the rate of idvenile delin_quency varies in an orderly manner, with the square~mile
areas near the centre of the city exhibiting the hfghest rates, and as one moved outwards
the successive squaremile dreas showed a gradual decline in rate until the periphery is

reached. _
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It is of ieferesf to note that the concept is nof derived from general ecology, but
from biology.. Stuart Rice tells us that "Professor C M Child of the Univereify of
Chicago, o bi:ologfs.f, addressed the Social Research Society, a local uvniversity
organisation . . and discussed his hypothesis concerning the imporﬁnce of 'gl;udiente'
- in the development and conﬁol of the biological orgdnisﬁl. Professor Robert E Park,
e sociologist, remarked that there were analogous gradients in the city. The author
(Shaw) attended the meeting addressed by Professor Child. After further discussion
with Park and Burgess he took over the concept of gradients and sought to apply it to

the delinquency rates which he had calculated for the city of Chic:ugo_".s6

There would however seem to be some confusion on the porf. of commentators as fo the
relationship._betwee_n zones and gradients. In fhe article by Rice quoted from above,

he went on to state "Whether the newer concept ef 'gradients' was more than a new
name lfor-the equier 'concepf- of "zones' seemed doubtful. w37 Llewellyn and Hawthorne
state "The measurement of zones has been accomplished mbinly through the gradient. 3
That zones and .I.gr.adienfs' ul;e different should be clear from the ubov-e discussion. That
the gradient can be used to measure zones would only be significant if an attempt had
first been made to specify the crite;-ic to be used in diline'a.ﬂng the zones, and then an
attempt made to test out the existence of the zones empirically, this done one could then
proceed tfo see |f there were significant breaks in the rate of increase or decrease of the
variable phenomena at the poinf of the separation of the zones. The gradieﬁf cannot
legitimately be used inductively to build up evidence, by ﬁ rst eensidering one variable
and then another, as to the existence of the zones, if in the first place one has arbitrarily
decided that there are to be five zones, and that one will designate them as being

separated at two-mile intervc:ls.3




13

In their studies Shaw and McKay provide what would seem to be conclusive evidence
.as to the concentration of the highest rates of juvenile delinquency in the central
areas of the city of Chicago. This central aréc, adjacent to the central business

' disfrid i; als§ the area which has the highest concentration of dilapidated buildings
and buildings due for demolition_.4_0 Further evidence as to fhfs areqa, the zone in
transition, being an area of social disoréanisaﬁon is provided by"-on examinaf.ion of
‘fhe dfsfributipn of other s_dcful problems. Shaw and McKay analyse the rates of

school huaﬁfs, young adult offe’nders, infant mortality, tuberculosis, and mental
disorders for the samesquare-mile areas used in the examination of juvenile delinquency.
They find that thgre is a covariance of these phenomena with juvenile delinquency and
that approximately the same concentrations occur for all factors, adding weight to the

view that certain arecs of the city are areas of social disorganization.

It may be thought that the céncentraf_ion of tiwese factors among the population of

certain areas of the city reveals that socic.l disorganization is rierely a chamcterisi.'ic

;>f a certain population ond. not of the area. However Shaw and McKay provide

evidence fo show that despite- the fact that population successions .ha've taken place ﬂ;e
rates are remorko-bly stable over a forty year period. They state " ... one European
ethnic group 6fter_ another moved into the area of first settlement which were for the

most part inner areas of the city, where the children became delinquents in large numbers.
As these éroups became assimilated and moved out of the inner city areas their descendents
aisappeared from the Juvenile Courts and their places were taken by offenders from the

| groups which took over the areas which had been vacated. 42 Here would seem to be a
point which substantiates the human ecddgical theory of natural areas, that is there are
certain natural areas which perform a function - whi-ch may be pafholo'gioai from the
point of view of c;nventiom! society - in transmitting chamctérisﬁcs to the population

of the area.
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It is the factor which has led juvenile delinquency and other social problems to be
conceived as part of the natural ecological procees of city development. As shaw

and McKay put it "Areas acquire high delinquency rates neither by chance nor by
design, but rather it is assumed as an end product of processes of American city life
over which as yet man has been able to exercise little control. w43 Whil.e it is thus
temptl ng to assume if we take an ecological frame of reference that the ecological -
structure of the city causes juvenile dellnquency, and other social problems to exist
within certain areas, there are nevertheless certain fundamental difficulties associated
with translatina correlations into casuality, If natural areas are seen as determining

the characterlstles of urban populations, why is it not the case that every boy within
an area like the zone in transition becomes a delinquent? Shaw and McKay are well
aware of .this problem and state "While these maps and statistical data are useful in
locating ditferent types of areas yvhere the rates are high from areas where the rates are
low, ana in preaicting or forecasting expected rates, they.ao not furnish an explanation
of delinquency conduct, This explanation must be sought in the field of more subtle
human.relationships and social values which comprise the social world of the chil-d in
the family and the community. 44 Thus to explain why one boy committed a delinquent
act and another did not one has to undertake an mvestlgatmn of the subjective definitions
of the mdmdual concerned, in order to understand the particular situational factors
involved and how they are mediated by the individual concerned, in order to understand
the partlcular si tuatronal factors involved and how they are mediated by the individual .
Shaw's study of llfe hlstorles45 is an attempt to provide detalled documentary evidence
of this process fram mterv:ews with @ number of boys. However difficult it may seem to
integrate the life hlstory situational analysis approach info ecological theory - indeed
it would seemi irnpossib!e - the use of this method represents a sociological advancement

"~ on ecologioal theor'y. As T Morris puts it "The reaularity and consistency of social facts
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ata socieﬁl Ie\;el may have been responsible fc;r the ecological assumption that
within a given area, behaviour even on an individual Iével was sfqndardised'.
Without Shaw's refinement of 'situational analysis® it would be quite impo;sible

| to explain why not every child in a delinquent area is deli;\qbenf. 46 This link
between the ecological approach and the life history approach has been ignored
by some cdmmehfafors who seem predisposed to represent Shaw and McKoy's fheo?y

- asa brand of ecological determinism.47

One aspect of their sfudie; which represents a testing of the human ecological theory
of the city is the Qenemli;qbility of their findings. Park and Burgess assumed that |
_the écologi'ccl.:pl.'oceses at work i-n. one city do so in typical ways, hence they will

be found in other cities ;axpanding'- at a si_mf lar rate within the same socio~-cultural
epoch. While Shaw and McKéy's most detailed findings are drawn i.=rom the city of
‘C'hit_:ugo,' in 'Social Factors in Juvenile Delinquency’ and *Juvenile Delinquency and -
Urbon Areas' they examined a number of qther American cities and found that a general
concentration of high rates of juvenile delinquency in the more deteriorated parts of

the city and low rates in the better residential areas accurred.

Furﬂ;er evfdenc_e which links the distribution of a social problem to social disorganisation
within cerfain areas of the citf was found by i’aris and Dunham who examined mental
illness in Chi&g@'ond pfodu'ced 'Mental Disorders in Urban 'Arecls'4_8 in l93§. As was
the case with tﬁe Shaw-McKay research into delinquency \;IhiCh paralleled their research
in the 1930s; .F.aris and Dunh;:m plot their findings in a map form and emerge with a
comparison of rqule.s'.of mental illnéss for the various areas of the city. To this purpose
Chi caéc; is di;ri:dec_i_'bp.infb .68 local communities, which are mkgn from thé 75 local
community orecs‘l based upon census tracts comBi_ ned into more-or-less natural areas b>-'-

| the Chfﬁgo Univérsity Local Community Research Committee. They arrive at an
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_ i'nsolni'ty_ rate by taking the total admissions for mental disorders and dividing this into

N fh_e adult 'po'p_u'loﬁon' of each community, The rate varied from 110 per 100, 000 adult
Ipopuloﬁon |n an _h_ofell and apartment area on the shores of Lake Michipoh to 1,757

per 100,000 odu'-lf population in the central busi'-ness -disfrict.- The general pattern of
distsibot'io'n was one of cohcenflofion of the highest rates in the inner areas with a
reéuldr decrease as one moved out to the periphery. Mental illness is of cousse a broad
oofegory', so in order to see if all the vorious types of mental and related illnesses |
conformed fo the .regulor pattern of distribution, Faris and Dunho‘m computed the various
.rates for poronmd schnzophremo, cofol'omc schlzophrema, mani c-depresslve psychoses,
alcholic psychoses, drug oddlchon, old age psychoses ond generul paral ysis deriving
_from syphilis. Whlle fhere was one dlrect excepflon, mani c-depressive psychoses,

the other condlflons tended to approximate fo the expected pattern, with however

different conditions showing different concentrations in different central areas of the

cify. Schiiophrenfo for example best fitted the 'stondord' distrihuﬁon pmdient- however

the area of concentration of each of the two types was in different areas of the centre of .

the city with poronond schlzophremc being concentroted |n the roominghouse area and
catatonic schlzophremo being concentrated in the forelgn born and negro areas. The
onhe major exception, manjc-depressive psychoses, displayed a random distribution
potfern through the city, completely out of line with the other condmons

Faris and Dunham also showéd the disfrib_ution of mental illness by city zones, the tell
us "A clear un&ersfonding of the actual ecology of insonify in Chicago may be obtained
by an exdmination of the mfes-by- _zones.-"49 However the division of the city into zones
sho_ws the same osbifmrincss as occurs in the Shaw and McKoy studies, with the city map
being divided up into zones of from one to two miles. What is striking is that Faris and
Dunham depart from the Burgess five zone model and come up with seven zones; this
would appear to be. because after delineating the first zone, the Loop, at one mile,they

go on dividing the city.up at two mile intervals until they run out of city territory, this
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gives them sev'_e-zn.zones.so It may also appear efmnge that Faris and Dunham use
se\ren- ;orie; in the light of r_lie fact that in the fi rst chapter of their book they

f_ollaw ﬁurges' zorral pattern and give an outline of f}re characteristics he cites for
each af the five -zonesl as well as reproducina his famous zonal map of Chicago. An -
additional deparfure from the Burgess model is to furfher lelde the city in to five
sectors, so that it is possl ible to compare the gradlenrsfor, e.g. the north sector and
the south secfor, as well as comparing rates for different sections of each zone. The

five sectors ai'splay a regular gradient with the exception of the south-west sector.

In mov.ing- raWards an explanation of the distribution, Faris and Dunham dismiss the
hyparhesis'fh'af the cdneentrarian in the central areas aan be explair:red 'b);' the drift

of i.nd_i\}idu'als. with eifher' rne,riial illness or susceptibility to rrr'e_nral illness, e.g. hobos
and dawn-arid-aars,' to these areas.5] The hypothesis they put forward is that mental
illness is a function of ;acial isolation. The areas of fhe 'crry where--social isolation is
experienced moet are fhose areas with a high population mobility, that is areas which
expenence a aonfmumg influx of populaflon or-a rapid turnover of populaflon whlch
inhibits the developmenf of susfamed social contacts. As Burgess states in his introduction
to _'Menfal.Disarders in'Urban Areas' "Mental disorders a-ppear-fo be more prevalent where
the pop‘ulatro'a _i_s"mabile and he:ferogeneous fhan_ where it is stable and homogene_ous, ‘and
where “f_e eorlaitione- are edmplex. ar_rd precarious rafher'.tha'n. simple and secure, "

In terms of the .ec'ologieal fheary of the city the area of h_igﬁlesr.mobility is the central
bUsrr'\ess disfri'cf,. \rvhich in Faris and Dunham's research has the highest overall. mental

: lllness rafe Whlle |so|ahon may be fhoughr of as relafmg dlrecfly to moblllfy, resulh ng
ina hlgh rafe in areas where there are mfrequent contacts such as the roommghouse area,
it may also be 'produaed when a mi narlry group lives in an area dominated by another
cu'ltural group. ':-Fa'ris tells us thaf "Rates for whites are low in native white areas but are
high i in forelgn-born areas, and rafes for fhe forelgn-born are Iaw in fhelr own areas but

-very hlgh in fhe Negro areas. 53
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We ;:re thus- Ieﬁ with an explanation of mental illness which links it fo the areas of
social disorganization in the city as is the case in Shaw and McKay's study of juvenile
delinquency.. quever in the laﬁer case social disorganization is seen as producing a
type of socializaﬁo'n' which leaves boys'in befWéen cultures so that they resort to the
'negative' solufion frc;m the point of view of conventional society by committing |
;elihquenf acts. Thrasher's study of gang§54 has shown that the gangs are organised,
i.e, that the indiyiducll_'parﬁcipofgs in a system of social rules. _But the opposite is
found when wé look at social disorganization a; used by Farfs an'c_ilanham, here the

. disor_ganizaﬁ&n is linked i'o mobility and social isolation, giving ﬁs'e toa 'fnarginality
which may b.e' e_xpe'rie.nced from the infrequency of the number of social contacts, and
the impersonal and transitory nature of the cc;ntccts, as oppdsea to the margi nalify of a
man \.N"ithoqt a culture in Stonequist's senseS5; i.e. a man having contads with two

‘cultures, who is unsure of which set of rules to follow.

In fairness hdwé_ver,if rﬁusf be emphasised that Faris and Dunham put forward their claims
" in the form as @ hypothesis and erﬁphasise fhafh“fhe data are not close enough to the
phenomena lo‘f _menfal dfsprder to é;tabli;h any clear-cut cﬁse for- operation .of casuative
facfors. w® T-he'y.do however make an attempt fo test out the isolafion-hypofhesis by
examining the life histories of 101 m;es in ar.\other city, Prqvidence, and found that 45

_cases contained data revealing the isolation factor.

.'Tl..ue disfrilbuﬁon-c_sf sul cidels-'in Chi;:ago is examined by Ruth 'C_c;'lvuh in her book 'Suicide'
a 928)._57 Fé!_lov;ring a similar method to that used by Faris and Dunham she computed
the rate of sui_;:ide in 72 areas <.>f the city, the local commun.if-y areas defined by the

l6c0| coin.rnbll'ii.t:y areas defined by the Local Corrimunify Research Committee based upon

cé_hsus'dis'fricts which.are combined in such a wdy as to give what she calls 'significant
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units', -i_.e._- approximate natural areas. Chicugq has fqpr st;icfde areas, that is areas
with_-a rate 9f‘ _sb'iqides of 35-87 per 100, 000 populcﬁ_on.58 The four.:arécs are in the
centre of fhe.city'ond comprise: 1. The Loop - the central business district, 2. The-
Lawer No_rfh side - a roominghouse area inﬁabifed by mainly single men, 3. The Near
South S.ide - a Negro urea., and 4, West Madison - an area of high population mobility.
- While the Hfgh rate a.reas are configuou; areas in the city cen-rre, the suicide rate for
the other areas shows no sys-i'Vemaf.iclpaI'tern from which'o- grddien’f- of svicide rates cou-d
be ;:onstructed whlch would correspond to the gradients of juvenile dellnquency and
menfal dlsorders. Ruth Cavan does not aﬂempf to analyse her findings in terms of zones,
perhaps the facf l'hut there were 780 sunc1des in Chlcago for the two year penod on which
she bases her. rate map is _foo low a figure on which to provide a slgmﬁ cant breakdown.59
However an Aﬂeﬁnpf is mq.de to correlate the 'suicide distribution yvith other factors; a

close coincidence was found with deaths from _c_:lcbholismé-q, and a partial coincidence

s found with_ -_diyorceé_l c_:nd_ murder 62.

These fa;tbl;s 'cor'nbllined are seén.c.:s indices of social disorgd_nizuﬁon, ‘as Cavan states
"The phenomena just considered. may be fhought of as syrﬁpfoms of lesions in the social
_aganisati§n_ coes ._lfhe'y are symptoms of social disorgqni_zaﬁo.;m thch of'te-n has its
'cou;_\rerpart in personal di;organii:ti'on qf indiv%duals in the community. W83, In her
conclusion follﬂ'i_élll')look- Rl;:i'h Cavan clearly connects up her ﬁ-ndihgs with the general.
view of social disorganization taken by thé Chicago sociologists when she writes

" ;. when social disorganization exists there is Iidblé to be a greater amount of personal
.di's_Organizotion than in a sfd_ﬁc;. community, When social organization which -taught them
the rules disi ntegrates .. .- people c@ often u.n_able to form_ul_dte‘_for themselves substitute
_ o'tfii‘ude.f'. and 'Hagits. In 'CHicago the communities with high suiéi'dg rates are those com-
| @nitﬁa in ,w_lh-ich fhere are other indices of bofh..perso_nal-cnd soc:iol disorganization."
Howev_er .il_' would seem that fEe social disorganization i; of a different type from that

describe& by S'how“and" McKay and closer to, although perhaps not coincidénl:_ with that
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referred to b); Faris and Dunham, for the disorganization he refers fo does not act
within rhé immigl;ant' communities. This.-poinf_ emerges from the folléwing passage: |
"A glaﬁée at fhé map shows fh(:li‘ for suicide and the types of disorganization associated
Wifh it the_immig'rqnt areas are virtually in the same class with the numerous communities
 of middle class oﬁd_weolfhy people who live in the outlying communities of Chicago.
' If is the three - Américon communities c;n the Loop and in the Negro area who commit
: sU|c|de, and.in i'hese and the |mmed|afely adjacent Amefican commumhes are found
the types of dlsorgcmzuhon, both personal and socnal which are associated with svicide."
Cavan draws ﬂ"pe_" q:onclusio'n from this that there are two types of di_sorganizuﬁqh, the
Europeuﬁ immigrdnf communify disorganizoi;ion - indicufed by- iaoverf-y, iuvenfle
delmquency and problems assocnated with’ chnldren and famlly life; and the Amerloon
type of dlsorgomzchon resulting from.a high degree of moblllfy whuch means fhat

| ‘ commumty life b_re_oks down.

Although Cavun follows the géﬁeral frena of the Chicdgo-empirical studies of urban
phénomena inldiscu:s'sing' the rate of distribution of svicide, making correlations'wifh'
other phenomena, and aﬂempﬂ ng to bridge the gap between correlations (foken as
mdlces of socnul disorganization) and cousollry by citing case studies in an attempt fo
work out a theory of personal dfsérgonﬁon, the book is-primcrily an extensive
treatment of sui cic’ie from historical and comparative points of view. The material on
Ch-iccgo cdnfr.ibt..vfes' only a small section to the book qhd it is §f interest to note that
Cavan makes no |-'éference: -to_ Park or éuréess in her study, nor does she mention any of
the central e'c-dlqgical céncepfs such as natural areas, succession, gradients, zones,

* although she -cléarly uses some of these concepts without ackmwledéi_ng their source.
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An exami @tim of .fhé_ distri bu.ﬁorll of divo;ce and desertion for the city of Chicago

is provided by E Mowrer in 'Family Disorganimtion* (1 927)66-_. Mowrer exdmines

the divorce ;:hd desertion rates for 70 communities in Chicago which were adaptations
of the Ci.li.cégo. Uni\./ersity-Sociology Department's 75 |oc¢-I| communfty ;:reos; From
fi'ie data Mowrer found that five types of area emerged: 1. .non-family areas,

2, émcncipafe& fd_ﬁily areas. 3. paterﬁdl family areas. 4. équalifarian family
aréas. 5. maternal family areas. Thése areas with the excepﬁc-:n.of the second
area, fall into a zonal pattern, giving four concentric z'one§ for the city of Chicago.
The first zone, I'he non-fémﬂy area is the central business district anq the adjoining
one-sex areas such as Greektown, Chinatown and Hobohemia, an area which. by
defini't_ion has a very low rate of family disintegration. The selacond zone, that of
paternal fumil-ie_s, consists of immigrant coloni'e; such as the Ghetto ¢':nd Little '.Si cily.
This is an area_chordctériﬁed primarily by desertion.: The third zone of equalitarian

| familie§ is chard:cferised By both divorce and desertion. The fourth and outer zone,
;hdt of the maternal faﬁnily, is an area of upper middle class commuters; this area
displays no fcmf,ly ciisipfegraﬁon. Mowrer tells us that "The aréa of emancipated
fafni,lfes is i_ntérsfﬁiol, spreading across the other areas followiné the lines of rapid
transportation. u88 This area one of roominghouses and apartments, shows nol

association with a particular pattern of family disi'nf_egr'aﬁon. :

While Mowrer's use of four zones has obvious similarifies with BQrgess' zonal hypothesis,
the two zonal pc.:ﬂ'ems do not directly coincide for Mowrer includes in his first non-family
zone Hobc_:hemic' ;:nd Greekfown which in terms of Burgess' theory are in the second zone,
the zone in tmnﬁiti'bn.é? Mowrer's cafégory of emancipated family areas which are
found in all"fo{u;' zones also does not fit info fhg Burgess model. Despite these apparent
contradictions at 'r;me point sumes presents MoWr‘eli"s findings 'os_conﬁ rming his zonal

model. 0
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Mowrer has 'thus:sh'own that certain family types are found within certain areas of

the city. Those family fypes whi.ch experience the greatest extent of social dis-

organizaﬁon. mqni_fesf ina high. divorce and desertion rate, are concentrated in the
Vo :

inner areas of' the city. However the social disorg_dniiaﬁon in the case of the family

~ is seen as the pfo_ducf of the. social. forces of romanticism and individualism. The

problem of causation is left extremely ambiguous. as is indicated by. Mowrer's statement:

"The causal complex consists of at least two c_spects:-. 1. the forces in community life

' which tend to.atomize the individual and promote the individuation of behaviour, and

2, the origins and life histories of the attitudes and wishes of individuals, o1 No

guidance as 16 how we are to relate the antiposed causal factors is given.

Reckless in 'Vice in Chioago'72' | 933) examined the distribuﬁon of vice resorts, i.e,
prostitution, wl;lich in terms of Burgess' zonal scheme were concentrated in zones 1, 2
and 4, THe uhexpecféd cbnéergfroﬁon in the outer zone occurs in areas of apartment
houses which at several points in 'th.e city are directly adjacent to the zone 2 rooming-
house dreé; Réckiess states “In Chicago the roominghouse district on zone 2 and the
apartment hc"i‘-ise ;lrea of zone 4 merge into one another on the direct south, west and
noer sidels,'cll fact -which is due primarily to the high value of land resulting from
favourable l_oodﬁons dnd.géod frﬁnsporiuﬁon faci!ifies; w?3 In attempting to correlate
the vice concenht_itions of the inner zoﬁes with other factors, Reckiess found that vice
_6ccurre_d only in cericun pa.rfs of the zones, the roominghouse area, Chinafov{n and the
Black Belt with immigrant settlements such as Little Italy and the Ghetto being relatively
free from vit_:-e.' This would indicate that Reckless' fi r;dirngs only add to the problems

associated with explanations drawing on the concept social disorganization.
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szi;f's book 'The Negro Family in Chicdgo'74 (1932) is a study of the city's South

Side Negro co:_n_mu'ni ty, which occupies an area forming a sector cutting across the

zonal pafterr; of .fhe city. He divided the negro sector info seven zones, and compared
_the zones on d range'of 'cHaiucférisﬁcs including occuéoﬁonal, ¢lass, percentage of
muléattoes, m_ales,' illifehte persons etc. In each ;:ase regular gmdiénts emerged. A
further stud); of\\Hm.-Iem,' New York,75 confirmed the gradient pattern. Frazier comments
that these studies showed tha_f. "Gradients are not only found in the growth lof the city as
a whole, but in cultural and racial communities within the city there are gradier;ts.

similar to those in the city as a whole, u’6

- In summarising 6gr findings so far we have examined the urban distribution of a selected
number §f phenomena from list which would include poverty, unemployment, juvenile
delinquency, qdplf cfime, suicide, mﬁrder, alcoholism family desertion, educational
level, infant mortality, communicable disease, and general mortality - all of which
have been studied by the Chicago sociologists.ﬂ All the studies we have examined have
shown the distliibotioh of pl.ienomend by providi ﬁg rates for urban areas. Several ai‘templs
have been m&d;"fo present th'e data in zonal form; however; with thé excepﬁbn of
Mowrer the zones arrived at bear little relation to Bt;rgess' theory. A pfoblem has
emerged concerning the different views of social disorganization, and how this factor
relates both to -fheéries of the ecological structure of the cif-y and the sociological

explanation of .thé_'ccﬁons of individuals.

Thé anal ysis.o_f the distribution of so.c'icl p.henomer.m given |n the macroboddogieil studies
revealed a geherc_I: cconcentration of those phenomena deemed social problems within the
inner areas of the city.” The zone in transition proved to be a suitable area for systematic
. eméfricﬂl sfudi.els"of the problem of social dis.q_'gcnizuﬁon. Such studies had previously

been 6fte'mpted E_)_y dn assortment of observers; but the sensationalism, romanticism and
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and over-opﬂmism of the -motley array of social reformers and muckrakers who had
ventured into fhe slum areas and produced studies such as 'The Jungle by Upton Smclalr
was sub|ecf to hecvy criticism by Park, Burgess ¢:nd_Zorb¢:ugh78 who antiposed to this
tradition fhdf_of the obfecﬁve, detached scientific socioloéisf who sought to describe,
understand and Jevelop a knowledge of the forces at work in the city. It was in the
zone in transition that the fuII intensity of the ecological proceses that slffed and
sorted the cify populahon could be documented at close hand Here were urban decay
and dgferlomijlon, a high moblllry and turnover of population, invations and successions,

the segregaﬁqn of the popé:laﬁon into natural areas.

Harvey Zorbaugh's "The Gfold Coast and the Slum'79(l929) presents us with one of the
most detailed deséripfions of populai.'ion characteristics and urban ecological processes
within the C-hicaglo-tmdiﬁ'on. It is of interest because the analysis is not confined to
the slum, but also Is coﬁcerned with an adjoining high closs.residenficl area thus enabling
the muny contrasts of ufbion life to be developed. The study is ubou_f the Near North Side,
a geogr;uphicul dred béundea on the south and west sides by the Chicago Rivel; and on f-he
east side by Lake Michigan. It is thus a well defined area in the geographiccl sense and
it would be fempﬂng to assume that it is therefore a natural area in the ecological sense.
However throughouf the book Zorbough is at pains to emphasise that the Neor South Side
cannot be regarded as a community, and he documents the failure of attempts to bring
about imp_r_oveménfs and to build a spirit of neighbourliness rhrwgh the setting up of the
Near Norlfh ‘Side Community 'Cbuncil.so In fact the Near North Side is made up of a
number of discrete qlfhough c.onﬂguous areas, the Gold Coast high class résidentiol
area, "fhe. To.weffcwvn bohemia, fhé Rialto of Eobohemio, the roominghouse area, the
slum and Llﬁle SIClly, the area as a whole thus presents marked contrasts as Zorbaugh

points out "The Near North Side has the highest residential land values in fhe city,
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and among the lowest; it has more professional men, more politicians, more suicides,

more persons in "Who's Who' than any other 'community' in Chicago.

The Gold'Coqs't,-'cn attractive residential area adjoining Lake Michigan is the home

of Chicago'_s 'Fsur Hundred', 'those who have arri\;ed',sz the top names in Chicago's
social register afé to be found here. Zorbaugh through the use of documents describes
with sosrls irony.lfhe etiquette of a world in which one participsl_tes in the 'social game',
where.hosltesses possess Ii_sts of the 'four hundred dancing men', where such social types
as the 'climbieri. csre to be found. Behind this area at the back of Lake Shore Drive is
the momfnghbusé area, the world of furnished roo'ms;. This is an area where 52 per cent
of the plopulalfion. are sing.le men. The tumover of population mfﬁéates against
eshlblished-s_dcial relationships being formed; as Zorbaugh states "The constant coming
and going of the -inhdbftanf_s is the most signiﬁcant and striking characteristic of this
world of fusnished rooms. The whole populoticsn turns over every four months. 83 It
is thus an area of anonymlty, a place where "One knows no~one and is known by no-one. "
While at a lofer point in the book Zorbaugh comments on the restrictive nature of the
. village communify which inhibits the individual's attitudes and wishes, 85 the opposite
of that community the world of furnished rooms, may allow the development of wishes
_fhrough the expla's:fiqrs of .marginalify, but does not permit their reol-isaﬁon. "The
rqominghousg world is in no sense a social world, a set of group relations fh'rough which
{: bgrsons Wishés.urs realjsed.' In this situaﬁoni of mobility and anonymity, rather, social
distances ar; -se't .'up, and the pel_'son.is isolated. His social contacts are more or less cut
off.l His wishes are thwarted; he finds in the roominghouse neither security, response
nor recognifion.:- --His physical impulses are curbed. He is restless, he is lonely. "

Near the mmi.néhouse area is querl'own, Chicsgo's bohemia - a collection of artists
and the writers qnsi_vulrould-be slrtists and writers and their followers, who for the large

part have come to Towertown from smull_fown backgrounds in the 'h_ope of becoming a
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success in the big city. - It is clear from Zorbaugh's ironic comments that he regards
the inhabitan.tsl as a collection of dilettantes who pass the time by dabbling in the
arts and experimenting in moral and sexual relationships, without having assessed

the meaning of these activities in other than a superficial way.

The slum of the Near North Side is a low lying area just north ;f the manufacturing
industry crou'nc_i the Chicago River. Zorbaugh describes its ec_d_logiccl situation in

terms Ithof closel'y follow Burgess' account of the zone in frt;isitior; "The slum is @
disﬁ'ﬁcﬁvg a;'eO' of disinmﬁfion and disorganiz:ﬁo.n. '. It ig 1.:n.areo in which encroach-
ing bu_sirltess' lends .o speculative value to the land. But rents are low; for while-liﬂl'e |

| business has ﬁcfudlly come info the areq, it is no longer desirable for residential , .
purposes. "8,7 It is the area of the city which attracts the transients and immigrants,

-an areg'Which sifis '¢.:'.nd sorts the urban population: "The slum gradually acquires a

| character distinctly différenf from that of the other areas of the city through a cumulative
'prt_icess of natural selectiqﬁ that is continually gt;ing on as the more ambitious and
‘energetic keep moving Ol.;f and the unadjusted, the dregs and outlaws accumulate. 8

I_t- is an area w.hic'h'lius beén inhabited in fum by tﬁe Iﬁsh, Germoﬁs, Swedish and
Sicilians, and qf the time Zorbaugh was \a;r_iting_ it was undergoing ar.\ invasion of N?gro&ﬂ
W_ithi.n the slum. @e finds the Little Sicily, the Ghetto, a Persian colony and a Greek
colony. Adjoining the slum is the business and bright lights area which serves the slum
‘and the roo'm.iﬁ-g:house areas; fl;ne 'Rialto of the Half-World', as Zorbaugh calls if isan
area of lunchrooms, restaurants, secondhand shops am.:lllmissio;\s,. where hobos,

prostitutes and the 'Bug House Square' wobblies are to be-found.

In a chapter ehf_ifléd "The City and the Community" Zorbaugh closely follows Burgess
and Park’s writi ngs on the i:i-fy, quoﬁnQ long passages from the former's paper 'THe

Grov.vth of fﬁe .Cify'..s ? in attempting to relate his ﬁnd_?ng's to the theory of the city,
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Zorbaugh dis;:ussés the coﬁcept of natural qréas; he states: "The strucfuré of the
indivfduul city while qlwa-)s exhiBifing the generalised zbnes described before,

is bu"ilf obouf.the framework of frunspoﬂoﬁbn, business organisation and industry,
park and boulevard system and topographical feawre;. All these tend to break up
the city into numerous sma_ll.'e.r areas, which we my-cqll natural areas, in that they
are unplcnned, natural products of the city's growth, w0 Here it would seem that a
‘well-bounded geogrgphical area such as the Near North Side is to be comideréd a

" natural area. However such a definition is at odds with Park's writings on the subiécf-
alfhough Park provndes a n'umber of different definitions of natural areas, the central
aspect he emphasises is rhaf natural areas are functional areas of fhe city and that
fhey are areas which tend towards homogeneity of type of population. Thus he states
"The 'Gold-Coﬁs;ond the Slum' is a study of the Lower North Side, which is not so

" much a natural 6rea, as a congeries of natural areas. ! Clarification is not aided
by Zorbaugh's.rémﬂcs in _his earlier article 'The Nofu-ml Arec_'s of the Cify'?z, for
offer deﬁ ning the ncﬁml area in similur.(i.e. geogmphicul) terms to that used in -
his book, on the next page of the arhcle he states "A natural area is a geographical
area characerlsecl by both physlcul mdnwdualny ond by the cultural characteristics
of the peo_plle"whol live in it." w3 He goes on to quqfe a possuge from Park in which
natural areas éfe représenfgd as cultural areas. The diverse areas - the Gold Coast,
. the slum,Tow‘ertowln, discussed by Zort;augh in his book would tend to fit Park's
definition ofi natural areas, th taken collectively as a larger geogmphfcul area they

clearly q:nno_f be regarded as making up a natural area.

Alfhough Zou;buugh's' study did not illuminate the ecologicﬁl concept of natural areas,
'it must be said thﬁt his book ﬂlusffotés well other ospei:fs of ecological theory. We
| are told "The modem city industrial or commerclal like the plant or animal commumfy

is Iﬂrgely an ecologl cal’ product fhcf is, the rate and direction of the city's growfh




thg dist.ribuﬂon .of.cify features, the segregation of communities within the city,
are -b-i-produd:lts'ofl the economic process - in which land values, rents and wages
are fixed - dn& the unintended results c;f compeﬁﬁoh."95 The segregation of
~ 'communities’ within the cify is well illustr ated by Zorbaughs discu'ssion. of the

- various areas of the Lower North Side. Another ecological process characterised
by _Zdrbqugh is succession, for which he provides historical eviden;e to document-
the population cﬁanges that have taken place. We are told Hlt'af the slum has
experiénced invasions By the Irish, Ge-rmans,. SWedeé, Ifalia;ls and Negroes, and
that the Swedish .colony in Chicago moved four times in fifty years as it was gradually
forc.:'e_d My,from‘the city cenire by wave after wave of new immigrant groups each.
willing to pt:ly higher re_hts, making those Swedes wl';o Mshed to retain a culturally

-homogenou_ﬁ neighbourhood move. -

Zoi'bdugli's.' re§éarches can be seen as relying on existing human ecol ogi cal formulaﬁons;
as well as mukfﬁg use of materials from the othér Chicago sociologiéal studies of svicide,
poverty, crime ﬁnd'delinquency which _hdd been completed or were in process at the |
time he wrote, While. one -might agree with Faris' assessrﬁehf that ".., little pernﬁnent_
contribution to human ecology or social ,disorguniz.o.ti on emerged from the study, b one
feels that this lack of theoretical soéhisﬁcuﬁon is- compensated by the sharpness of the
descriptive detail. As Stein comments "It remains the best descripﬁﬁn of a complicated
urban neighbourhood and its vdrious sub-communities. w7 Perhaps it is Zorbaugh's
éercepﬁve eﬂ.mogrcphic detail _wi\ich has led to the study Being regarded as a sociological
classic. THis viéwlils _é,rhphusised by Matza who writes "Zorbaugh &ocumented in a manner
still unsurpassed the v'ariotior; in customary behaviour as it occurred within several areas
in'one small 'p.a.rt of Chicago. Zorbaugh achieved fhe,asﬁraﬁon of Robert Park. It was

as if an anthiopologist let. loase in Chicago had discovered urban America in its full

98

dfvt-_:rsi ty. "




89

The preoes_s of 'shcrﬁession is also documented by L Wirth in 'The Gheﬁ’o'99 (1928).
Despite the fact that the ghetto occupfed a well defined area in terms of physical
bounderies such as roads and railways, Wirth tells us that "The occupation of the

West Side by the Jews is ir seems merely a passing phase of a long process of

succession in which ene population group has been crowded out by I’anofher. "

The ghetro. wes originally a 'subsfanrive residential neighbourhcrod'l which was taken
“over by the Jews, and at the hme Wirth was writing it was being mvoded by mdusfry
and the negroes. While in the introduction to the book Wirth asks the question how

fer is the isolation of the Jewish community typical for other immigrant groups, his
study is not epeeiff caljly addressed to this problem. . Rather the.book is concerned with
providing a broad socio-historical -account of the origins and developmenf of the Jewish
ghetto, with only one purf given to the Chicago ghetto, Of inferest is the fact that
Wiith emphesi_ses that the ghetto is pre-eminently a cultural community, which displays
a uniqueness end Iinc.lividueli.fy which differentiates it shor'ply_from. the other immigrant
communities of fhe_ city. In rhis sense Wirth's study-while providing evidence as to fhe
ecological processes of invasion and "succession, and the re-organising process of the
cir){ wherby.'{t_he successful Jews move out of the Chicago ghetto to the 'Deutschland'
area of rhe second zone of -_wo'rkingmenf's homes, it goes beyond an ecological approach
and ‘pre.sen'fs_la' seneitive historical, cultural and soc_iologioul ecconnf of the individuality

of the ghetto. |

Wh||e fhe empincol studies which we have discussed either deal with the population
characteristics of nafural areas or the spchol distribution of soclul phenomena and can
thus be subsume_d.under a loose human ecological frame of reference, none of them
venture into fhe reelm of human ecological theory, or attempt to test out its central
assumptions. Thar is, fhey do not examine the vnabllnty of the human ecology approach

by quesﬂom ng whether it is possible fo isolate ecologloal relahons, the ‘community’
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infmsfmcfore from social relations. | They are not concerned with the city as a
functioning ecologi-oal superorganism in which individudls infl ueoce each other

by compeﬁhg for er’wlfonmenfal resources and space ina sub-social , 'non-thoughtful’
manner. The. central eoologicol concept of symbiosis whereby members of a common

habitat dev_e_lopo mutual interdependence, is seldom referred to.

The fmpoﬁonf coocept of natural areas is mentioned only in passing, with the exception
of Zorbaugh, v'Ih-o_oIfhough he provides excellent.descriptions of the numerous natural
areas of the :Neor North Side, does not regard these areas as riatural areas, and instead
ref'eres' to the whole heterogeneous area of the Near North Side as a natural area. A
view of this concept which _errsphosises the functional importance of the natural areds to
 the city is givers By Park in the follovﬁng siut.en'lent "A region is called a nohn'ol. area
becoose if comes info. existence without design and performs a fuhcﬁon, though the
funchon as inthe case of the slum, may be contrary to onybody s desire. It is a natural
area beoouse it hos a nofural history. The existence of these nofurul areas each with
its choracferlsﬂ c funchon is some indication of the sort of thing the city turns out upon

analysis to be - not an artifact merely but in some sense and to some degree an organism. "

While nsnhy' of fhe'studies refer to and document examples of invasions and successions,
~we are given socml and cultural explanations of why these processes occur., An
.anCSIon of one immigrant colony by another, which led in the case of the Near North
Side to the Swedlsh colony moving four times in fifty years, is expl_omed by Zorbough
as b.ei.'ng an utte;ﬁpt on the part of the Swedes to maintain their cultural homogeneity.
If we look at an 'opposite_ process whereby successful immigrants are fmnsforsned into-
* Americans as they escape from the zone in transition, .(the leapfrogging process -
described by Burgess,) there seems no direct way by which thisilorgely cultural change

which is accompanied by spatial movement can be explained as arising from ecologi cal
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procésses. This i'm;.ii.nges upon the problem of how the urban processes of social
disorganization and_reorganizéﬁon described by Burggss and followed in the

~ empirical sfudie;_ can be incorporated in the human ecological framework . -

The concept social disorgani.zai"ion.. hqd of course beeﬁ used by Thomas aﬁd Znaniecki
in 'The Polish Peasdnf in Europe and America’, 102 but no:'uttempf had been maae to
relate it to the ecological sfruct.ure of the city. Ti'le. ﬁuesfion of interest is how far
did the em'pi;'i'cu! studies follo‘&‘Thorhas and. Znanie;ki'; use of the concept, or
Burgess' modification. In ;:his'paper 'The Grovw'th- of the City' Burgess links socici
dis.orgoni_zaﬁdn_ to mlobility' olfhoﬁgh- not directly to ecological theory. But as mobility
is a central eéglog'icul concept, one can logically link social disorganizdfion 'fo the
ecoipg'iéul theory of the city if one seeg sﬁcial di_sorganiﬁon as being 'prodt-:ced ir;
area; of the city yvhere the '_ecolog-ical structure tends to inhib_if the development of
certain types of ;ocial relaﬂonships.. That is, the degree of mobility in the inner areas

and- fhe type of bunldmgs and physlool structures that reflecr thls moblllty room!nghouse

and aparfmenf house arecs - limit the nature of the socml contdets that mdnwd—
uals can experlence Transitory and fragmentary social contacts and the social

|solot|on of individuals may encourage social disorganization. Thus in a rapidly
expanding city such as Chicago, mobility near the city centre will be high as a result -

of the constant _influx- of new population. It is also possible here to make a link to
Simmel's fhe&y'-of the metropolis producing a certain form of mental outlook resulting
from the nur;l__t_lier 'cr'1‘¢'i variety of social contacts experienced by Iind_ividuols. This view
was !ater taken up by Wirth]os who emphasised thqf the size, density and heterogeneity
of urban populations meant fha-f the urban dweller éxperienced secondary relations as
opposed to priﬁdry helaﬁoﬁs. Thus in.fhis theoretical sense social disorganization which
'refiglcfs high mobilify of .fhe p_opulal'ion \.lvould be expected to occur in certain areas of

the city.
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The efnpifieel 'sfu&fes Fowever do not direcfiy make this link; although suprisingly

the closest attempt to it occurs in a book which makes hardly on} reference to human
ecology, Ruth vaqn's 'Suicide'. When there is a high degree of mobility she po'infs-
out, commu_nif); I_ife breaks down, people are unable to maintain sustained social
relationships and therefore are more susceptible to suicide. It is also possible to
relare.f_his vieQ to Faris and Dunham's findings that mental disorders occur in arees of
the city---w.hich are characterised by social isolation of the populefion. However it is
important to note that in both studies the correlation beMeen concentmfions of the
social problems and areas of high mobility was not clear cut. Furthermore .fHe
concenfraﬁon's'd'id. not occur throughout the zone in transition, but only in certain

~ areas of it, notesle exceptions being fhe immfé_ra_nf colonies; yet the type of social

- disorganization referred to by Shaw and McKay is to be found in the immiémnf

colonies.

Social df;orgention wouii:l fherefore' seem fo be a'problemotic'cohcepf', for the
éhicugo soeielogisfs used ﬂ\e concept in two disﬁicf ways. One form signifies the
transition frem immigrant to American values, 'immigrant social disorganization',
involves an e;célenafion of social disorganization as arising f;'o-m cultural change.
The oﬂ'\er form i ndicates that disorganization is associated with social isolation, and
| will therefore occur in those areas of the city which experience high mobility, in
terms ef the nbrebef of contacts and population turnover, Only the _Ilcrrer mode of
social dfsoréaniiafi_on, 'American social disorganization', can be directly related to
.Human ecologfcal 'fheory, in that it is regarded as the euteome of ecological factors,

a prodbct of the #dfidl c_iistributien of population,
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It thus S.eems-th'atl in the e_mpirica! studie; two types of social disorgantzation are
investigated. The second type discussed above is a characteristic not only of the
expanding city, but of westem cities. Americans as well as immigrants experienced
this férm of .so__c':ial disorganisation in Chicago and it is possible to regard it as a
product of the fr!ll_r‘\sifory secondary relationships which are produced by the ecological
structure of the western city. However the first type of social disorganization, that
related to immigrant groups, is clearly envisaged as a temporary phenomenon. That

is, it éccurs o_nly in so farEds a city exéeriences an influx of immigrants from a rural

or p_eo@nf bac_k'gfound. Ti\i_s fyp:e of social disorganization occurs While the immigrant
groups aré ende'a.vdurir'lg f_c;_odapt to American values, and thus are 5o to speak, _'in.
befween cultures'. | Clearly Shaw and McKay saw iuven_ﬂe delinquency as linked to
sociolldisorgah_izfuﬁon of this type. It _would seem that 'immigrant social disorganization
as opp.osed.to 'A_r;aericun social disorganiza-ﬁon'- is more tenuously related to ecologicql
theory., While Sho'yv.-o_nd McKay showed that it occurred in certain natural areas of

the. cfty, v’vh_ilqh from the point of view of ecological theory are functional areas, its
-genesis however is related to cultural factors, f.e. a change from an existent set of
_:vullues fo a new set, .whi.ch ;:.anmf- be explained as arising from the ecological structure
_of the I_cify, i..'_e. inltermé of th!e- spatial structure of the population and types of

buildings.

F.rom the foregoiﬁg_ discussion of the embiri;:al studies it. v-vould seem that most of the
-~ studies erripléyed human ecolegy as a frame of reference without attempting to adopt a
crif_i'oal attitude towards human ecological theory or to réfcv.r.mulafe its basic assumptions.
That is, certain humon ecological concepts, such as 2onés, natural areas and gradients
seem to have Séen used without subjecting them to anal ysis b); questioning their
theoretical apd logioal. consistency, or by t.'igofoulsly sqbieéting them to empfricul

validation by regarding them as hypotheses to be tested and reformulated.
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If a historical i:érséecﬂve is adopted, it is possible to understand the apparent failure
of the empfrica_l ‘si.'t_n_iies to provide a direct contribution to human ecélogical theory.
An examination of the process of the institutionalisation of human ecology (which is
the subiecf of the next chapter) reveals that the great mc.:iorify of the empirical studies
had been cmduc;ed by the early 1930s, with many of the important graduate dis-
ser’fuﬂ§n.f_. on the cify having been completed by 1925 - the year in which, human
ecolc;gy, was ofi:"ii:liall.y recognised as a new sociological subject area by the American
So'ciologi.oa'l- Soci_ef);. Pork, Burgess and McKenzie d§ not however provide a systematic
statement §n human ec_:ologicql_.'fheory_ at this time, rather fhef provide a tentative
discussion and formulation of working conceplts and hypofheses. Hence much of the
gmpiric_ui ecological resec_rcir into the city of Chi cago was carried out in parallel to
the development of working cl:onceptslsuch as zones, mfuml-argbs, mobility, land
values, before an ult.tempt had been made to produce a coherent statement on human

'ec§|ogy or the 'cif'); whi'ch"\-ivédld incorpbrut_e and infegrate these concepts. The major
theoretical fraf-'em.enfs on human ecology were made by Pérk in his papers 'Human Ecology',
(1936), 'Suc_céssion on Eﬁological Concept' (1936) and 'Symbiosis and Socialisation'
(1_939), ‘well aﬁ_er the majority of the empirical studies had been completed, and it is
of interest to note that Park was primarily concemed.wifh discussing the relationships
of hu_mamecolo'éy'fq plant and animal ecology, and did not specifically draw on the
Chicago empiﬁéol sh;:dies in fh_ese' papers. The human e-col_og-y which was available
t'o _Parl_('s' student.s. in'the early 1920s was thel;efore not a sttemofically formulated
theory, rather it p@véd to bela- series of working concepts which acted as a frame of -

' referén_cé for embir_iéoi -research.‘ It is also of interest to note that both Park and

- Burgess wrote _Iifflé on human ecology in relation to the resecrc:h programme on -the

city after 1929, the year in which Burgess bubli;hed 'Urban_ Areas' and 'Basic Social

* Data', and Park puB_lished_'The City as a Social Laboratory’, and *'Sociology Community
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and Society' .Alfhough these papers provided a summar-y of the existing human
ecoloéioal 'rese;:rch into the city, and involved a refinement and reformulation of
ecoiogicql ‘concepts, they did not attempt to give a clearly formulated human |
-ecological ﬂlieor); of the city. After 1929 Burgess.wrot.e comparatively little on

the ecologicai structure of fheI city, and Park seems fo.have been more concerned

to érdvide a gen_er"all _sfafe.m;nf on the relationship between human ecology cna :

plent and ;:ni;rnl' ecology,-' vﬁthdut giving special emphasis to .the city. An attempt
to p'rqvidé mhe ﬁndersfgnding of this movement away from an interest in research

info the city, which involved a subséqu_ent change in emph:asis withi.n hu_man ecology,

y.vill be made inthe following chapter.
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THE INSTITUTIONALIZATION OF HUMAN ECOLOGY
In 1892 the world's first sociology department had been founded at the University
of Chicago. By the late 1920's the department had risen to the position of being
the most dominant and influential department in America. In the period running
from the end of the first world war to the early 1930's members of the sociology
depari;menf undertook detailed investigations of the city of Chicago as part of a
programme of research into the city. Human ecology was also developéd by
Robert Park and the members of the Chicago department in this era. It is the
intention in this chapter to examine the bockéround to the rise of human ecology
at the University of Chicago and its subsequent influence on American sociology

in the inter-war years.

A crucial factor in the establishment of the University of Chicago was the
willingness of businessmen and other bodies to provide large endowments. The

" Baptist Educational Society played a major part in the foundation of the new
institution by obtaining an Initial gift of $600,000 from John D. Rockefeller ir
1890 and agreeing to raise additional donations to match this sum. I William
Rainey Harper, the newly appointed University President sought and obtained
further finance from prominent Chicago businessmen and industrialists on the promise
of further donations for Rockefeller. Commenting on the new president's drive and
acumen, Anthony Oberschd |states " If there ever was an academic innovator and
entrepreneur, it surely must have been William R. Harper, first president of the
University of Chicaéo and former Professor of Greek and Hebrew at Yale. When
fellow Baptist John D. Rockefeller offered him $1 million to start a college, Harper
replied he needed $15 million to start a truly great university. He eventually got

$30 million and delivered his promise in a remarkably short time. s

Apdrt from the ambitious building programme which was ur_uderta'ken, the availability
of such large financial resources made it possible for Harper to offer salary scales
twice that prey&ient in the country in an endeavour to attract some of the most
prominent academic figures to the new institution. Harper's tactics and conviction
that he was going to establish the best university in the ;NOI'Id;S history causea a

sffr thr&ughoﬁt the academic community. Albion Small tells of this reaction to the
new 'Rockefeller University' when he states ".. all the older universities were at
first thrown upon the defensive by the founding of the University of Chicago. The
mythical belief spread ot once that this upstart institution had the intention, and the
resources backlof the intention, to do for the older institutions what the Standard Oil
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system had done for many of its rivals. w3 Small had been brought to Chicago

by Harper to found the first American department of Sociology. Commenting on
the acceptance of the new subject there Faris states "It was no accident that the
new subject was put into the curriculum in a new organisation unbounded by the
traditions and vested interests which were to delay the development of sociology

in many of the older universities in the Atlantic coast region." "

The establishment of the first sociology department at Chicago and soon after at
other Midwestern universities such as Wisconsin and Michigan may in part be
explained as arising out of particular conditions of the Midwest. Whereas the

_ major Eastern universities of Harvard, Princeton, Columbia, Yale and Pennsylvania

" had developed a strong culture of their own with the traditional classical and
humanistic disciplines being well-established before the Civil War, the Midwestern
universities which either were established or experienced their major period of
expansion, after the Civil War, had a less deferential attitude towards the traditional
érudies.s-' In the case of Chicago these disciplines were brought into the curriculum
6f the_same time as sociology, and there was not the inbbilt'rqsenfment to a new
'upstart' subject which might be thought of as having encroached upon -the domain of -

other studies.

It can also be argued that the economic, social and cultural changes that are
gener&lly thought of as having been conducive to the growth of.sociology in the
United States may have been experienced in the Midwest in a more accentuated form.
In the period after the Civil War industrialisation and urbanization were transforming
the nature of American society. Whereas in the period prior to 1870 there had been
a broad diffusion of wealth, status and power in the United Sfﬁtes, Hofstadter tells

us that in the post-Civil War era "The rapid development of the big cities, the
building of a great industrial planf,. the con.strucﬁon of the railroads, the emergence
of the corporation as the dominant form of enterprise transformed the old society

and revolutionised the distribution of power and prestige. b Urban growth in
particular was experienced in the Midwest in a degree.t'.lnsurpassed elsewhere in the
nation, Chfcago alone doubled its population in the decade 1880-1890.7'
Urbantzation was accompanied by new types of social problems arising from the

modes of adjustment and non-adjustment of rural Aherican and European immigrants
to the city, and the sirategie#-of city bosses and businessmen who ran the increasingly
complex urban domain through a system of machine politics and corruption which
was soon to become a target for the muckr&kers. Industrialisqtion involved the

rise of the factory system and the growth of big business with the establishment of
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large organisations sut:h as the Rockefeller and Carnegie empires during the
1880's8' and the movement towards the formation of the major trusts such as-

the U.S. Steel Corporation, Standard Oil in the 1890'5.9' Big business was to
exert a powerful influence on American life and provoke a reaction which led

to the questioning of some of the atsumptions of the suppttsed self-maintaining
laissez-faire sociéty by the reform movement. fo. Industrialisation was also
occompanled by the growth of trade union membership which was to increase rapidly -

| during the period of rising prlces at the turn of th_e century. n.

The reform movement, a coalescence of element§ in American soci'ety who
experlenced a sense of unease at the changes taking place, attracted strong support
from the Protestant clergy While an estubhshed clergy is usually associated with
the prollferatlon of values which are congruent with the maintenance of the existing
order, ina period of major economic and social change which in this case wds
_accompamed by a trend towards secularisation, one possible optuon open to the
clergy was to join the movement for reform. Hofstadter has hypothesised that the
cle_rgy experlenced both a loss of control over the beliefs of members of American
society and a concomitant loss of status;'lz' Certainly. the popularity of Social
Durwinismls' with its enthusiastic belief in prtag‘ress, indfvidualism, the development
of science and industry, and its catchwords of 'struggle for existence' and 'the
survival of the fittest' was used as a justification for the new order and hence rep-
resented a threat to the pésition of the clergy. - The reform movement may have
looked back to an idealised view of the traditional order and forward to a better
reformed society, yet the heterogeneous ortay of Protestant clergy, middle class
reformers and academics who joined togethet in the Progressive movement were
united by the perception of the social problems thrown up by industrialisation, big
business and the growth of the cities. .Bodies such as the Chautauqua movement,
the American Institute of Christian Sociology (which were formed in the 1880's and
1890's) provided a forum for the clergy, reformers and radical social scientists by
holding local. discussion groups, 14. summer schools and publlshmg periodicals which
were intended to prowde the ‘facts' on a range of social problems both local and
national. 13. It is of interest to note that there was a degree of overlap between
- the style and subject matter of the. texts produced by the t:lergy and the exposes of
the muckrakers. The writers and journalists-who became known as the muckrakers
~produced a series of novels and articles in magazines such as McClure's, Cosmopolitan,

: Evetybody's and Collier's among the most notable of which were Ida Tarbell's 'History
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of the Standard Oil .Compan)ﬂ, W. T. Stead's 'If Christ Came to Chicago’,
Upton Sinclair's 'The Jungle', H. D. Lloyd's 'Wealth Against Commonwealth’
and Lincoln Steffens 'The Shame of the Cities'; the latter book is referred to

by Park in his writings on the cify.

The social reform movement through drawing attention to social problems -
provided a climate in which some discussion as to the nature of the existing
social arrangements took place and hence it was to be expected that attempts
would be made by the; reform movement to establish firmer links with the academic
world., As Obeschdl tells us "While in the 1880's there had been a strong
association between the socially. commited young economists and the Christian
reform movement, economics as a discipline was rapidly professionalising, was
closed to entry by ﬁonprofessionals, and occupied with-its own intellectual
problems. Sociolégy, the newer discipline, stepped into the vacant position and
in need of backers and -perso'nnel,' remained open for many more years. This
explains the presence of so many former ministers among the ranks of the early
sociologists. ul7. While some of the clergy moved into the new subject, others
were instrumental as a respectable bressure group in putting fbn-Nard the case for

the introduction of soéiology to university presidénts and trustees.

An additional stimulus to the growth of sociology in the United States was provided
by the social survey movement which had strong links with the reformers. Following
on from the tradition of the 19th Century English social surve)s,. and in particular
the example of Booth who had bagun his research which culminated in the
publication of -'The Life and Labour of the Peoﬁle of London'.ls' in 1886, a number
of American urban surveys by reformers and settlement w_ofkers were produced which
sought to describe what they found "fﬁlly, freely and bitterly", os E. C. Hughes
recalls that Pa-rk used to say, in the hope that an aroused public would change:
things. 19. In Chicago research by settlement worketﬁ resulted in the publication
of 'The Hull House Maps and Papers: A Presentation of Nationalities and Wages
ina angeste_d District of Chicago' (1895)20' It was hoped that the. social data
presented oﬁ slum conditions would lead the city government to institute improve-
ments. The papers are of interest in that they used block maps on which a system
of colours denoted wage categories and ethnic composition ,2] * which wos a
forerunner of techniques Iﬁfer to be used in the human ecological studies of the
1920's. Further studies ar_()und 'tHe turn of ‘the cenﬂ.:ry resulted in the publication
of 'The Teneiﬁé_nt Conditions in Chicago' (1901) by R. Hunter, 'The City \MIderness‘
(1898) by Robert Woods, a Boston settlement worker, and The Philadelphia Negro'
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(1899) by W. E. B. DuBois. The Russell Sage Foundation, established in
1907 with the intention "to promote improvements of social and living to
conditions in the U.S. w2 " was responsible for financing the ambitious
Piﬂsburgh survey under the direction of Paul Kellogg. The survey which
_began in 1909 examined many aspects of urban life including factory -
inspeétion, housing, education, the police and crime, the steel workers.

Its ffndirigs were published in 1914 in six volumes which brq_)ght together
statistical data, charts, maps, graphs and phofégruphs. It is important to
emphasise the connection of the social surveys with the reform movement and
that they were for the most part conducted outside of university departmens.
As Shils states "These surveys were the intellectual heirs of the American
muckrakers of the turn of the century and of the British surveys of the preceding
century. The surveys ... (were) carried out without benefit of academic
sociology, and when they were finished, the organisations which had been

23

created to carry them out were disbanded." " -

However, this is not to imply that work in a similar vein, albeit on a more
restricted scale, was being undertaken in the new sociology departments of the
universities around this time. A glance at the titles 6% the Chicago higher degrees
granfed'drdun& the turn of the century reveals the préoccupoﬁén with welfare

and reform. Among the theses listed are 'Attempts of Chicago to meet the Positive
Needs of the Community' (1894) by D. C. Atkinson, 'Factory Legislation for
Women in the United Stafes;' (1897) by A. M. MacLean, 'Some Phases of the
Swéating System iﬁ Chicago' (1900) by N. M. Auten, 'The Garbage Problems

in Chicago' (1902) by F. G. Fink, 'A Study of the Stock Yards Comrﬁunity in
Chicago, os a Typical Example of the Bearing of Modern Indusfry'upon Democracy,
with Constructive Suggestions' (1901) by C. J. Bushnell. The early issues of '

the Ameriéa‘n Journal of Sociology, founded in 1895 at Chicago with Albion

Small as editor, contained articles entitled 'The Illinois Child Labour Laws’, 'The

" Scientific \/a!ue of Social Settlements’, 'Two Weeks in a Depurtmerit Store', 'The -
Sweating System ir; the Garment Trades in Chicago', and 'Some Aspects of the
Chicago Stpckyérds'.u' ‘The latter article, taken from C. J. Bushnell's PhD
dissertation was retrospectively described by Ethel Shanas as containing the first
ecological map that appeared in the Journal; the map showed the relation of child

mortality, arrests etc., to Chicago industries.

The aims of the Chicago department at this ﬁmé, as the theses mentioned above




108

indicate, were to a large degree vdcational and reform centred; sentiments
which were expressed in the following statement from the department's
catalogue "the city of Chicago is one of the most complete social laboratories
in the world ... no city in the world presents a wider variety of typical social
problems that Chicaéo ceee fhe organised charities of the city afford graduate
students of the university both employment and h'amlng, the church enterprises
of the city enlist students in a similar manner." 2 One of the early members
of the Chicago department responsible for this emphasfs was C R.Henderson,
whé encouraged students to undeﬁake detailed inves'figoﬁons' of the city. |
Henderson had published a book in 1894, 'A Catechism for Social Observation'
outlining simple techniques for untrained invesﬁglators such as 6hurches, women's
clubs, civic clubs, etc, who wanted to study their own commumty at first

hand. z7

However, while the clergy and social reform movement had been important in |
helping to .develép sociology as an academic discipline, an influence evident
in the type of reseafch-carried out in the 1890's and the early part of the
twentieth century, and reflected in the early issues of the American Journal

of Sociology, some of the new academic sociologists were equally concerned with
establishing the subject ds_a legitimate scientific study. = This ambivalence
towards reform is expressed in Small's pragramatic statement in the first issue of
the American Journal of Sociology: "To many possible readers the most
important question about the introduction of this journal will be with reference
to its attitude to 'Christian.sociology.' The answer is ... toward Christian
sociology (the journal will be) sincerely deferential, towards alleged 'Christian
sociologists', severely suspicious." 28 Perhaps the number of articles in the
first five volumes on social reform and Christian sociology may have reflected
Small's concern that there was not enough papers forthcoming to fill the early
issues, as well as the need fo court the support of reformers and the clergy;

or con versely it may have arisen from a genuine ambivalence as opposed to a
pragmahc attitude which is illustrated by Everett Hughes comment "Small was

two men: one of him wrote in a Germanic sort of way on the history of
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sociology and its place among the disciplines; the other atacked the
evils of capitalism and monopoly with such vigour that his sty]e sometimes
became almost lively." 2 Small like a number of the leading figures

in American academic life before the first world war had received his
‘postgraduate training in Germany, and was acquainted with a very

different tradition of social and cultural studies, the Geisteswissenschaften.

His intention to promote a scientific sociology which is firmly linked to
“history and ﬁhilosophy is reflected in his editorial policy of publishing
translations of articles by European sociologists, notabl y Simmel *,

and the faé_f that the names of Durkheim, Simmel, Schoeffel- and deGreef
appeared as advisory edifors on the masthead of the ﬁre-waf_ American

“Journal of Sociology.

There is a tendency among some commentators to characterise the

pre~first world war era in American sociology as being one of armchair
theorising, which is antiposed to the 1920's which is regarded as an era

~ -of empirical sociqi-research_. Thus R E L Faris speaking of the post war
period states "It was no longer the fashion for each socioldgist to build a
system and thus become the father of a school of thought." 3 Louis Wirth
perceived-a similar movement from "an excessive concern with building up
a technical vocabulary and finding rationalisations for systems of -
classifications and other abstract categories of thought" to a period of
"fact gathering and intensive, but more or less aimless study of small

and often disconnected 'prdblems' and the immersion into the
.developmenl' of st-Jper-refined techniques for ordering and summarising the
_érude.dafa l"hu; gathered.'; -32_ However, it seems clear the Giddings

at Columbiﬁ and Small, Henderson and Thomas at Chicago were not

solély concerned with building abstract Sysfems, for they actively
encouraged their students to go out into the city and collect data.
Although the pre World War I--: empirical research was carried out for the

most part with a reformist interest, and showed little concern to
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~ establish a standardised research methodology, it is possible to regard the
empirical studies of the city of Chicago in the 1920's as having some
continuity with this tradition. - Park, writing in 1929, perceived the
pre-war studies as pfoviding broad outlines for the approach which

was later ddo'pfed in the Chicago human ecological studies. After a
discussion of the research of Woods, Abbott and Breckinridge, Booth, -

The Hull House Studies, the Pittsburgh and Springfield surveys, he
comments "In all, -or most of these investigations there is the implicit _
nofion 1;hoi" the urban community, in its growth aﬁd organisation, represents
a complex of tendencies and events that can be described coﬁcepfually,
and made the object of independent study. There is implicit in all

these. studies the notion that the city is a thing with a characteristic
‘organization and typical life-history, and that individual cities are
enoUg.h alike so that what one learns about one city may, within

limits, be assumed to be true of others. This notion ha; been the

central theme of a series of special studies of the Chicago Urban

Community."

While as ‘Pa'rk' indicates the Chicago urban studies of the 1920's have
.broad links with the pre-war social surveys, they also had the example
of a research project conducted under the auspices of the department
which provided an important step forward in research techniques and
methodology - Thomas and Znaniecki's 'The Polish Peasant in Europe
and America !, first published in 1918. 34 W | Thomas had studied
language and philosophy in Germany before taking up his appoint-

ment at the University of Chicago in 1896, In this early phase he

showed an interest in folk psychology - deriving from the Ggrn"lon tradition

of Volkskunde - the examination of the folki_ore of living Germnan rural society
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through the use of interviewing and impressionistic field observation.
Another influence, which was important in differentiating the type of empirical
research that Thomas formulated from other contemporary research, was the .
ethnography of Boas. Kimball Young tells us that "Thomas was the first
sociologist in the country to understand and appreciate the close relation
between ethnology and sociology both as to materials and standpoint. Not
until about 1920 did the majority of American sociologists begin to discover
the impoﬁance of the relationship which Thomas had indicated more than ten
years e(lurlie'r".:"'6 With the publication of the 'Source Book for Social Origins'
in 1909 Thomas presented a vast a;-roy of ethnographic data in an attempt to
‘provide an understanding of the influence which cultural elements had upon
the development of social institutions, a question which was to assume further
imporfarice in his study of the way of life of European immigrants in American
cities in 'The Polish Peasant' and in 'Old World Traits Transplanted'.37 It is
of interest to note that Thomas' commitment to empirical research extends back
at least to 1908 when he obtained a research grant of $50,000 to do research on
immigration, which must have been one of the first major research grants given
toa ﬁociology department. The Polish Peasant' which Specfficclly examined
immigront ‘culture and the changes experienced by immigrants as they moved
from European peasant backgrounds to the urban-industrial areas of the United
States . Is 'generaliy regarded as having provided a new standard for empirical
research in the way the authors attempted to relate theory to research, and
present data in a more 'objective' manner. Thomas and Znaniecki used personal
documents - letters, diaries etc, which they reprinted in the book, to provide
. detailed evideﬁCe of the culture and life-histories of irﬁmigrﬁnts. In one
sense the Chiéago empirical studies of the 1920s can be seen as following on

- from the 'Polish Peaseant' in revealing a similar concern with the social

disorganization involved in the adaptation of immigrant groups to city life.

Wi Thomas also influenced: the future development of Chicago s;)ciology by
recruiting Robert Park to the department in 1914, Park eame to sociology
teaching relatively late in life, aged fifty. The Fac_t, that Park had previously
been a newspaper reporter is well knows, indeed it is at times accorded a quasi-
causal -signiyf'icance oﬁ his subsequent academic endeavours by some commentators.

After Qr&duati_ng Park had spent eleven years working for various newspapers
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reporting on the corruption and disorganization which was perceived c.:s
chardcférising the urban scene in the 1890s. He returned to academic life
to complefe an M A in psychology and philcsobhy at Harvard under William
James, and in 1899 aged 35 he went to Germany, first to Berlin to listen to

- Simmel's lecturers on sociology, and then onto Strasburg and eventually
Heidelberg to complete a doctorate entitled 'Masse und Publikumi38'under
Windelband. - On his return to the United States, af‘;ter a brief period with
James os an instructor at Harvard, Park became press secrer_a_ry-to the Congo
Reform Association and subsequently wrote a number of muckraking articles
for Everybody's Magazine on the Congo. In the course of his work he met
Booker T Washington and spent some seven years as publicity man for Washington
travelling the South and working at the Tuskegee Institute. Park accompanied
Washi'ngtc;n on a research trip to Europe in this-period, and helped Wadshington
to write; ‘The Man Farthest Down’', an account of the miseries of the European
w,o’rkihg-class. .It was at a conference at the Institute that Park met Thomas,
who persuaded him to go to Chicago as.a temporary lecturer in 1914, Janowitz
tells-us that "Thomas had a profound influence on Park both personally and
intellectually” and that "Park carried on and elaborated many of the research
interests of Thomas and busied himself with graduate teaching in the tradition

of Thomas."

. At Chicago Park found himself in a situation where he was diverted away from

his former ilhtel.'es-ts in reporting and reform into a theoretical direction; as he

stated in retrospect "We have in sociology much theory but no working concepts. ..
| did not see hc;w we could have anything like scientific research unless v;re had

. a sy-sfem of classification and a frame of reference into which we could sort out
and describe in general terms the things we were attem;-)ting to inyes‘tigafé.

Park and Burgess' ‘Introduction' was a first rough sketch of such a classification
and frame of reference. My contribution to soéiolc;gy has been, therefore,

" not what | inte.nde'd, not what my original interests would hq';re indicated, but
what | needed to make a systematic explanation of the social work (sic) in
which I found myself. The problem | was interested in was always theoretic
rather than pracﬁcal."4o In his concern for a systematic approach to social

phenomena Park was influenced by Georg Simmels it was at Berlin that he had




113

received his only formal socioloéical training in attending Simmel's lecture
cqurses.“ _ The scheme used to organise the 'Introduction to the Science of
“Sociobgy'reflected Simmel's influence. D Levine mentions that Park and Burgess
providé ten selections, and in the index cite 33 references to Simmel - more than
for <_in_y other 6ufhor.42' ~ Yet for all this, Park was not a disciple of Simmel,

for while '_hé saw the need for a systematic approach to the social world he was
willing to draw on a variety of theorists and select those who seemed to offer the
most useful conceptual understanding of the area with which he was immediately
concerned, without making any overall attempt to integrate the disparate elements
into a comprehenéi\}e theoretical system. Perhaps this tendency towards

eclecticism arose out of his wish to see theory as a prolegomenca to social research.

Park, the former journalist and social reformer who had generated an interest in
urban research 'tramping about the cities of the world' haa a strong conception of
the méarﬁng of obiecﬁve. sociological research, which hardéned him againét
reformism and hpﬁanitarianism alike. He attacked those who expressed a reformist
bent, as Faris recalls "More than once he drove students to anger or tears by
growling such reproofs as "You're another one of those damn do-gooders™" "

He told students "Their role instead was to be that of the calm detached scientist |
‘who investigates race relations with the same obiectiﬁty' and detachment with which
the zoologist disects the potato bug. 4. It is clear that Park's-varied background
enabled him to maintain at times a necessary distance, a deéree_ of marginality
from both reformist and academic concemns. This view has been well e*pressed by
Oberschall who states "The important fact here is that these varied experiences were
acquired on top of an already systematically schooled mind, so that Park's

~ reaction to them was at a theoretical level, not just at the level of humanitarian
concern. At the same time, not being part of thé academic world and not having
to concern himself with problems of legitimacy and with intellectual controversies,
he was freed from the pressu.res and conventions that so often dry up the imagination

_ 4
and the willingness to take intellectual risks. "

In his théoreﬁ_cql writings Park provided a host of suggestions for research projects,

~ some of which were carried out by his students to whom he gave a good deal of
guidance while they were conducting the research. Faris mentions that he "tended
to adopt his most promising students into something of a prdte_ge status., Park would

give such students countless hours of private conversation in the course of which he
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would all but,supbly them with the framework of a dissertation or even a book.."46

What seems crucial in terms of the achievement of Chicago sociology in the

1920s was his breadth of vision which enabled him to conceive a common programme’
into which the -various research projects could be slotted. This orientation towards
research is indicative of Park's mature and unselfish attitude to academic work
which is epitbmizga by his statement that he would rather induce ten men to write

ten books than téf take off to write one himself .47'

Soon after his arrival at the University of Chicago, Park pu.blished- his influential
paper 'The City: Sﬁggesﬁons for the Investigation of Human Behaviour in the City
Environment'48' The article is notable for the range of systematic questions Park
asked about the:city's structure, poéulaﬁon characteristics and typical social
relationships which indicated the paucity of sociological knowledge in this field.49
As has been stressed - in the discussion above, previous studies had concentrated for
the main 'part.on urban social problems, little or no attempt had been made to
formulate a theory of the city or to conceive a systematic sociological research
programme based upon such a theoretical framework. However in the ten years
following the. publication of Park's paper the situation had been radica-lly altered.

By 1925 human ecology had been recognised as a new subject by the American
Sociological Society, and in that year a number of papers on human ecology were read
at the ASS annual conference.so' The conference papers on human ecology by Park,
McKenzie, Reckless, Gras and qubaugh were included in a volume edited by
Burgess which appeared in 1926 entitled 'The Urban Communiry'.s1 " Alsoin 1925
a collection of articles by Park, Burgess and McKenzie were published in a book
. entitled 'The City‘52' Park's paper 'The City: Suggestions for the Investigation of
Human Behaviour in the Urban Environment' had been reprinted with a new
introduction iﬁ which human ecology was discussed; an article by McKenzie attempted
an early definition of the séope of human ecology; and in a haper by Burgess

the zonal model of urban growth was put forward. Human ecology was thus by

1925 a recog-nlised sub-area of sociology, which appeared to offer great promise in
understanding the working of city structure and processes, as well as being a useful
framework within which empirical social research into aspects of urban life could

be carrieldl out. Park's students had produced by 1925 a number of empirical

studies which were part of the programme of research into the city. Theses had
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been presented by:. Hayner on hotel life, Mowrer on family disorganisation,
Reckless on vice area, Anderson on the hobo; while studies of the ghetto by

Wirth, the gang by Thrasher, suicide by Ruth Cavan, retail business by Shideler
and the Lower North Side by Zorbaugh were .wéll underwuy.53' It would
therefore seem possible to bracket the period 1915-1925 as the._cruciul time in
which a programmé for research into the city was cbnceivéci.and inaugurated,

as well as the time in which Park developed the first formulation of human ecology
and stimulated a number of colleagues and students to use ecological concepts in |

empirical research.

The tradition of empirical research into the city of Chicago, going back to the

Hull House Papers in the 1890s, had provided descriptions of immigrant and slum
areas, as well as using maps to show the distribution of housiné condition, poverty,
'unerhploymenf and other social problems. Research involving the mapping of urban
phenomena wos continued when E W Burgess a former Chicago graduate student, took
up a position in the department after the death éf Henderson in 1916. Prior to his
appointment Burgess had been engaged in a number of social surveys at the
University of Kansas. On taking over Henderson's courses Burgess mentions that he

" encouraged students to make maps of all the types of social problems on which they
could-gef'ddta. The co-opel;ation of city agencies such as the Juvénile Courts,

the Health D'epartment,- the social settlements, the association of commerce, was
obtained and gradually a picture was built up of the distribution of urban phenomena.
Burgess comments‘ "From this began to emerge the realisation that there was a definite
pattern and structure to the city, and that many of the types of social problems were
correldted with each other. w4. Research into the city gained further Impetus
when Park started up a field study course in 1918. Burgess soon joined Park in
running the course and they both encouraged students to go out intoi,;:n.e city of
Chicago and bring back data which could be analysed and mapped. The
collaboration between Park and Burgess at this time was particularly fertile,

Burgess shared an office with Park and wos clearly impressed by Park's intellectual
capacity , as is indicated by his comment " D.r Park had a most creative mind. He
lived and slept research. | never knew when | would get home for dinner because
we would spend whole afternoons discussing both theoretical and practical aspects

" of sociology and social résearch."56'
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The 'Intioduction to the Science of Sociology' published in 1921, wes a notable
product of this collaboration. In its arrangements of topics and selected readings
the book represenlted a radical departure from the fom and sfyle of previous
introductory texts, and has been referred to as "the most influential textbook in the
history of American sociology. w7 The 'Green Bible' was used at both under-
graduafe and graduate levels and provided for students a 'systematic treatise’ in
the tradition of Thomas* 'Source book for Social Origins’ with its carefully chosen
extracts, extémive bibliographies and questions for discussion.-ss' However of
particular interest here is its role in the development o:f social research and human
ecology. While Park and Burgess suggest a whole range of research projects in
the 'Introduction', the book also provides a theoretical frame of reference which
wos directed towards empirical research, and could therefore serve as a guide to
research students.  The first formulation of human ecology |s made in the book;
howeve:r, the scattered references to ecology do not amount to a systematic statement.
Park had in an earlier article written in 1918, made comparisons between social
groups and the plant community and referred to the work of plant ecologists such
as Clements.é?' Selections from the plant ecologists Warmings and Clements, os
well as from 'Dq;win appear in the 'Introduction'. However although ecological
concepts such as symbiosis, invasion, succession and competitive co~operation are
discussed, no atfempf-. is made to specify how these could be combined into an
approach which would be relevant to examining the human community as opposed
to plant communities. Park and Burgess refer to Galpin's study, 'The Social
Anatomy of an Agricultural Community' as an important community study, but
comment that "With due regard of these auspicious Beginnings,,it must be
confessed that there is no volume upon human communities c_ombarable with the

several works on plant and animal communties".

It is possible ,ﬂmt an examination of the sources mentioned in the 'Introduction

to the Science of Sociokgy ond in the volumes 'The City' and 'the Urban Community'
will provide some indication of the body of material which Park and his colleagues
may have taken into account in formulating their early views on human ecoldgy. '
Plant ecologists such as E Warming, who had published 'The Oecology of Plants'él
in 1909, and F E Clements who had written 'Plant Succession, An Analysis of the
Development of Vegetaﬁon'62'in 1916, appear to have been influential. They
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both stressed that plant communities have a characteristic life history with sequences
of development resembling that of an organism. Clements also discussed succession,
invasions, and zoning; the latter process which referred to the form assumed by the
plant community as plants are displaced and succeded by other species, may have
had some impact on Burgess, who first put forward his zonal theory of urban growth
in 192_3.63' 1t may have seemed to Park and Burgess that the changes taking place
in the rapidly growing city of Chicago paralleled the competition for land use, |

segregation, invasions, successions and zoning which the plant ecologists emphasised.

C J Galpin in the 'Social Anatomy of an Agricultural Corﬁmunity‘“' (1915), while
he did not refer directly to ecology provided a useful description of the functional
areas of a Wisconsin county and arrived at conclusions which have in retrospect
been described as e'cological.65 In his study Galpin collected data for families

in the county showing where they banked, traded, went to church, sent their
children to school etc., from which he.was able to construct a series of maps
sholing the extent of the different spheres of influence which each village had

for each separate activity. He illustrated the funcﬁonal,fnfe:rd'eﬁendencies of
different parts of the community and showed that the natural boundaries of the trade,
church and other community areas did not coincide _Wifh the political boundaiies.
Galpin's study also indicated that the sociologist could go out into the field and
with the use of mapping and quanifativé techniques produce an 'objective’

analysis of a community. The study clearly had some influence on Park for -
Hollingshead informs us that "Park remarked to the writer on several occosions

in the late 1930s that Galpin’s 'Social Anatomy of an Agricultural Community'
brought into focus his own thoughts about the relationship between city ngh and

- » e L) L ] - 67.
structure, institutional services, neighbourhoods and natiral areas. *

A further possiblé influence on the formation of human ecology was provided by .
business economists. R M Hurd published 'Principles of City Land Values' in 191 168'
in an attempt to establish better methods for predicting the distribution and qhdnge '

of urban land 'yalues. To this end he collected maps, local histories and informa tion
on mortgages and rentals for various cities in an attempt to work out pri'nci_plés_of

urban growth.  He claimed that the value of urban land is determined by
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competition between utilities, with business, banks and offices clusfering around
a point of attraction - giving the city a principle of central growth. Aspects

of Hurd's theory could easily be integrated into d human ecology framework, for
he mentions that utilities and residences tend to cluster together in their own
segregated areas, and that the city grows outwards by pressure of one zone on the
next, conceptualisations which are similar fo those which-later appeared in
Burgess' paper 'The Growth of the City' and other writings on human ecology. A
further study referred to by both Park and Burgess in 'The Cify'69' is that which
was made by the Bell Telephone Company, who financed studies of cities in an
attempt to obfaiﬁ .information which would enable them to forecast the direction
and rate of city growth in order that future demand for telephones could be worked
out. -Hence studies of urban growth financed and written by businessmen were
conceived with the intention of ellaborating the general principles, and if possible
the 'laws' of urban growth for the technical utility such information would yield.
This orientation in its search for generalizable knowledge about the city shared a

similar natural science interest to that of human ecology.

As well as the background influence of plant ecologf, land eot.momics, and ;'ural
sociology in providing a basis from which Park arrived at his first tentative formulation
of human ecoiogy, it is evident that further impetus for the subject's develbpment
resulted from the programme of research into the city of Chicago. It is of course very '
difficult to assess how far the empirical studies proved to bea stimulus fo the
development of human ecology or conversely how far human ecology provided a

frame of reference which was conducive to the research which resulted in the empirical
studies of the city. What seems to be of importance is that there is strong evidence

of the péra"el development and reciprocal interplay of human ecology and the
empirical studies of the city, and it is pbssible to speculate theat neither human
éoologf nor the empirical sfﬁdies would have been developed._to such an extent
without some mutual inferchange. To answer the questionof why human ecology

was. developed at Chicago would involve the examination of biographical and
departmental information. A further interesting question can be posed but not
answered: that is why did human ecology - a body of ideas wHicB shows some
similarities with the view of society put forward by the nineteenth century Utlitarians
who emphasised that competition resulted in mutual benef_ifs and o self- l;egulafing
system - emerge at a time when laissez-faire capitalism had given way to

corporofe capitalism, and why did it continue to develop in the 1930s at a time

when corporate'capi talism became more regulated through state intervention into
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the economy?

Given the Chicago tradition of urban studies which goes back to the Hull House
~ papers and 'rhe-'work of Chicago graduate students, it would seem that the major
change in this tradition was provided by the conception of an integrated research
programme into the city of the 1920s. That such a change occured was in part due

to the personal influence of Park who endeavoured both in his. writings on sociology
and human'ecol'ogy to provide a theoretical ﬁasis to act as a framework for empirical
résearch.m' It was also made possible by the availability of research funds and.

the special relationship which departments of the social science faculty enjoyed at
Chicago, for it must be emphaéiséd that the empirical studies of the city undertaken

by sociologists in the 1920s and 193Cs were also paralleled by studies made by
political sciénﬁs&, economists, geographers and social administrators, in a unique
attempt to broVide an interdisciplinary approach to the city. E C Hughes tells us

rhqt the impetus for such a programme came shortly after the publicat'ion of Park's -
1915 paper 'The City: Suggestions for the Investigation of Human Behaviour in the .
City Environment'; he states "Not long after its publication Small called. the
faculty of the several departments of social science together and proposed that they

all work on a common project - the cify- - and that they start their work at home. 71
In the 1920s studies of land values were made by economists, the geographers developed
an interest in human geograph} and studied the physiographic situation of the city,
and political scientists under Charles Merriam turned away from political theory to
make a series of empirical investigations into electoral processes and voting, city
government, corruption and machine politics. However it would seem that these
studies as well as the socidogical studies would have been severly limited in scope
without the provision of research funds. Burgess mentions that a former Chicago
psychology instrﬁc'tor, Beardsley Ruml, who had become director of the Laura Spelman
Rockefeller Memorial Fund, (later to become the Rockefeller Foundation), induced
the. trustees to devote funds to social science research with the result that in 1923

the Social Science Research Council was esfablished.72 ~ Chicago was the first
university to ref;ei#e a gﬁmf from the research council. - In the same year the

Local Community Research Committee was set up.73 with the intention of e‘nc’ouroéing
in‘férdiscipliary studies of the city of Chicogo. The productivity of the social

science faculty under the guidaﬁce of fHé Local Community Research Committee was
prodigious; C D Harris in his address on the 25th unnivefsar'y celebration of the

Social Science Research Building in 1954 states that "In the years 1923-29-alone,
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44 books and ;ﬁénographs were written and p'ubl-ished under the guidance of the
c_ommittelc_-:;' many but not all of these were concerned with Chicago."” ™ An
.underst'anding of the range and achievement of the Chicago faculty can Be_
obtained from a number of compilations recording and assessing the progress in
social science research. In 1929 following the inauguration of the Social
Science Research Buildfng (financed by a grant from-the Laura Spelman Rockefeller
Memorial Fund) two books were published: 'Chicago: An Experiment in Social
Science Research' (T V Smith and L D White éditors) and "The New Social
Science' (L D White editor). These collections were followed in 1940 by
'Eleven Twenty Six: A Decade of Social Science Research' (L Wirth editor) and

in 1956 by 'The State of the Social Sciences' (L D White editor).

Clearly by the mid 1920s sociology was well established af Chicago as Edword-
Shils summarising the factors which resulted in its institutionalization comments:
"It (instituﬁonaliicﬁon) centred on a standard textbook which promulgdfed the
main principles of analysis, postgraduate céurse,_ lectures, seminarﬁ, examinations,
individual supérvision of small pieces of field research to be submitted as course
_dnd seminar papers, and disertations done under close Supefvision fitting into the
scheme of analysis developed by Park, Thomas and Burge_ss, It was sustained by
the publication of the main d'issertatfons in the Chicago Sociological Series and
the transformation of the American Jou-rnal of Sociology’ into an organ of the
University of Chicago research. It was reinforced by public authorities and
civic-gi'oup_s which offered sponsorship and :co-operotion for research, and by

financial support from the university and private philanthropists. ?3-

In the.-inter—'wa_r period the Chicago department rose to the position of being the
moSt important centre for sociology in the United Sfafes. Chicago sociologists
provided the editors 76 for the American Sociological Society's official journal -

. the influential AJS - which as Shils indicates above became a ready outlet for
the Chicago department's publications, a factor which was later to cause some
bitterness in the events leading up to the foundation of the ‘American Sociological
Review.. The American Sociological Society had a large proportion of its =

officials from.the Chicago Department, and in the period from 1924-34, 9 of the 11
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presidents were either Chicago faculty members or graduofes.ﬂ. Park and
Bﬁrgess 'Introduction to the Science of Sociology' was one of the most popular
textbooks of the era , and the two authors were among the most influential
American soéiplogisfs, having the honour of being the authclars most frequently
mentioned in the index of the 47 sociology textbooks examined in a survey by

Odum, 78

The inter~war period was one of rapid growth in higher education. In the period
1920-40 college enrollment doubled, the number of graduates increased six times,
and the number of graduates completing doctorates increased some 500%.79
Sociology participated in this general upsurge with a massive increase in the
number of sociology courses offered in colleges and universities.eo Chicago
with some of the leading figures in American sociology on its staff, and its
Qrowing' reputation for research, was in a position that enabled it to build up a
largé gradua-te school that dttracted some of the most outstanding graduates in the
'couhtry, who could then be trained in the Chicago tradition and sent out in large
numbers to teach at other universities and colleges. Whilé Chicago did not
manage to penetrate its cHief rivals Columbia and Harvard, it succeded in

creating a satellite system in the state universities of the Midwest and Far West

where "sociology was Chicago sociology."s‘

The empirical studies of the city undertaken by Chicago sociologists (which we
have discussed in detail in the previous chapter), were for the .Iqrge part completed -
and subsequently published in the Chicago Sociological Series by the early 19305.82
Théy were follovfed by a spate of empirical studies conducted within a human
ecological frame of reference which concentrated upon the examination of cities,

. rural communities and regions using (for the large part) the ecological concepts
and te.chn'iques made popular by the Chicago empirical studies. Little attempt was
made to develop a unified body of human ecological theory in the 1920s and early
1930s, and it is of interest to note that Park's major theoretical statement in

papers entitled 'Human Ecology' (1936) and 'Symbiosis and Socializtion' (1939)
were published after Park had retired from the University of Chicago in 1934.
Rather the emiphasis was on empirical research, and the human ecological articles -

'by Park, Burgess and others were concerned with clarifying and eIIaboratfng
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ecological concepts which had been used, or could be used for research.

. Some idea of fhe.- extent of the literature on human ecology that was influenced by
the theoretical and empirical work of the Chicago sociologists in the 19205,- can be
gained from a bibliography provided by Quinn who lists 347 books and articles for
the period 1925-39.%4- '

fields which have had a major impact on human ecology, and extends his period

While Quinn includes some important works from other

back ffom 1925 to take in earlier important human ecological works, the number
of works cited -~ which he tells.us are to a Iarge extent the product of sociologists -
is lmpresswe. Although a number of these works are concérned with the examination
bf man's rélahon to his environment and the resultant community form - studies of
rural areas and regions, some of which use a broad approach which emphasises
geography and economics - other studies tend to follow more closely the pattern
of the Chicaéb ecological studies of the city and concentrate not on man's
susfena‘ﬁce relations, but on the spatial structure of urban communities, and the
distribution of various phenomena - usually social problems ~ within them. The
latter group of studies examine urban structure, zoning, nafural areas, and discuss
correlations between, and gradients of, urban phenomena. Hence studies of cnty
structure were made of Philadelphia by Wecwer,8 Minneapolis and St Paul by
Schmid, 86 Montreal by Dt':wson,87 and Cleveland by Green. 88 It is evident that
these studies vary a great deal in scope - Green for example looks at the
dlstnbuhon of delinquency, prostitution etc for census areas of Cleveland and
correlates them with:- low economic status areas in a study which makes no reference
to human ecological concepts or literature, but clearly draws upon them; whereas
- Schmid makes a detailed examination of the twin cities outlining zones and natural
areas, as well as plotting the distribution and gradients for delinquency, crime,
illegitimate births etc, in a study which closely follows the work of the Chicago
tradition . Studies of the distribution of urban phenomena following the same
" approach as that used in Chicago by Shaw and McKay', Reckless, Faris and Dunham'
and others were made of marriage rates by Bossard,89 divorced women by Bossard
and Di Ilon,90 iuveni le delinquency by Longmoor and Young ,9] svicide by Schmid,
mental disorders by Queen.93 In addition a number of studies were made of

gradients for families on rellef and mtellecfual tendencies by Smith, 94 fertility by
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Whélpton,95 and felonies by Whii’e.96 For the large part the above studies

were not concerned with a discussion of human ecological theory, other than

the passfng reference to the major papers by Park, Burgess and McKenzie.

While they follow the approach of thé Chicago empirical human ecological studies

in outlining the distribution of phenomena for natural areas'and zones, and examine
gradients for phenomena and search for correlations between phenomena, they do '
not generally attempt to explain the pattern of distribution or the correlations

which they found.

What perhaps is of importance here is that the Chicago graduate students and
researchers enjoyed the benefits of the institutional arrangements of the Chicago
department. As well as having a close familiarity with Park's ideas from the study
| of the 'Introduction to the Science of Sociology' and his other writings, graduate
students would also participate in seminars and have informal Jiscussions with
Park, who given his forceful personality and stated preference for stimulating
_others to db research rather than to be concerneci _dir_ectly with research himself,
helped to pfovide an atmosphere conducive for the discussion of human ecology
and its relation to sociology in terms of theoretical formulations and research
possibilities. Chicago graduates and researchers thus had the advantage of _
particfpating in an oral tradition, that enabled them to discuss theory and research
with a man who .clearly did not set down on paper all his major thoughts on a subject.
Researchers and graduates at various other institutions while they may have been
influenced by Park and. the other éhicago sociologists published writings, and in
some cases may have had the experience of having been taught By Chicago graduates,
would still be at a disadvantage as compared with those who carried out research
at an institution where they either had the privilege of following Park and Burgess
while they developed their ideas on human ecology and the city, or those who

joined the department when many of the empirical studies were sfill underway.

Edward S_hils-suggests fhﬁt human ecology was the chief stock-in-trade of American
socipiog"ists in the 1930s.97 Part of human ecology's popularity would seem to
derive from its formulation by Park and Burgess, leading sociologists at America's
leading sociology department, and the impressive studies carried out by their

students. Human ecology with such advantages had a better chance of assuming
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the position of an important and legitimated approach to the study of communities
than if it had been formulated and devloped by less well-known sociologists at a
lesser institution.  The subject also offered to researchers an attractive frome of

reference for conducting urban and rural- community studies. With the possiblity

‘of the gathering of data from census reports, municipal and social agencies etc , the

mapping of data by census tracts or natural areas, the correlation of data to show

~ covariance of phenomena, the computation of rates for zones and gradients, human

ecology would perhaps have seemed to provide a way of _st.udying a community, be

it rural or urban, or a social problem in its more 'objective' aspect, and enable a
mass of 'hard data' to be assembled within a seemingly useful and coherent frames
work. The Chicago- sociologists had by using a human ecdlogical framework produced
a series of important monographs in which they had concentrated for the large part

on one community, Chicago; similar studies could be made of the human ecological
structure of other cities. In examining the spatial distribution of juvenile
delinquency, prostitution, suicide etc the Chicago-sociologists had only studied

a part of the whole range of phenomena on which data could be obtained and

'analysed. It thus seems possible that to many of the sociologists conducting

empirical research projects, human ecology appeared to provide an approoi;h which
on the one hand appeared to be scientific in that it sought to use 'objective' methods

to handle quantitative data with the intention of providing generalizable information,

‘and on the other hand human ecology seemed to offer a wide choice of research

topics within a relatively undeveloped field.

Human ecology's main contribution would thus seem to have been in the area of
empirical research as opposed to theory. Indeed the empirical emphasis has led

to the chargé that Park’s writings were not theoretical. P Hauser, for example,
states "Park's early work of an ecological character was essentially a+theoretical. ..
In his earl.y writings Park placed the ecological into the fofgfronf of sociological
consciousness as a field of exploration, but he did not provide anything resembling
a theory of, or for, human ecology. "?8 There are of course a number of possible
interpretations of the term 'a-theoretical'. Hauser may be implying that Park did
not produce a set of generalizations of a testable and interrelated kind which were
generated from empirical research. Conversely Hauser may have meant that Park

did not engage in producing an abstract, logically well-integrated general theory
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of human ecolog}. While Park may not have opted exclusively for either of
these courses, hedid produce theoretical work in the sense of developing a frame
of reference and a conceptual scheme which operated at an intermediate level
in terms of the two views of theory mentioned above. This imﬁlies a view of
theory as involvé& in an ongoing relationship with research; for theory should
act as a guidi.ng framework fo empirical research yet it should be flexible
enough to be modified by the research Findings.99 From this perspective Park's -
early writings can be-seen as having been primarily concerned with providing
a stimulus to empirical research, and making periodic statements about the current
developmer{fs in the Chicago empirical studies; they also contain discussions and
formulations of the major human ecology concepts such as competition, symbiosis,
invasion and successfon, natural areas, mobi.lity, gradients, as well as the
relationship between 'community and 'socfefy'. Park's later papersmo show a
greater degree. of systemaﬁzafion,' and discuss these concepB at a more general
level in which only occasional passing references are made to the application of
human ééology‘ to the city or the Chicago empirical studies. One might also
speculate that had developir;g a consistent human ecological theory been a major
' concer-ﬁ to Park, he would have persuaded one or more of his graduate students

to produce a thesis on the subject.

It is perhaps ironical that the first attempt to produce a general outline of human
ecologicci theory, Milla Alihan's 'Social Ecology' was also a most incisive
critical analysis of the subject. Alihan's book, which appeared in 1938, is an
attempt to pieqé together a consistent theory of human ecology from the varied and
scattered writings on the subject, while at the same fime; showing the contradications
and logical iﬁcoﬁsifencies which resulted from such an attempt. Other |
criticisms of the validity of applying ecological analogies, on the determinism
implicit in the 'coﬁlmuhity-soc-iéty' dualism, and of specific human ecological
concepts, revolved for the main part around the inability of human ecologists to
toke account of socio-cultural factors. The ‘major criticisms.to emerge were by
Davielm, Geﬂys]oz_, Hoyf]°3, Hatt 104, Fireylos, and Holling‘sheqdlw' in the
late 1930s and 1940s.  They were followed by the first comprehensive attempts to

outline the scope and problems of human ecology by HGWleyw7gn p Quinnlos .
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1950. It is in the light of these criticisms of what has come to be known as 'the
classical position’ that Gordon remarks "The school’s period of major influence was
over by the time of the outbreak of World War ll,. prébably the result of causes
which included a devastating attack on its theoretical assumptions by Alihan,
empirical invalidation or substantial modification of some of its research hypotheses,
the death of McKehzie, and Park's retirement from the writing scene. "10.9.
However while Chicago human ecology was under attack in the late 1930s it seems
unlikely that these theoretical criticisms had an immediate impact on empirical
research conducted within a human_ecological frame of reference. In this respect
it is of interest to note that Calvin Schmid who contributed a chapter entitled:
'Research Techniques in Human.Ecology' to Pauline Young's 'Scientific Social
Surveys and Research' published in 1949“0, outlines ecological concepts such

ds the natural area, concentric zone, the gradient, the index, and discusses mapping

fechnfques without once referring to any of the critiques of human ecology.

Also of interest from Gordon's remarks is that he followed Alihan in using the term
'écdlogical school'. Alihan h§d opened her Book by stating "The ecological -
school is one of the most definite and influential schools in American sociology

at the present time. o However her attempt to apply the label ‘school' to the
human ecological writings was rejected by Park in: his review of the book. He
informs us "It is possible... that the ﬁifem responsible for this school and its
doctrine were not aware that they were creating a school. In any case théy seemed
ﬁuite innocent in mos.t instances of anything that could be called a doctrine. "
Alihan's reference that human ecology was 'most influenﬁal ' must also be
questioned. While it is clear that important studies were carried out in Chicago

in the 1920s, followed by a large number of empirical studies made by other
sociologists in the 1930s, human ecology does not appear to have had a major impact
on the mainstream of American sociology, that is if the proportion of journal articles

devoted to the subject can be regarded as an indication of the subject's influence.

Unf&tunately information is oniy available for two studies, both of fhe-con_tents of
the American Journal of Sociology. H P Becker examined the distribution of space
in the AJS for the period 1895-1930" 1>

AJS' 'Tentative Scheme for the Classification of Literature on Sociology and the Social

- and divided up the articles according to the
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Sciences' which had been formulated for the compilation of sociological abstracts.
Under this scheme of classification there is no separate heading for human ecology,
and it is to be sﬁpposed that human ecology articles would have been included in
the category labelled 'communities and territorial groups', a section under which

- articles on rural communities, the city and its areas and human geography are
inciuded . This section contributes a fairly low proportion of the total articles -
around 6% for the period 1920-30] ]4. - In a later and more comprehensive study
Ethel Shanos examined the.distr'ibuﬁon of space in the AJS, 1895-1945.”5 |

The author provides a separate category for human ecology which shows a slight .
decline and then a steady rise in the period- 1920-44, making up '5.8% of the total
in the pei‘iod 1920-4, 5.6% in the period 1925-9, 5.7% in the period 1930-34,
6.0% in the period 1935-9, 6.8% in the period 1940-44. However her category

of human ecology is a broad one, and she ind udes in it all articles on urban and

rural sociology.

While the evidehée of the two surveys seems to suggest that human ecology prﬁvided '
a -relatively small proportion of the AJS articles in the 1920s and 1930s, the systems
of clussificatibn are imprétl:ise and can be subjected to a number of interpretations.

On the one hand the proportion may be an under-representation, for articles which
maly have included some mention of human ecology, or used an implicit human
ecological frame of reference - possibly articles on social problems such as crfme and
déliﬁqu_ency, or social surveys, may have been counted under some of the other
categories. Alternatively the human ecology proportion may be an over-representation,
for in t‘he case of Shanas,rural and un;ban sociology articles which were no.t conducted"
within a human ecological frame of reference are included in the human ecology
category, and in.the case of Becker, the broad category of 'territorial and social
groups' might likewise include many non human ecology articles. Hence we might
surmise that the figure of around 6.0% given by Becker and Shanas represents a high
estimate of the spacé given to human ecology in the official American Sociological
Society i@rml. né _‘The fact that Becker writing in 1932 used a systém of
classification which makes no mention of human ecology may be an indication that
the subject did not have an immediate and major impact upon sbciology. Further
weight to this view is given by a study of the interests of members of the ASS which
was reported by H G and W Duncan. ] 17, and G Lundberg_.| 18; In each of the years
from 1928 to 1931 members were given a checklist and asked to mark off their chief
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- sociological interests.  Although thirteen divisions were prbvided on the checklist
no heading wos.given to human ecology, while among the headings that did appear
were: ‘social biology, social research, rural sociology, community problems. Of
course the evidence ﬁrovided by the ASS and AJS surveys is tenuous, and it can be
argued that a new subject takes some time to become an accepted part of the
socioldgical tradition, and that human ecology may have been associated with

social surveys and regarded as a frame of reference and not as a subject area in its
own right in the 1920s and 1930s.  This evidence taken together with the views of
commentators on American sociology seems to suggest that human ecology was not
generally regarded as a coherent or _influentiai school in its own right, by sociologists

at that time.

In consfﬂering the decline of human ecology dt the University of Chicagb, Park's
.retirement in 1934 was probably an impoftant factor. As mentioned above,

following his retirement Park wrote articles.in 1936 and 1939.l 19 in which his prime
concern appears to have been to make a more general statement on- human ecology
which contrasts with the discussion of'comple'fe'd empirical studies of the city and

the problem of applying ecological concepts to empirical re.éearch which characterised
his writings before 1930. Practically all of the empirical studies of the city which
appeared in the Chicago Sociological Series had been completed by the early 19305]20,
It would thus seem that Park's papers on human ecology which appeared prior to 1930
were written in parallel with the empirical studies of the city, and his later articles
were perhaps an attempt to make a more general restatement of human ecological
fhebry , rather than to promote research. If this is the case then it is possible to
~ assume fhﬁt a moveﬁlent away from studies of the city conducted within a human
ecological frame of reference had taken place somewhat earlier than 1934, the date of
Park's retirement. One posslibilify for the cessation of human ecological studies
conducfed in éoniunctfon with detailed fieldwork is put forward by Bell and Newby,
who sugges't that this may have resulted from Chicago Bein overstudied by the early
1930s]2] .l While it is readily acicnowledged that of all the cities in the world
Chicago had been. the one most subiectéd to detailed sociological analysis, without

the benefit of statements by Park, Burgess and the other Chicago sociologists as to
.whether they felt the city of Chicago had been overstudied, one is at a loss to

suggest criteria which could be used to make such an assessment. Possibly a more

fruitful course would be to examine the changes which took place in the Chicago




129

department, in American socioloéy and in American society in the late 1920s and
1930s. |

The appointment of William F Ogburn, who accepted a professorship at the Chicago
depcuftme'nt in 1927 was to have a decisive effect upon students and members of staff
in bringfng to the fore the use of quantitative techniques in social research. Ogburn
Had been a graduate student under Giddings at Columbia completing his Ph D in 1912,
and after some years spent tédaching sociology and working for the National War
Labour Board, he returned to Columbia as a professor in 1919]22. R E L Faris
mentions that prior to Ogburn's arrival statistical inistruction had only been available
in other departments of the university. The situaﬁdn- was soon to be altered for
"Ogburn immedfately increased the offering in coursed in statistics . and graduate
students were ’prompt.lyi required to take some of this work. w12 ".  There wos an
initial reaction against this new emphasis on statistics by some department members
and students. Informal.debates t.60k place in the late 1920s with Ogburn, S A
Stouffer and T.C McCormick puftiﬁg forward the advantages of the statistical
‘'method as against the case study method which was defended by Blumer and Burgess.
Elsworth Faris, referring to this rivalry pointe& out that "Men of the Park school were
scornful of statistics and the statisticians seemed at times to have a superior air
because they got the answers in exact figures, though whether exactness always
corresp o nded with accuracy was sometimes a question. 24_“ A further indication
- of Park's attitude towards the new staf-isticall.emphasis is given by E C Hughes, who
reca",ed that he and some of the other graduate students along with Burgess.attended
seminars with Park who'thundered' against statistics, while Burgess - who had been
attending Ogburn's statistics courses at the time « sat silent in the corner 'twinkling’
at Hughes and the others. 125 Park had expressed similar views a few years earlier
when he cautioned against the reduction of social relation to spatial relation which
could be quan-ﬁfied and measured. In his ASS presidential address reprinted as
"The Urban Coﬁrﬁunity as a Spatial Pattern and a Moral Order" he commented

"in fhé case of human and social relations. . .the elementary units - that is to say,
the individual men and women who enter into these different combinations - are
. notoriously subject to change. They are so far from representing homogeneous units
that any thoroughgoing mathematical treatment of them seems imposiblei.‘]-%. It
would seem however that the 'dynamic Burgess' was more receptive than Park to the

new trend, for after attending Ogburn's statistics courses in 1928, he went on to under-
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take a number of statistically orientated investigations, the most notable being
'Predicting the Success and Failure of Marriage’, written in collaboration with L §

Cottrell. 17

'Ogburn clearly believed that the future would see the rise of an objective scientific
sociology based upon quantitative techniques, and in his ASS presidential address in
1929 he stated "In the past the great names of sociology have been social theorists
and social philosophers. But this will not be the case in the future. | For social
theory and social philosophy will decline, that is in the field of scientific
sociology. - Social theory will have no place in a scientific sociology, for it is
not built upon sufficient data. w128 An example of Ogburh's conception of the new
approach was his interest in the study of social trends - the examinations of changes
which have taken pldce in population, production, consumpﬁoh, employment, labour
social legislation, fomily life, the govemmeﬁt etc. in the form of the measurénient of
some aspect of the social phenomena which is plotted over time so that a trend can be
observed. The AJS published a series of special volumes on social trends under
 the editorship of Ogburn for the period 1928-42]29. Ogburn also directed the most
famous social trend study, President Hoover's Research Committee oh Social Trends,
and managed to raise over half a million dollars for the study from the Rockefeller
Foundation. - Howard Odum, the assistant director of the study which ran from
1930-33, recalled that "Ogbum was able to urge on the committee one of his major
indices of methodology, namely that research be undertaken in no area unless
| statistical data were available for objective mec:suremen-I".']30 Needless to sdy the
research team were not short of topics, and collected data on practically every
aspect of American life, to produce a report of some 1,500 pages in 1933 entitled

'‘Recent Social Trends in the United'States.'m]

Ogburn's interest in and promotion of the statistical approach resulted in a gradual
change in emphasis in the Chicago departrrient. A number of C_hicugo sociologists

had worked with him on the President's Committee on Social Trends, and other
deborfmént members and students were to produce studies in the 1930s which showed

an increasfng pre-occupation wfth quantifilcaﬁon. 132 The new mood involved a move-
ment away from the interest in the spatial distribution of urban phenomena and the
natural areas of the city of Chicago, to a greater interest in the compilation and

comparison of data for cities and regions. Lod_is Wirth writing in 1940 mentioned
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that "In recerit years. .. we have shifted our emphasis from the minute analysis of
the local communities within the city to the kirger sections and zones of the
rﬁe_fropolitdn' region. w133 The Chicago departmént also collaborated with the
National Resources Committee to conduct research which led to the publication of
two national studies of urbansim 'Our Cities: Their Role in the National Economy'] :
and 'The Urban Govemment'lss. A concise statement of some of the changes associated
with Ogburn's influence which led to a movement away from cultural and ecological
studies of the city in the tradition of Park and Thomas is provided by Edward Shils:
"Burgess' family adjustment studies with a predictive interest, Ogbum's statistical
time series of various social phenomena and concentration on the improvement of

~ techniques of quanfif_ative analysis, without a pemisteﬁt substantive interest reduced

the radiative and attractive power of Chicago as a center. Ogburn's interest in the
quantitative description of trends and his simplistic and undifferentiated concept

of "cultural lag" was not fitted into microsociologic.al unalyﬁis of situations which

could be studied by methods of participant-observation. The inchoate global,
macrosociological interests of Park-found no forceful reformulation in a way ‘which

could give coherence to the work of the départment."]

While Ogburn played.an important role in introducing quantitative sociology and
measurement techniques to the Chicago department, if should be made clear tha.t the
shift in emphasis was_-not solely'fhe result of Ofburn's messanic zeal, or an acknowledged
~ superiority of the techniques he advocated. - Other conditions prevailed both at
Chicago u’nd‘nationally' which also favoured the use of quantitative methods. OF
importance would seem to be the fact that statistical techniques ‘hud been used in

the ecological studies of the city of Chicago. These studies were concerned with the
examination of fhe distribution of phenomena such as juvenile delinquen;':y, divorce
and desertion, prostitution suicide etc. and the explanation of the resultant _
concentrations. Quantitative methods were used to show the ecological distribution
of pheriomer'\a-, but it would seem that for the most part the techniques used were
relatively unsophisticated - the exceptions beirig the later studies of Shaw and McKay
(1942) and Faris and Dunham (1939). Furthermore fhe_.presen.tafion of statistical
information was merely one part of Park's programme of research into the city, for the
statistical evidence which provided an indication of the spatial distribution of urban

phenomena was accompanied in many of the studies by an anélysis of the types of
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social and cultural -relafionships which were associated with the given spatial
pattern, The important point here would seem to be that the use of quantitative
techniques was only one aspect of the programme for the study of the city
conceived by Park and carried out by his students. Ogburn's emphasis upon
measﬁremenf and prediction, iﬁ contrast to Park’s programme seemed to lack a
substantive in*erest, in that Ogbﬁrn concentrated on the examination of social
trends for a whole range of phenomena at a local and anational level, and it
would seem that the city did not merit special emphasis nor need a specific theory
of its own. Hence it seems possible thatQgburn's impact resulted in an increasing
emphasis upon measurement and a diffusion of the Chicago research effort. It is
also of interest to note that at this time in 1929, wHeri sociology was moving in a
statistical direction, anthropology split away and assumed the status of a separate
department. The irﬁpoct of the Depression may have acted as a further stimulus
to statistically orienkﬂ‘ed research with President Hoover's Recent Social Trends
Committee proving to be the forerunner of other studies in which Chicago social

scientists worked in close co-operation-with government agencies.

An 'adaitional factor associated with the decline of human ecology in the latter part

of the 1930"s was the growth in popularity of survey analysis. The sample survey
techniques which were used by sociologists had been derived from the market research
and public opinion Qurveys first developed by psychologists. Edward Shils mentions
that the use of this new technique of social research had a profouﬁd impact on
sociology, For. it "caused sociologists to think of whole national populations as their
subiécts', rather than of those accidentally at hand, and g-reafly enhanced the
statistical sensitivity of sociologists. " 138 The coming of survey analysis meant that
correlation studies without specific reference to spatial location were feasible.
Consequently it became possible to correlate the characteristics individually, whereas
thel empirical ecological studies Ead been concerned with correlating the characteristics
of aggregates of individuals in natural areas, census tracts and other spacially-
bounded units. - Edward Shils has suggested that this movement towards macro-

' sociologic&l sample survey was aided by the fact that many of the empirical ecological
studies were carried out without sufficient attention being given to the human
ecological theory underlying the research, in that the ecological approach was |

regarded as merely a technique for establishing correlations among different sets of

events,.
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-Thg 1930s saw a challenge t;“Chicago's position of dominance in American sociology.
The departmen’t.f'.._ very success in constructing a satellite system -throughduf the Midwest
caused some rése'nfme_nt_ in the Depression when a sudden contraction of academic
openings for sociology graduates, led to some bitterness within the sociological
profession which was directed at Chicago's hold over the job market. Faris

mention that the "size and effectiveness of Chicago's influence in sociology began

to appear to some as a power seeking co,nspiracy.'!Mo ‘The Chicago department

had exerted a s}roﬁg influence on the American Sociological Society, supplying a
Iqrge number of the leading members and the presidents of the society in the

1920s and early 1930s, as well as owning and dominating the society's official
journal, the AJS. The reaction agaihsi Ch.icago's dominance reached a head at

the 1935 ASS meeting which Faris riotes had a "distinctly anti-Chicago character. " !
The oppostion led by L L Bernard succeded in replacing the AJS as the society's
official journal with a new journal, the American chiologicai Review. Locking
back qﬁ the dispute Bernard justified his action by stating "I took these steps because
the department of sociology at the University of Chicago under its Iéader at that
time, had become arrogant and was suspected of making the interests of the American
Sociological Society subsidiary to those of the Chicago 'Deportment."]42

Another factor in the relative decline of the Chicago depaftment's position was the
growth of other institutions in the 1930's and 1940's. While universities such as
Michigan , Wisconsin, North Carolina, the University of California at Los Ahgeles,
experienced a rapid expansion in sociology, the major challenge to Chicago came
from Columbia and Harvard. The Columbia department increased in size and power
under the guidance of Lazarsfeld. At Harvard sociology had been given a separate
department in 1929 under Sorokin. Talcott Parsons, a member of the department
produced his influential work 'The Structure of Social Acﬁon'”s in 1937, an event
which-symbolised a return to sociological theory at a time when American sociology
seemed to have worked itself into a theoretical vacuum ]44. ~ The particular
changes which- took place in the period 1930-45 have been characterised by Henrika
Kuklik in a réée‘nt article 145 as amounting to a scientific revolution in sociological
theory, which saw the eclipse of the Chicago 'ecological-interactionist paradigm'

. and the foundations laid of the functionalist paradigm. One might quarrel with this
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narrow view of Chicago sociology 146 and with the over emphasis on the role of
ideas in bringing about changes in sociology which the Kuhnian approach seems to
involve. It would seem that as a result of the shift in thearetical emphasis, changes
in the institutional arrangements of the Chicago department and the impact of
national and international events in the 1930's such as the Depression and the rise
of national socialism in Germdny, a movement away from the systematic study of

the city within a human ecological frame of reference, which gave rise to a body

of work which is identified among sociologists as "the Chicago School of Urban

Sociology' had taken place.
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CONCLUSION

Robert Park erds his review of Alihon.'s *Social Ecology' with the wry comment

that "there are ofi\er theories besides those of the ecolt;gis'ts that néec_i to go

through the wringer." L. Alihan's analysis of human ecolégy clearly amounted

toa thoroughgoiné critique-in which she threaded her way through the many
scattered writings on human ecology to reveal cmtmdfctory presentation of

central co'ncep_fs and logical inconsistericies. An.asse;ssme:nf by Quinn refers to

. the bci)ok' as “Cha_"engi ng and_sﬁmulatiné, but essentially destructive. Proves
cor_lfu;ing rather-than hel?fql to many undergraduote_readers'."‘z' Certainly fhg
implications of Ali'ﬁen's %ritique are destructive as far as the central theoretical
_assumpll'ions.of human ecology are concerned; howe\;_er it could be sc-:id-in her
defence that any confusion experienced by the reader, _bg it undergraduate or other,
does Inoi".solely_drise_qut of her painstaking attempt to comb fhl_;oﬁgh the literature
on human ecology with fhe._infent of expasing the iqadeciudcigs of human ecology -
_.byjuxll'obosing ‘contrcdictory'- ;fateménl's of the the&eﬁc_ql coricepts, but in part
._orisec out of the loose and in'con_sisfehl' way in which these cohc;apis were formuldted
and the difficulties eﬁcqunfered'in o.ft'émpﬁ to Iogica.Hy inteérote therﬁ_ . The lack
of rheoreticol__s}_sfemaﬁsoﬁoh in ‘human_ecology méyhave_ par'f-l y arisen, as we have
indicated |n the previous c.l'lc‘pt'er,-_ out of the fact that the various papers on human
ecology _which ;Nere produced by the Chicago sociologists were written in a close
relationship witl'.i ehpiriml research, The intention for the large part seems'. to have
been to sugjée.sf péssible-_di;éctims _for réseurch and to discuss and |.'eport current
research' findings,- ‘._ruther than to_formulqi-'e_h. consistent general théory for human
ecology. Park émphd;iseld. 'tﬁe te_ﬁfqﬁvé exploratory characte; of human ecology when
he,stotec-i "Most of the fheories. whlch have been current in ecological literature

were 'hypofhesg -:form_u'qugd ad hoc, without reference to any fundamental- doctrine or .
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system of though_f."3' Here it \lvould seem that Park is claiming that the human
ecologlste followed his directives in the ﬁrsl' chapter of the 'Introduction to the
Science of Sociology' that a science should be concerned with the formulation

of hypolheses- .He does however make a corollary to this statement - that a
~scientific socml@ can only proceed by endeavouring to test the validity of
Ihypofheses.4' This loﬂer stage of the procedure would seem to have been neglected,
for 'th’el empirical studies of the cufy of Chlcago whlch were conducted by Park's
'studenits ortd associates in the 1920s and 1930s did not explicitly seek to test out
hypotheses, rofher_ human ecology wos accepted as a frame of reference which would
provide the bosls for I'he cnolysis of a particular urban phenomer\ort (usually conceived

as a social problem).

It has not been the.infention of this study to either provide a critical ohclysis or to
attempt fo reconstitute Chi‘cogo l\omon ecology, for numerous efforts have already
been made in' both of lhese directions, Moreover if the object had been to provide
a critical unolysw of humon ecology, it would seem thaf to concentrote on the .
‘examination of Chicago human ecology alone would be modequate For such g
pr0|ecf would entall a rigorous examination of the whole corpus: of work on human
ecology as well as an exploration of the phllosophlcal ond sociological dimensions
of the theoret_rcul posslblllhes and empirical instances of the relationship between -
man, .rla_fure and the envirorlm_en_t..' . While such a project is worthy of attention by
sociologists, tlie'obiecr of fhis.study has been of a more limireo scope, that of
understanding 'the vorious faoets of l'|umon ecology whlch was developed and used by °
SOCIOlOglsl's at the Umversury;of Chlcogo in the ]9205 ond 1930s. In oftempﬁng to
pay due respect toa body of moterlol whlch appears o be riddled with contradictory
totements and seemmgly Ioose writing in which llttle attempt is made to systematically

address mony of the problems of rhe sub|ect the diffi culhes and responslbullty of
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interpretation are dounﬁng.. It is of course passible to amass evidence for a
representation of human ecology which characterises it as “markedly positivistic,
deterministic, mechanistic and oréunfsmic.f'i A description which.while not
without fouﬁdafiori adds little to our understanding of Chicago human ecology,

and does not sﬁg_gést answers to the quesﬁdns- of wl.to.t led Park and.f.he other
CHicago hum'ar_l écologists-fo be concerned .with formulating the subject in the

ﬁrst. phlacé', whaf-ob‘iecﬁv.es.they felt human ecology could achieve, how and within
" what limits it provide& an adéquafe explanation of the phe_ncﬁﬁena it was addressed
to, why it became an iﬁflfuen:iia_! subject within Almeri'gun -sociology in the 1920

- and 1930s. Clearly in this stﬁdy we have been able to pose some of these questions

without having answered them in any cqnélusive_ fashion.

While it would take another lengthy study to analyse the problems raised by human
ecoloéy in an attempt to work out a sociological ﬂ{eory which could take account
of the subfle_fies of the ;ustenancé and spatial relations ari'sing out of the interaction
betweenl man and the e'nVirbﬁment, it would seem useful in these concluding remarks
to cqmm.enf. briefly ona -ﬁumber ..of aspects of this relationship. Our point of
orientation is taken from one.of the perspectives v)hich were aaopted in earlier
choéferi in an.atte_.mpt to highlight whct. seemed to be cenfrai features. of Chicago
human ecolc;gy.. Humoﬁ ecology, caﬁ be uﬁderstqod as a subject c;losely related to
gen;ra,l ecology, in. that the same principles which organise the sustenance relations
of the plant updanimal species of a territorial 'a.rea which result in a gi\;en spatial
pattern of distribution of the population and system of inferdepeﬁdéncie's among tl';e
species, are said to ;:pplx to'man. Thus man's social relationships can be understood
as being influenced by his sustenance and spptial -relaﬁons, and therefore an -
examination of the nonthwghiﬁ:ll adjustments man makes in these -'community'
reldtf_on_ships will provide a .basis for the expl'anaﬁor; of hislmofal and social relation-

ships.
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In examining the _rel_ationship of human ecology to ger\eral ecolog.y it ‘_would seem

that a fundar_nehfol problem- revol?es around the status ascribed to hurnan culture

and infenﬁonalffy by human ecologisti . It wiIII be remember'ed-thar Park's

position basloally revolved around his notion of a commumty-soclel'y dualism whlch
neatly separafed the sfudy of man s sustenance and spal'lal relahonshlps from man's
.moral and soclal relahonshlps Park's concephon of the dualism is , however tempered
by hls acknowledgment that fhe feedback of social relationships into community
Erelohonshlps compllcoted human ‘ecology. - In his paper 'Human Ecology' Park states
| "Human ecology has however to reckon with the fact that in human society comoeﬁtion
is .I.imi ted by custom and culture.. The cultural supers'fructure‘imposes, itself os an
i'nefrumen'r of _di'r'ection.arid .control upon the biotic subsrwcture;"7-' As mentioned in
the previous ohooter, some- of the writers on human ecology who followed I-’ark and

the Chlcogo soclologlsfs were drawn to this parhcular problem of the effect of culture
on man's sustenance: and spohal relatlonshlps -a problem which led some to seriously
doubt the wablllty of human ecology as a disti ncr area of study..sf Other human
ecologists ho;vever do not seem to have regarded the problem as having paramount
imporfance for while they were willing to make concessions to the influence of culture
on ecological reiaﬁonslﬁps they did not allow this ro change their basic conception of
the subiec-i'.. Tlrus .Havrley states rhat "Sustenance acﬁvifiee and relationships are
inexrricably rnterwoveri '_with s'entimenrs, value systems and other ideational .consfructs."q-'
At an ear_lier.point_ in the'same chapter he had stated "In at least one of its aepects

the human _oommanify isan organisati_on of organisms adiueted or in the process of
adiusfm_enf-_'ro_ a given unit oflterritory. " Hence the rise of human ecology has meant
rhe logical exrenoim of a systern of thought and techniques of _invesfigoﬁon developed
in fhe study_' o-f. the collective life of lower organisms to the study of man. " 'IO.. Hawley

maoages to reconcile these se@mingly antiposed statements by adopting a oonceptualisaﬁon
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of human Iculfu_re as being passive and accommodative; he states "The term (human
culft;re) fimply denotes the prev_ailing‘ techniques of udiusf;neht by which a popu.ioﬁon
mainfaihs. -ifself in its habitat. The elements of human culture are theréfore identical
in érincipl'e wi:fh-fhe appetency of the bee for honey, the nelstbuildéng activities

of birds, and the hunting habits of cprhivora." 1

A furthgr lp'ossibility for dealing with the pfoblem of ;plture and iﬁtenﬁonolity in
i'iur;lan ecology is that pdt forward iﬁ the various writings of Duncan and Schnore on
-whaf Ith.ey- call the 'ecological conllplea't' . 12. Their view of the SI..lbieCf involves a
'movémenflowoy'from cbniidering human ecology as a part of geheral ecology, and a
rejection of the. ecologlcol metaphor for as Duncan puts it: "Human ecology has
already lnsplred a generation of crlhcs too easily |rr|toted by fi gurec of speech." 13.

_. The ‘ecological complex' which Duncan and Schnore regard as the sub|ecf matter of
human ecoloéy involves the investigofiori of the "fnte'rconnecfions betweén variations

in population, organisation, environment 'ar@ technology in the context of such |
@crmé@ic un.ifsl. d; communities, regions and sociefigs.“ 14. Accérding to tﬁe nature
of the problem v.vhi'_cl.\ the ’research_er bosiis each of the four variables can be regarded
as the dependenf 'vo'rio_ble. In most instances however, Duncan and Schnore suggest

| that aganisqfion sh.ould be viewed.os the depende_ﬁ_t \-/qria.ble, and that the ecologist
should "set ouf to account for the forms that social organisation assumes in response to
varying demo-grapl.ﬁc,l techpologiéol and énvironmentcl'prasqres." 13. If we .l'ake

" the example of urbanisation (olf.hough it should be pointed out that they clearly feel
that his mode of analysis can be appl ied to other 'social organisational' structue such
as byreaucrécy anc.I stratification) they Qould envisﬁge that an exémination of
cqﬁporaﬁvé data would enable the ecologist to work out the precisé techpologicol,

d emographic an& environmental conditions unde_r w_hich_ various forms of t;lrban

organisation have appeared and may be expected to appear. Such an analysis would -
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yiel& information as to the varying p_c.pullaﬁoh, environmental and technological
interrelations whiqh cause specific forms of u.rba.n organisation, as well as enabling
predictions tc; be made of the expected diréctfon d.nd rdfe of change of urban
organisation in the light -of the range of comb%nafion of these factors. 'D'uncan and
_ Schno_ré have thus produced a theory of human ecology which has severed the
Subiéct's Iconnecfions Wi'fh general ecolbgy, as well as providiﬁg it with a wider
frame of reference t.hun that used in traditional human ecological studies. They
suggest that their approach also has the mérit of b.e.ing intrinsically socialogical ,

in .thot a Durkheimian opprogch' is adopted which concentrates on the analysis of
aggreg-afe bhénqme_nd ondl" fpllow‘s Durkheim's di_rective that social facts should be
-exploinea in terms-of other social facts. 16. Human et:olog); thus conceived is seen
. as dvoidir;g: the reductionism and etherealism whlch _fhéy atiribute to the behaviourist
and cpltpml dbprouéha to the _sfu'dy of social phencmena, and at the same time
| _humﬁn -ecqlogy has _tile advantage of o_f'féring a scientific approach to the study of

| so;:iefy in iﬁ':more concrete aspect. |

In the Iigﬁt of _f.his brief exposition of Duncan and Schnore's theor'y of the ecological
complex it would be' useful to examine some of the implécaﬁons of their position with
reference to a more general discussion of the relaﬁonshib of cul-ture and _intenﬁoholify
to human ecology .- It would app.eor that Dunican and Schnore cperate with two
conceptions of culture, I-n'_ one instance culture is seen as comprising of elements such
as language, religious and aesthetic value patterns which are ;een as residual to the
ecological cqrnple;t in that they operate in ways whilc_:h do not affect the complex.
Alternatively '.c-:ulfure.:- is seén as im-:o.n's__equenﬁal in the sense that it forms part of a back-
_ cl-o_lfh to the e,éoldgica! complex and c‘peratés in.an invariant m;nner yvhici'i means that

* for purposes of analysis its implications can be taken for granted.

A very different notion of culture which stresses its importance for ecological relationships -
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is puf'for\}:ord by Firéy who states I;hat."cullﬂ':re Jeﬁna ﬂ;e very being and

condition of survival M 18. The implicdfion here is that the ways in which man"

_ perceives his env..ironment, fhe form and nature of his sustenance relations, the |

type and degree of interest he exﬁrecses in the domination of nai'u.re through the

: dév'elopmenf of science and technology, ore.l all related to the _culfurol ;mlue
,batfei'ns of spécificsocio-hiﬁoricol totalities. To concentrate on the primacy of
culture in regdraing man's relationships with his environment as mediated through
the creation and a.pplica'ﬁon of symbols and values clearly serves as an important -
redress to fhe.ehvironmenfial dete@inism which is.of'f'en evident in human ecology.
However as Bates indicates, we r_nusf be aware of rﬁe dangér of loosing sight of

the environment completely, for as he states "man as we know him is always a bearer
of culture; and if we study human culture wé find that it in turn is modified by the
environmental factors of climate and geography. We thus easily g'éf into éredt '
difficulties from the necessity of \/iewing culture at one moment as a part of the man

and at another moment as @ part of the e_nvironmen'f.'_' 19.

The problem of deciding on the primacy of ‘either cultural or environmental factors
thus would see.m. to be extremely involved, especially so if. we attempt to understand
culture ana the .env-ironment as engaged in an ongoing dioléctical relationship over time.
It does seem possible however, f-hat.de'toiled corﬁpcroﬁve research v»('ould reveal a
range of differences in the degree which the culture-e'nvifonment, environment-culture
relationships q;'e m_ediaféd both between societies and at different historicél stages

of the same society; Levi-Strauss in his remarks on human ;cology in his paper
'Social Strugture;_hcs indicated part of the possible range of rela'_tfonships between
" spatial and social _oi_;ganisation. He states "(It is) not inte_ndéd to prove that spatial
conﬁgur-oﬁqn is ﬂife mirro¢ ir;noge ;:wf s'b:cial orgunisc'ltié)-n but to call ;:tfention to the

fact that, while among numerous peoples it would be extremely difficult to discover
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any such relaﬁoh, ‘among others (yvho accordingly must have something in common)
the existence of the relation i§ eyiden‘f, though unclear, and in a third group spatial
configuration see:_ns.t.o be almost a projective repreéénfoﬁon_of fh-e I'social structure."2
To prqduce_ a cla"slsiﬁ_cuﬁon or construct a t)polégy which would do justice to the
subtleties -of the range of env_irbnmeni'-c_ulture relations on the basis of extensive
compara.ﬁve materials would seem.a necessary b'l-lf é*téeding’ly- diFF.icu-I.t task; yet the -
. very scope of such a task does seem to indicate the narrowness of séhemes such as
that of Duncan and Schnore thch ‘minimise the role of cuI;fure in taking the pbsiﬁon
that man's sociall organisation and sp‘atiol' organisation are merely a functi.on of

population, environmental and technological factors.

A further p-rob.len-l posed by human ecology rev.olvec around the concentration of

| human ecologists on clnggregul:'e. char’ccterisﬁé of pqiﬁlafio_ns, a.s opposed to subjectively
méaningful action. - Dun;:an and Schnore refe_r to the precls.t.;'re of 'social’ factors - -
pqulaﬂon, e'nvi;'o.nn;lén'tidr:ld"_tgcllmology- - which ic:piemfé, and can be examined
i'nc.iependenf of tHeir indi,vidqa( r'[-lanifestofions. T!he mqonfy of contemporary sociol- -
ogists are reédrded by them as behaviourists who have a " fhoroy‘gﬁly nominalistic view
of soci-efies and g-roups; as a result they are methodological redictionists and have a
frai-ned incapacity to view socfal organisation as a reality sui geﬁeris in functional

and evolutionary terms."2]_' This l_concepfualisatlidn - as well as the use of the term
behaviourist - clearly involves the neglect of a whole tradition of sociological theory
deriving mqinly from Max Weber, which attempts to grapple w'n;i_th_the problem of dealing
wi th social structure in a way which regards it as meaningfully prci:duced, maintained

and changed by social actors who take account of each others cqnducf.zz' :

An attempt to apply a social action frame of reference to ecological phenomena. is

provided by Willﬁelm in his book 'Urban Zoning and Land Use The_ory?3‘ ‘Willhelm
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examines the zoning process in the city of Austin in terms of decision makers who
formulate a goal and select means by which the goal can be achieved in terms of
spéciﬁc value standards. While Willhelr_t; is concemed to emphasise that individual
decfsion rr_nokefs have alternatives and make decisions within a .d_eﬁni'te cultural
context and thof the resultant land use p'olftem is the product of their actions, it

wo.uld seem fh_af for many people who live in urban areas tﬂe possibility of achieving

a specific goal .in terms of choice of residence. is severely limited. That is, while

it would seem to be a vi;:ble methodological position to start with the notion of
gool-orienfqté_d dcﬁoﬁ, mony of -the individuals who live in a given settlement are

in a situation where the possibility of realising their choice is severely curtailed, or
the choice is restricted to a narrow range of alternatives. The degree of limitation

of choice experienced by in_divid.uals is of course linked to a number of characteristics
such as H.\e individual's class'position in its various economic, cultural and social
rami-ﬁcuﬁon_.s,' his life cycle ;fuge24° and his position i.n- the housing class structure.25
The systems approach which conceives data as being 'social f,c'icis',- 'aggregate
phenomena® or 'factors' is a possible (although in terms of the above discussion
methodologically limited) apéroach to the social word for the ve;'y reason that its

focus of oﬂenﬁ_bn is upor'1 individuals in aspects of their lives in which they do not
seem to exer-cise choices by 'purs.uing; a range of alternative céursgs of action, rather
they appear to behave in a regular, t.x_derly'manner. This position has been stated well
‘by Gans who writes "Ecological explanation of social life are most applicable if the
subjects undér study lack th;a ab.ilify to make choices, be they plants, animals or
human bqinés;_"zé' _'
The “ecological __comp'le'x_' appgoach of Dunc':an-and_ Schnore esfal;l ished a mode of analysfs
which was as-entioll); moc}cisoci;olbgical in its attempt to provide generalisat_ions about

. aggregate pheh&nénu. This contrasts with the humun-ecologicul. studies carried out by

the Chicago sociologists in the inter-war period whose approach was implicitly
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‘microsociological .. It was cmphocised in the previous chapter rﬁat one of the réasons
for the decline. of Chicago human ecology wos that the microsociological mode of
analysis woico choracteris__ed the empirical ecological studies of Chicago was supplanted
by the moverrierif in Arﬁcricon sociology.fowar_ds mocrosociological analysis wl;icli :
' resultcd. from the developmenf of survey analysis in the late l936s. Edwo-rd Shils
has suggested that the coroing of survey analysis involved a gcneral movement away
"~ from locol' humao ecological studies which had used fechniqoes of direct and participant
observation, folr.sun-'vey anal ysis enabled 'socfologists_ to think of wHolc national
_p_opulofioné as fheir_ subjects, and made possible correlation studies wirho_ut specific
reference to spatial Iocoﬁori.27° The 'ccolo'gical complex' opp'rou'ch of Duncan and
Schnore woulo therefore secm to have oevcloped out of the tradition of moci'osociological
analysis which had its 'o;'i.gins in the social survey 'anall)sis of fHe iate 1930s which had
originally helpcd to usher in the decline of Chicogo humoo ecology. |
A major ochievemcnt.of. Chicago human ecology would seem to be the part-it played |
in e.'.-toblishing: a tradition of microsociological research which utilised techniques of-
first~hand obseNotfon.which made p-ossi-b_le the richnccs of the descrip;ive detail of
the empirical studies of the city of Chicago. This fradition which went into_o.p_arfial
decline‘in the 1930s, - as a result of 'the factors we have suggested above, has been taken
up ognf‘n by pfocenf do); sociologists. Humon' ecology should therefore be seen as a
. frame of r'é_f_ercnce', d series of concepfs orientated toWuros microsociologicol empirical
research, and it."is here that i.ls'confribuﬁo'n to.sociology lies, rather than in its direct
contrfbutim to sociologicol rheory; through fhc formulation of -o macro theory of
society.. From a theoretical standpoint there are many problems which the Chicogo
_sociologists_ y@;é onoble to resolve - especially the relationship of human ecology to
ganercl ecology, and the role of -cult.urc in humn ecology. ScHemes such as the
ecologlcal complex approach of Duncon and Schnore whlle apporenfly dlsploylng a

| hlgher degree of theorehcol nectness, are unoble, because of their macrosoclologlcal
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scope, to match the richness of the descriptive detail which characterised the

Chicago empirical studies.

Terry Clark has .rembrked that "For most new fields to develop, three fundamental
elerﬁenh are esse'nﬁ;:l: good ideas to build upon, talented individuals, and

_ ad_eq-udte iﬁsﬁ_tutional supporf."28' In the case of Chicago hﬁm_an e'coiogy it would
seem thdf'fhe_ 'sul.:iec.:t-'s' success resulteé from a combincf‘ion of these 'three factors.

Of crucial importance here was the cre.aﬁ\'/e imagination of Robert Park, the man

Qho preferréd to induce 'ten men to write ten books .rdfher than to take time o.ff to

~ write one himself', Park'was responsible for establishing an atmosphere at Chicago
in which a sociology department was enfhu;iasﬁcolly committed to carrying out a
programme of eim;_':iricol research, It is exfrémely difficult, if not impossible, to

; recqpture.fhéfr_ic.hnes of the oral tradition \.nhich quk instituted The problerﬁ of
intgmreting c_:nd evaluating the written g'lork of a man who had an inchoate global
ouﬂook, and did rj‘of set out to develop his ideas to the greatest degree of log-ical
caﬁsiiféhcy, are ver.y consideﬁble. The meaning of those id?as that Park did set
down on paper must'cc..onsequently be upproaché_d with a degree of caution." For as

. E. C. Hughes remarks "_'l'here._cre,!qui_fe a number. of pecple who have available not
mérely Park"s written work, bpf c; store of memo_riés. We perhaps do not read his
words as they op‘pear on the page to others, for every word reqdl Is the man, his
gestures, the_circﬁm;tonces in which hel said this or that, fh..e things which he said
but did.no.t \;vffte_. w29 Park's cchiev_ement then was not to work out-a logically
,c-_:onslis._fenfiﬂ.\eor).' of human 'ecololgy, but to provide pointers for erﬁpirical research,

to devise a loose f_heoreﬁcal frame of reference.. P:ark helped to provide the intellectual
oiﬁpsphere and institutional support which stimulated his studgnﬁ.to produce a notable
s;ries of monographs, which have proved _i;o be important in establishing a tradition of

empiricél sociological research in the United States.
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APPENDIX

1892

' 1894

1895

1898

1909

1911

1914
1915

1916

1918

":Ellsv_vqrth Faris appointed lecturer.

University of Chicago founded. W R Harper president. Albion Small

appointed as head professor in sociology:.

.Publ ication of Henderson's 'Catechism for Social Observation'.

American Joumél‘ of Sociology founded,. Small editor.

Wi Thomas appointed as instruct'or in sociology.
Publication of Thomas' 'Source Book for 'chial Origins'.
PQBI?coﬁon of Warning's 'Oecology of Plants'.
Pu__b.l.i_c.ution. of Hurd's 'Principlgs of City Land Values'.

I_’.ark' starts teaching sociology at Chicago.
Publication of the Pitisburgh Survey.

Publicaﬁon of Park's paper 'The City : Suggestions for the Investigation
of Human Behaviour in the City Environment.’ |

Publicaﬁon of Galpin's'Social Anatomy of an Agricultural Community’.
Death of Henderson ' |

Burgess appointed as assistant.

Publication of Clements' 'Plant Succession'.

Park starfs teaching a field study course.

Publication of Park's paper 'Education and its Relation to the Conflict
and Fusion of Culture’ containing references to plant ecology.
Publication of Thomas and Znanieckis 'The Polish Peasant in Europe

and America' (five volumes 1918-20).

Thomas dismissed.




1921

1923

1924

1925

1926
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.Publicaﬁon of ' Introduc.tion' to the Science of Sociology'.

Publlcaﬂon of Park and Miller (and Thomas) 'Old World Traits
Tronsplanted' Complehon of McKenzie's PhD 'The Neighbourhood:

- A Study of Local Life in Columbus, Ohio.".

Social Science Research Council fo;mded.

Local Community Research Committee founded.
Publication of Nels Anderson's 'The Hébo'.
Chicago University Sociology Series inaugurated.

| Completion of N S Hayner's PhD 'The Sociology of Hofel Life'.

Retirement of Albion Small.

| Complefion of E R Mowrer's PhD 'Family Disorganimﬁon- An' Introduction

toa Soclologlcal Analysis'.

Park president of the American Sociological Society. Section of the
conference given to human ecology. Park's presidential address "The

Concept of Posmon in Human Ecology".

* Publication of Park, Burgess and McKenzie 'The Clty

Completion of W C Reckless' PhD 'The Natural History of Vice Areas
in Chicago'. ‘

"Publication of Burgess (e_c__l) 'The Urban Community'.
“Ellsworth Faris appointed editor of the AJS on the death of Small.

Completion of R Cavan's PhD 'Suicide: A Study in Personal Disorganigation'.
Compleﬂon of FM Thrasher s PhD 'The Gong A Study of 1,313 Gangs

in Chlcago
Complehon of L Wirth's PhD 'The Ghetto: A Study in Isolation'.




1927

1928

1929

164

Ogburn appointed professor.

Publication of E.R Mowrer's 'Family Disorganisation".

Publication of F Thrasher's 'The Gang'.

Publication of Burgess' paper 'The Determination of- Gradients in the
Growth of the City'. '

Complehon of E H Shideler's PhD 'The Chain Store: A Study in the
Ecological Orgamsahon of a Modern City'.

Completion of HE G McGill's (Mrs EC Hughes) MA 'Land Valves:
An Ecological Factor in the Community of South Chicago'.

Publication of L Wirth 'The Ghetto'.
Publlcanon of R Cavan 'Suicide'.
Publlcahon of Burgess' paper 'Resldenhcll Segregation in American

Cities'.

‘Completion of E-C-Hughes PhD ' A Study of a Secular Institution: The

Chicago Real Estate Board'.

IPuincation of Park's papers 'The City as a Social Laboratory' and

*Sociology, Community and Soclety

Publication of Burgess* paper 'Urban Areos

Pubhcaﬂbn of Zorbaugh's 'The Gold Coast and the Slum.'
Publication of Shaw's Delinquency Areas'. |

- Social Science Research Building inaugurated.

Publication of T V Smlfh and L D White (eds) 'Chlcogo An Experiment

in Social Science'.
Publication of L D White (ed) 'The New Social Science’'.

| .Complefion.of P G Cressey's M A 'The Closed Dance Hall in Chicago'.

Ogburn President of the ASS.
Anthropolqu formed into a separate department.



1930

1931

1932

1933

1934

1936

1937

1938

1939

Retirement of Park.
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Ogburn director of the President's Committee on Social '_I'rends- .
Completion of P F Cressy's PhD 'The Succession of Cultural Groups
in the City of Chicago'.

Publication of Shaw and McKay's 'Social Factors in Juvenile
Delinquency'. Completion of R E L Faris' PhD 'An Ecological Study
of I_nsoniry—in the'Cify'-. _ '

Completion of E F Frazier's PhD 'The Negro Family in Chicago'.

Pbblicqtion of E F Frazier's 'The Negro Family in- Chicago'.

Publication of W Reckless' Vice in Chicago'.

Publication of 'Recent Social Trends in the Uhited States’',

\

Publication of Park's paper ‘Deminances Its Origins and Natural History'.

~ publ ication of Mc_:Kenzié (ed) 'Readings in Human Ecology'.

Bu'rgess"president of the ASS.

. Publication of Park's papers 'Human Ecology' and 'Succession: An

Ecolbgfcal Cbncept'.'
Burgess becomes editor of the AJS.

American Sociolc.:giclol Review founded as the official ofgan of the ASS.

Ellsworth Faris president of the'A'SS.

Publication of M Alihan's 'Social Ecology: A Critical Analysis'.

Publication of Park (ed):Ah Outline of fhe Principles of Sociology'

Publication of Park's paper 'Symbiosis and Socialisation: A Frame of
Reference for the Study of Society'. '

Park reviews Alfhan's 'Social Ecology’.
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Publication of Faris and Duﬁham 's 'Mental Disorders in Urban Areas'.
Publication of Burgess and Cottrell's 'Predlchng the Success and Fallure

in Mamoge

1940 Publication of L Wirth (ed) 'Eleven Twenty-sux A Decade of Social

Science Research'

1942 Publication of Shaw and McKay's "Juvenile Delinquency @nd Urban Areas'.




167

BIBLIOGRAPHY

" ABBOTTE, (1936), The Tenaments of Chicago 1908-1935, Chicago.

ADAMS C C, (1935), 'The Relohon of General Ecology to Human Ecology ,
Ecology, - 16.

ADAMS J, (1910), Twenty Years at Hull House, Signet Books.

ALEE w C, (1931), Ani"mal Aggregaﬁons-, Chicago U P.

ALIHAN M A, (1938), Socml EcologLA Crlhoal Analysis, Columbia.lUP.

ANDERSON N (1923), The Hobo- The SocnologLof the Homeless Mon, Chicago U P.

ANDERSON N and LINDEMAN E C- (1928), Urban Sociology, Knopf

BAILEY K and MULKAHY P, (1972), 'Sociocultural versus Neoclassical Ecology',
Soclologlcol Quarferly, 13.

BAIN R, (1927), 'Trends in Amerlcan Sociology', Social Forces, 5.

. BAKER P J, (1973), 'The Life Histories of W | Thomas and Robert E Park', American ’
Journal of Sociology, 79, 2.

BARNES H E and BECKER H, (1 940), Contemporary Soclologlcol Theory, Applefon
Century Crofts.

BATES M, (1965), '"Human Ecology ,inS Tax (ed), Anthropology Today, Chloogo UP.

BECKER H P, (1930), 'Distribution of Space in fhe Amerloan Journol of Socmlogy,
- 1895-1927', American Journal of Sociology, 36.

BECKER H P,. (1932), 'Space Apporhoned to 48 Topics in the American Journal of
Soclology,_ 1895-1930", American Journal of Sociology, 38.

BELL C and NEWBY H, (1971) Community Studies, Allen and Unwin.

BENDIX R and’ ROTH G, (1971 ), Scholarshlp and Porhsonshlp Essoys on Max
Weber, Collformc UP.

BERELSON B (1960), Graduate Education in the United Sl'afes, McGraw-Hill.

BERNARD L L, (1934), Flelds und Methods of Socnol Jy, Forror and Rinehart.

BERNARD L L (1945), 'The Teaching of Soclology in the United States in rhe
last Fifty Years American Journal - of Soclology, 50. - S




168

BEWS J W, (1935), Human Ecology, Oxford U P,

BLACKMAR F W and BURGESS EC, (1917), Lawrence Social Survey, University of
Lawrence, Kansas.

BLUMER H,- (1930), Review of W Gee (ed) Research in the Social Sciences,
American Journal of Sociology, 35. :

BLUMER H, (1937), 'Social Dlsorgamzahon and Indlwdual Dlsorgamzahon ,
American Journal of Sociology, 42, y

BOGUE D J, (ed), (1953), Needed Urban and Mel'ropohtal Research, Schripps
' Foundahon, Unlverslfy of of Chicago.

BOOTH C, (1892-7), The Life and Labour of the People of London, 17 Volumes,
Macmillan;

B BORAN B, (1947), 'Sociology in-Rerrospect' Americ'an Joumal of Sociology, 52.

BORGARDUS E'S, (1931), Confemporary Socwlog_z, Unlverslty of Callforma Press.

BORGARDUS E S, (1934), Soclologx, Macmlllan, New York.

BORGARDUS. E S, (1955), 'Park and Social Processes’ ,inES Borgardus, The Development
of Social Thoughf, Longmans S

BORGARDUS E S_, (1956), 'Forty Years of "Sociology and.Social Research"',
Sociology and Social Research, 40.- :

BORGARDUS E § {1959), Social Distance. .An-ﬁoch Press, Ohio.

BORGARDUS E S (1973), 'Twenty F|ve Years of Amencan Soclology, 1947-72',
Soclology and Social Research '

BOSSARD J H (1938), 'Ecologlcal Areas and Marrrage Rates’, Amerlcan Jaurnal
- of Soclologx, 44,

BOSSARD J H S, (1939), Revrew of M Alihan, -Social Ecology, American Sociol ogical
‘Review, 4.

BOSSARD J H and DILLON T (1935), 'The Spatlal Dlsfrlbuhon of Divorced Women',
Amen can Journal of Sociolagy, 40.

BOTTOMORE T, (1 967), Criﬂcs of Soclety- Radical Thought i in North America,
Allen and Unwm. .

BOWERS R V, (1939), 'The Ecological Pa'ﬂ'e'ming of Rochester, New York*,
. American Sociological Review, 42.




169

-BRAMSON L, (1961), The Poliﬁcal Context of Sociologz, Princeron U P

" BRAUDE L, (1970), 'Park and Burgess An Apprecmhon American Journal of
' Socrology,74

BRECKINRIDGE SPand ABBOTT E, (1912), The Dehnquent Child and the Home,
Russel Sage Foundclﬂon, New York

BRESSLER J B, (1966), Human Ecologz, Addison Wesley. )

BURGESS E W, (1925), 'The Growth of the City: An Introduction to @ Research
Pr0|ecf', in R E Park, E W Burgess and R D McKenzie, The City, Chicago UP.

BURGESS.E w, (1925), 'Can Neighbourhood Work _che a Scientific Basis?' in
;" REPark, EW Burgess and R D McKenzie, The City, Chicago UP.

1
{

BURGESS E W (1926), The Urban Community, . A M S Press, New York, (1971 reprinted).

:BURGESS EW, (1927), 'The Determination of Gradlents in the Growfh of the City'
Pubhcohons of American Socuologlcal Society, 21,

BURGESS EW, (1928), 'Resldenhal Segregahon in Amerlcun Cities, ' Annals American
Academy of Polmcal Social Science.

BURGESS EW, (]929), Personahfy and Social Group, Chlcago UP.

BURGESS E W,_ (1929), 'Urban Areas', in TV Smithand L D White (eds), Chicago:
_ An Experiment in Social Science Research, Chioago UP.

BURGESS E W (1929), 'Studies of Institutions’, in T V Smith and L D White (eds),
~ Chicago: An Experiment in Social Science Research, Chlcago UP.

BURGESS E, W, (1929), 'Basic Social Data', in T V Smith chd L D White, Chicago:
An Experiment in Social Science Research, Chicago U P, '

BURGESS E W and COTTRELL LS (1939), Predlchng the Success and Failure of
Marriage, Prenhce-HaIl

 BURGESS EW, (1944), ‘Robert E Park, 1864-1944', American Joural of Sociology, 49.

BURGESS E W, (1945), 'Soeidl Research Methods*, American Journal of Sociology, .-50.

BURGESS EW, (1945), ‘Research Methods in Socwlogy , in G Gurvitch and WE
Moore (eds), Twentieth Century Sociology, New York.

BURGESS EW, (1953), 'The Ecology and Social Psychology of the Cir}', inDJ
Bogue (ed), Needed Urban and Metropolitan Research, Schiripps Foundation,




170

BURGESS EW, (1961), 'Social Planning and Race Relations’, in J Masouka and P
Valien (eds), Race Relations Problems and Theory: Essays in Honour of
RE Park Norl'h Carolina UP,

BURGESS EW (1964), 'Research in Urban Socrology A Longer View, ' in EW Burgess
and D J Bogue (eds), Contributions to Urban Soci ology, Chicago U P. _

BURGESS E W and BOGUE D J (1964), 'The Delinquency Research of Clifford R Shaw
and Henry. D McKay', in E W Burgess and D J Bogue (eds), Contributions to
- Urban Socnolog , Chloogo UP.

* BUSHNELL C J (1909), 'Some Aspecits of the Chicago Stockyards, Part 2' American -
Journal of Socuology_

;’CARPENTER N (1931), The Sociology of City Llfe, Longmans Green and Co.

gCAVAN RS, (1928), Suncrde, Chicago U P

CHAPIN F S (January 1934), 'The Presenl' State of the Profess|on » American can
Journal of Socrolog_z! 39.

CHILD CM, (1 928), 'Biological Foundohons of Socrol lntegrohon ' Proceedmgs of
the American Sociological Society, 22.

CHILD C M, (1924), The Physiological Foundoﬁons of Behaviour, Hol.f.

CICOUREL AV, (l 964), Method and Measurement in Socnologx, Free Press

' CI.ARK T (1973), Prophets and Pofrons The French Umversny and the Emergence
of the Socral Sciences, Harvard U P. .

_ CLAUSEN J A ond KOHN M L, (1964), 'The Ecological Approach in Social
Psychiatry', American Journal of Sociology, 60.

CLEMENTS F'E- (-1905), Research Methods in Ecology, Nebraska U P, Lincoln.

.CLEMENTS F E, (1916), Plant Succession: An Analysis of the Developmenf of
Vegetatic on, Carnegle Insh tute of Washington..

| CLEMENTS F E WEAVER J E and HANSON H C (1929), Plant Competition:
~An Anolysns of Commumtx Funchons, Carnegie Insitute of Washington.

COLLINGWOOD R G, (1946), The Idea of History, Oxford UP.

COOLEY C H (1926), 'The Rool's of Socuol Knowledge' American Journcl of
Sociology, 32.

COSER L,. (1971 ), Masters of Sociological Thought, Harecourt Brace.




171

CRESSEY P F, (1938), 'Population Succession in Chicago: 1898-1930! American
Journal of Sociology, 44. ' .

- CRESSEY P G, (1932), The Taxi - Dance Hall, Chicago U P.

DARWIN C, (1859), The Origin of the Species, Penguin edition, 1968, -

DAVIE MR, (1937), 'The Pattern of Urban Growth', in G P Murdock (ed), Studies
in the Scnence of Society, Yale UP.

DAWSON C A (] 934), 'The Source and Methods of Human Ecology', in L.L Bernard
(ed), The Fleld and Mefhods of Sociology, Long and Smith N 'Y,

'DAWSON C A and GETTYS W E, (1935), An Introduction to SOCIOIU, Ronald Press.

DEGRAFF HO, (1926), 'The Teachlng of Urban Sociology', Socml Forces, 5.
DEEVEY ES, (1951), 'Recent Texfbooks on Human Ecology', Eco logy, 32.

DUBOIS W E B, (1899), The Phlladelphm Negro.

DUNCAN H G and DUNCAN W L, (1933)," Shifts i in Interest-of American
Soclologlsts' Social Forces, ]2 2,

DUNCAN O D, (1959), 'Humun Ecology and Populahon Studles ,inP M Hauser and
O D 'Duncan (eds), The Sl'udy of Population, ChicagoU P.

DUNCAN O D (l 961 ) 'Ffom Social System to Ecosysfem' Sociological Inquiry, 31.

lDUNCAN O D ] 964), 'Social Organization and Ecosystem', in R E L Faris (ed)
Handbook of Modern Sociology, Rand McNally.

DUNCAN ¢ o D (ed), (1964), WE Ogburn on Culture and Social Change, Chicago UP. -

_DUNCAN O D and DAVIS B (1953), 'An Alternative to Ecologlcal Correlation’,
American Socnologloul Rewew, 18.

'DUNCAN O D and SCHNORE L F, (1959), 'Cultoral, Behuvuourul and Ecological
perspechves in the study of Social Organizations', American Journal of

Sociology, . 65

DUNCAN O D and PFAU-TZ H W, (1960), 'Translaters Preface' to M Halbwachs,
Populdﬁon and' Society, Chicago UP,

DUNHAM H W (]937), 'The Ecology of Funchonal Psychoses in Chlccgo, American
Socnologlcol Rewew, 2, 4. _

. DUNI'_IAM-H W, (1940), 'Ecological Studies of Mental Disorders', Mental Hygiene, 24.




172

~ ELLIOTT MA and MERRILL. FE, (1 934), Social Disorganization. Harper N Y,

ELMER M C, (1933), 'Century - Old Ecologlcol Studles in ance American
Journal of Sociology, 39.:

ELTON C S, .(1927), Animal Ecology, MacMillan.

ENGELS- FRISCH G (1943), 'Some Neglected Temporal Aspects of Human Ecology",
Social Forces, 22

'EUBANK EE, (1928), 'The Base Mop as a Device for Communlty Study » Social
Forces, 6. _ , 5 o
|

" FARIS Elsworth (1944), '‘Robert E Park 1864-1944', Amerlccn Socrologlool Review, ‘9.

FARIS R EL, (1 938), 'Demography of Urban Psychotlcs W|th Special Reference to
Schlzophrema' American Socwloglcal Review, 3.

FARISR E L, (1944), 'Ecologlcal Factors in Human Behowour L, inJM McV Hunt (ed),
Personahty and Behavrour Dlsorder, Ronald Press. _

FARISRE L, (1945), 'American Soclology » in G Gurvitch and W E Moore (eds),
_Twentieth Century Sociol ogy, New York. :

FARIS REL, -(1948), Social Dlsorgamzatlon, Ronald Press,

FARISRE L (1964), 'The D|5¢|p||ne of Socmlogy , in R E L Faris (ed), Handbook
" of Modern SocmLon_ Rand McNuIly. , _

FARISRE L, (1970), Chicago Socmlb)g(y]920-'l_932, Chicago U P,

FARISRE L, dnd DUNHAM HW, (1939), Mental Disorders in Urban Areas, Chicago U P.

FIREY W, (1945),' Sentlment ‘and Symbollsm as Ecologloul Variables', Amenoon
Socnologlccll Revrew, 10. _

FIREY W, (1947), Land Use in Central Boston, Harvard U P.

FOLEY DL, (1953), 'Census. Tracts ond Urban Research’, Journal of American
Statistical Association. . ,

FOREMAN P B, (1938), 'An Analysls of Content in Introductory Socmlogy Courses',
Soclol Forces, 17. _

FORM W H, (1954), 'The Plcce'of Soclol Structure in the Determmotron of Land Use,
some Impllootlons for a Theory of Urban Ecology » Social Forces, 32, 4.

FRANK P W (1959), 'Ecology ond Demogrophy , in P M Hauser & O D Duncan (eds)
The Study of Population, Chlcogo uP.




AT

FRAZIER E F, (1932), The Negro Family in Chicago, Chicago U P,

FRAZIER E F, (1937), 'Negro Harlem, An Ecological Study', Amerlcan Journal of
Socmlogz, 43

FRAZIER EF, (1964), 'The Negro Family in Chlcogo , in E W Burgess and D J
. Bogue (eds), Coni'rlbuhons to Urban Socwlog_L!ChlcaFo UP.

FREEDMAN R, (1964), 'Cltywclrd M|gruhon, Urban\ Ecology and Social Theory', in

. E W Burgess and D J Bogue (eds), Conl'nbuhons to Urbun Soc:olog_y, Chlcago UP.

FRIEDRICHS R, (1970), A Soclology of Socnologx, Free Press.

, GALPIN C J, (1915), "The Social Anotomy of an Agricultural Community', Wlsconsm

Agritultural Expenmenful Research Station Bulletln, K7 %

GANS H J, (1968), 'Urblamsm ond Suburbamsm as Ways of Llfe , in RE Pahl (ed)
~ Readings in Urban Socnolog_L Pergamon. '

"GETTYSW E; (1940), 'Human' Ecology and Social Theory', Social Forces, 18, 4.

GIBBS J P and MARTIN W T, - (1959), ‘Toward a Theorechcal System of Human
Ecology » Pacific Soclologlcal Revnew, 2,

| GIBBS J P-and MARTlN WT, (1962), 'Urbamzaflon, Technology and Division of
Labour: Intemahonal Patterns', American Sociological Revnew, 27.

GISTN P'and HALBERT LA, (1 933), Urbun Socie'ty, New York

GLYDE J, (1 856), 'Localities of Crime in Suffolk*, Journal of the Statistical
Soclety of London, 19.: _ .

y

GOODMAN L A, (1959), 'Some Alternatives to Ecologlcal Correlation', American
' Journal of Socnologl, 64 6.

GORDON M M (1958), Socml Class in American Socwlog_L Duke U P.

GREEN H W (1 932), 'Composmon dnd Characteristics of a Typlcal City Analyzed
by Census Tracts’, Amerlcan Statistical Association Journal, 27,

GREEN H W (1932), 'Culfuml Areos in the City of Cleveland' American. Journal
of Socnologz, 38. _

HALBWACHS M, (1932), 'Chlcogo experience ethnique', Annales- d'histoire
B econom|que et sociale, 4.




174 -

HALBWACHS M (1939), 'Individual Conscrousness and Collective Mind',
' Amenoan Journal of Sociology, 44. _

HALBWACHS M (1960), Population and Society, Chicago U P.’

HARRIS C D, (1 956), 'Address of Welcome L DWhite (ed), The State of the
“Social Scuences, Chicago U P. -

) HART C W M, (1957), 'Cultural Anthropology and Sociology', in H Becker and
A Boskoff. (eds), Modern Socrologroal Theorx, Holt Rinehart and Winston.

K
"HART H, (1927), 'The Hlsfory of Social Thought- A Consensus of Amerloon Opmron ,
Socral Forces, 6, 2.

'HART H, (]949), 'The Pre-War Upsurge in Social Sciences', Amerrcon Socrologlcal '
Review, | 14 5. -

HATT P,' (1946), 'The Concerpt of Natural Area', American Sociologfoal Review, . 11,

HAUSER P, (1956), 'Ecological Aspects of Urban Research' in L D White (ed),
The State of the Social Sciences, Chicago U P,

HAUSER P M and SCHNORE L F, (1965), The Study of Urbanization, Wiley.

| HAWLEY A H (1944), 'Ecology and Human Ecology’, Socral Forces, 22.

HAWLEY A, (1950), Human Ecologz, Ronald Press.

| HAWLEY A, (1968), '|nfroducf|on'fo R D McKenzie on Human Ecologl, Chieogo UP.

HAWLEY A H and DUNCAN O D (1957), 'Socnal Area Anelysls A Crlhcol
Appraisal’, Land Economres, 33, 4. .

HAYNER N S, (1928), 'Hotel Life and Personality’, Amenoun Journal of
Socrologz, 23 : .

HAYNER N, (1936), ‘Hotel Llfe, Chlwgo UP.
_HENDERSON CR, (1894), A Catechism for Social Observutien.

" HILLERY G A (]968), Communal Organisation, Chicago U P.

HINKLE R and HINKLE G, (1954), The Development of Modern Socwlogx, _
Random House. :

"HOFSTADTER R_, (1955), Secial Darwinism in Americali Thoug‘hf, Bosfon.

 HOFSTADTER R, (1962), The Age of Reform, Cape.




175

HOLLI NGSHEAD A B, (1939), 'Human Ecology', inRE Park (ed), An Ouflme of the
Prlncrples of Soc1o|og_l, Barnes and Noble.

HOLLINGHEAD A B, (1940), 'Human Ecology and Human Socrety ’ Ecologrcal
' Monograghs, IO

HOLLI NGSHEAD A B, (1947), 'A Re-examrnahon of Ecologrcal Theory » Sociology
and Socral Research 31.

HOLLI NGSHEAD A B, (1948), 'Commumty Research Development and Present
Condmon ’ Amerroan Socrologroal Revrew, 1.

'HOUSE F N (1 936), The Developmenr of Socrology, McGraw-HrII

HOYT H, (l 933), One Hundred Years of Land Values in Chicago, Chrcago U P

HOYT H, (I 939), The Strucrure and Growfh of Resrdenhal Nelghbourhoods, Washlngton DC.

' -HUGHES E C (1936), 'Ecologroal Aspecf of Instrfuflons, Amerrcan Sociological
Revrew, . o :

_ HUGHES E C (1955), 'lntroduchon toRE Park Society: Collective Behavrour,
' News & Oplmon, Free Press. . :

HUGHES E C, (1956), 'The Culture Aspect of Urban Research' in L D White (ed),
The State of the Social Scrences, Chloago UP.

'HUGHES E C (1960), 'Introduchon to B H Junker, Field Work An Introduction
to the Socral Scrences, Chlcago UP;

HUGHES E C (1969), 'Robert E Park', InT Ralson (ed), The Foundl ng Fathers of
Social Science, Penguin.

'HUNTER R, (1901), Tenement Condition'in Chicago.

" HURD R M, (191 1), Principles of'cﬁy' Land Values, The Record and Guide.

_:JANOWITZ M, (1966), "Introduction' to W | Thomas on Social Organization and
Socral Personalrry, Chroago U P

JANOWITZ M, (1973), 'The Infellecrual History of the Concept of. Social Control.
Mnmeo,'paper presented at Durham University. :

-JOHNSON‘-C S, (1944), 'Roberf E Park: .in Memorlam', Sociology & Social Research, 28.

JOHNSON E S, (1942), 'The Function of the Central Business District in the
Metropollfan Commuml'y » Third Year Course in the Study of Contemporary Society,
- 10th Edition, Reprinted in J F Short (Ed), The Social Fabric of the Metropolis:
Conrrrbuhons of the Chloago School of Urban Socrolog_x, Chroago UP1971.




176

JONASSEN CT, (i949), 'A Re-evaluation and Critique of the Logic and Some
Methods of Shaw and McKay', American Sociological Review, 14.

KELLEY F, et-al (1895), The Hull House Maps and Papers, Crowell,N Y.

KELLOG P (ed), (1 914), The Pittsburgh Survey, Russell Sage Foundation.

KOBRlN HS, (1959), 'The Chicago Area Project - A 25 Year Assessment”’, Annals
' Amen can Academy of Political and Social Scnences. :

- KROUT M H (1938), 'A Note on Dunham's Constribution to Ecology of Functional !
Psychoses + American Socwlogmal Review, 3, 2. _ !

‘ KUKLIK H,- (1973), 'A Scientific Revoluhon Sociological Theory in the United
States 1930-1945' Socnologlcol Inqmry, 43, 1.

LANDESCO J, (1929), Orgamsed Crime in Chlcago, Part 111 of The lllinois Crime
" Survey I||onons Assocmﬂon for Crlmmal Justice, Chneago.

LERNER M (1964), 'The Triumph of Laissez-Faire' in A M Schlesinger Jr and M
Whll'e (eds), Paths of Amer| can Thoug_f_, Chaﬂ’o &Windus.

LEVINE D, (1972), 'Introduchon to G Simmel On Individuality and Social Forms,
Chleago UP. _ . .

LEVI-STRAUSS C (1968), 'Social Structure' in Structural Anfhropolog_y_ Allen Lane.

LIND A W (1930), 'Some Ecological Patterns of Commuriity Dlsorgamzohon in
Honolulu ’ Amerlcon Joumal of Sociology, 36

" LINDESMITH L L ond_LEVIN Y, (1937), 'English Ecology and Crime of the Past
Century',. Journel of Criminal Law, Criminology and Police Science, 27, 6.

. LLEWELLYN E and HAWTHORNE A, (]945), 'Human Ecology’, m G Gurwfch and
“WE Moore (eds), Twentieth Century Sociology, New York.

LONGMOOR E S and YOUNG E F (1936), 'Ecological Interrelationships of
~ Juvenile Delinquency, Dependency and Population Mobility', Amerloun Journal

of Socwlogy, 41

LUNDBERG G, (1931), 'The interests of Members of the ASS, 1930 American
Journal’ of Socuolog_y, 37. - ,

LUNDBERG G, (1936), 'The Thoughtwuys of Confemporary Soclology', American
' Soc1olog|oa| Rewew,'l -5,

LUNDBERG G A (1939), 'Confemporary Posmwsm in Socuology ’ Amencan '
Soclologleal Revuew, 4, 1.




177

LUNDBERG, G A, (1939), Foundations of Sociolog logy, Machillan.

LUNDBERG GA,. (1945), 'The Proxlmote Future of Amenoon Soclology » American
Joumol of Soclolog_L, 50. '

LYNCH K, (1954), 'The Form of Cmes Sclenhflc American, 190, 4.

MADGE J, (1962), The Origins of Scientific Sociology, Tovusfock

MANNHEIM K, (1932), Review of S Rice (ed), 'Mel'hods in. Socml Scnence ’
' Amerloon Joumol of Soclologz_ 38. : .

i
 MARTI NDALE D (1957), 'Social Dlsorgamzahon ,inH Becker & A Boskoff (eds) ’
' Modern Soclologlcol Theorx, Holt Rl nehort & W| nston. ,

MARTI NDALE D, (1958), Prefofory Remorks to Max Weber, The Cltz Free Press

-MASOUKA J and VALIEN P, (1961), Race Relafions: Problems and Theory, Essays
in Honour of RE Pork Norfh Carolina UP, Chopel H|II '

MATZA D, (1969), Becomlng Devwnf Prenhce-HoII

MAYHEW WH (1862), London Lobour ond the London Poor, London.

McKENZIE R D, (1923), The Nelghbourhood A Study of Local Life in the Clry
of Columbus, .Oh|o, Chicago U P , .

McKENZIE R D (1 924), The Ecologlool Approoch to fhe Study of the Human
Community,' - American Journal of | of Sociology, 30. (Reprlnl'ed in R E Park,
EW Burgess &RD McKenzie, The Clty)

, McKENZIE R D, (1926), 'The Soope of Human Ecology ,inEW Burgess (ed), The
Urban Commumfy, Chloclgo UP. Also appears in American Journal of
Socwlogy, 32, July 1926 and in R D McKenzie, On Human Ecology, Chicago U P,1968..

McKENZIERD, (1 927), The Concepf of Domu narice and World Organizati on, American
Joumol of Socuologl, 33 S _

' McKENZlE RD, (I93T), Revnew of T \Y Smlfh & L D White (eds), Chicago An -
Experiment in Social Science Research, ~ Chicago U P, -American Journal of

g Socnolodx,ﬂ July, 1931), .

McKENZIE R D (l 933), The Mefropollton Commumty, McGrow-Hlll

McKENZIE R D (1934), 'Demogruphy, Human Geography and Human Ecology', in
L L Bemord (ed), The Flelds and Methods of Sociology, Lang & Smith. o

L



178

McKENZIE R D, (1934), Readings in Human Ecology, G Wakr.

McKENZIE R D, (1936), 'The Ecology of Institutions’ ’ unpubhshed paper reprlnted
' inRD McKenzle, On Human Ecology, Chleogo UP, 1968

: McKENZIE R D, (1968), On'Human Ecolog_L Chloago UP, Edlted wnh an
: Infroduchon by A chley. _

MlCHELSON W (1968), 'A Parsonian Scheme for the Study of Man and the
Environment’, Socnolgleal Inquiry, 38. :

: MITCHELL w C et al,(1940), 'Round Table: Social Science One or Many', in l _
L Wirth (ed), Eleven Twenty Slx, A Decade of Social Sclence Research Chleago UP.

MORRIS R N, (1968), Urban Sociology, Allen & Unwin.

. MORRIS T,' (1957), The Cnmlnal Arec A Study in Social Ecologx, Routledge and
‘Kegan Paul, - .

MOWRER ER (1 927), Fomilly' Disorgcniz'dﬁon'. Chicago U P, revised edition 1939.

MOWRER E:R (1928), Domeshc Dlscord Chlcogo UP.

MOWRER E R, (1938), 'The Isometrlc M:p asa Technlque of Socml Reseorch'
. Amenoun Joumal of Socrolog_x, 44.-, .

* MOWRER E R (1938), 'The: Trend cnd Ecology of Family Dlslnfegrahon in Chwugo ’
- American Sociological Revuew, 3.

MOWRER E R, (1964); 'Famlly Dlsorgomzahon , inE W Burgess &DJ Bogue (eds),
' Contnbuhons to Urban Socmlu, Chicago U P. '

MUKERJEE R, (1932), 'The Ecological Outlaok in Sociology'. American Journal
' of Socnologz, 3. :

MUKERJEE R, (]943), 'Ecological - and Cultural Paﬂ'ems of Socml Orgamzchon
Amencan Soclologleal Review, 8._

MYERS 'J K (l 954), '"Note on the Homogenelty of Census Tracts; A Mefhodologlcal
Problem in Urban Ecologueal Research' Socnal Forces, 32 4,

OBERSCHALL A,. (1972), 'The Inshtuhoncllzaflon of Amerlcon Socnology , in
A Oberschall The Esfabhshmenf of Empirical Sociology, Harper & Row. .

ODUM H, (l 927), American Mnsfersof Social Sclence, Holf Rinehart &Wmsfon.

'ODUM H (1 933), 'Nofes on Recem‘ Trends in the Appllcchon of the Social Sciences',
Soclal Forees, 11. :




ODUM HW, ('I 951), American Soeioiogz; Longrﬁans

OGBURN W F, (1930), 'The Folkwa)s of a Scientific Socnology , Scientific Moni'hly

: OGBURN W F (ed), (1933), Recent Soclcl Trends in the United States, 2 volumes,
McGraw-Hlll .

OGBURN W F (1940), 'Social Trends', inL erth (ed), EIeven-Twenfy Six: A
Deeude of Socml Science Research, Chicago U P

OGBURN W F, (1951), 'Populahon Prlvufe Ownershlp, Technology and the Standard
of lemg " American Journal of Socrologz, 56. .

OGBURN W F,- (1964), On Culfure and Social Chcnge, edll'ed with an Introduction
by O D ,Duncan, Chleogo UP,

- OKELLY CG and PETRAS J, (1970), 'Images of Man in Eorly American Sociology,

Part 1I: ; The Changing Concept of Social Reform', Journal of the Hlstory of the
Behavroural Sciences, 6, 2 .

PAGE CH, (l 969), Class and American Soclolggy_, Schoken Books, N Y

PALMORE E ('I 962), 'Socnologlsfs Class Orlgms and Political Ideologres ’-
Socnologx cnd Social Resecrch 47. : _

PAHL-R E, (1968), 1A Perspechve in Urbun Socuology in R E Pahl (ed), Reader in
Urban Socuology, Pergarnon. ' _

PAHL RE and CRAVEN E (1970), 'Resldenﬂal Expansioni The Role of the Private
Developer in the South-Eost', inR E Pahl Whose Cnfx, Longmans.’ c

PARK RE, (1915), 'The City: Suggesﬂons for the |nveshgohon of Human Behaviour
in the Clty Envrronment 'American Journal of Soclolog_LZO

' PARK RE, (i1 8), 'Educoﬂor\_'and its Relation to the Confll_ct and Fusion of Cultures:
With special Reference to the Problems of the Immigrants, the Negro, and Missions',
Publlcchom ‘of the Amerncan Socuoloicol Socrety, 13. : .

PARK RE, (1921), 'Socnology cnd the Social Sciences' , American Journal of
Soclology, 26 January 1921, 27 July 1921, 28 September 1921. Also as Chapter
1 of Introduchon to the Scnence of Socrology. _ _

PARK R E, (1925), ‘The' Concepf of Posmon in Sociology', Publlccmons of the
Americdn Sociological Society, 20, page 1-14. Re-titled 'The Urban Community
«as a Spatial Pattern and a Moral Order , in E W Burgess (ed) The Urban Commumty
(1926) . . . : .

" PARK RE, (1 925), 'Commumty Orgamznhon and the Romantic Temper , Social
' Foroes, i3, .

o




|

'PARK RE, (1927), 'Preface to The Gang: A Study of 1,313 Gangs in Chlcago,
by FM Thrusher, Chicago U P,

. PARK RE, ,(1927), 'Human Narure and Collechve Behavrour , American Journal
- of Sociology, 3 2, : :

PARK R E, ‘(1928), 'Foreword" fo The Ghetto by L Wirth, Chicago U P.

PARK R E, (1 92%a), 'Socrology, Commumty and Socrery in W Gee (ed) Reseorch
in rhe Social Sclences, Muchllan.

- PARK R E, (l929b), 'The City as a Socrol Laboratory} in T V Smlrh and L D White
(eds), Chicago: An Experlmenr in Socrol Science Research’, Chicago U P, '
' '

~ PARK R E (1929¢), 'Inrroduchon to The Gold Coast Ond the Slum, by H Zorbaugh,
Chlcago U P. . S _

PARK R E, (I 933), 'William Grahclm Sumner's Concephon of Society', Chinese
Polmcal ond Social Science Revnew, 17, 2. '

PARK RE, (l 934), 'Dommance “The Concepf Ifs Origins and Natural Hlsrory in
RD McKenzre (ed), Readmgs in Human Ecolog_L G Wahr. ;

PARK R E (] 9360), 'Successlon ‘An Ecologlcal Concepf' American Sociological
Revnew, 1.

PARK R E '(1936b)', 'Humdn Ecology', American J'ournal of S§ciolog , 42.

.PARK RE, (1936c), 'The C:ry and C|V|||zar|on, Syllabus and Selected Readings,
Socral Science I, Chloago University. -

| PARK R'E, (1 938), 'A Reflection on Communlcaﬂon and Culture, ' American Journal

of Socrologz 44 2,

PARK R E (l 939), Review of M Alihan 'Socral Ecology , Annals of rhe Amerlcan

Academy of Political and Socral Science.
J

PARK RE, (19390), 'Symblom and Socmllzahon A Frame of Reference for the -
' Sfudy of Socnety , American Journal of Sociology, 45.

PARK R E, (1939b),. 'The Crty asa Naturul Phenomenon’, unpublrshed essay reprinted’
inRE Park Human Commumhes, Free Press, 1950.

. PARK RE, (ed) (]939c), An Ourlme of the Prmclples of Socrolog_L Barnes and Noble.

PARK RE, (l 940), 'Physu:s ond Socuety ’ Canadlun Journol of Economic'and
Pollhoa! Scnence, 6. :




.
k.

PARK R E Q 9420), 'Modern Socnefy , Blologlcal Symposlo, 8.

PARK R E, (l 942b), 'Methods of Teochmg- Impresslons and a Verdlcf' Social
Forces, 20 .

PARK RE, (1 950), Roce ond Culfure, eduted by C S Johnson and J Mnsuoko, Free
Press. . .

_PARK RE, (1 952), Human Commumﬂes, edited by E C Hughes, Free Press.

PARK R E, (1955), Somefy Collecflve Behawour, News and Opinion, Socnolog_x _
: ond Modern Socnefy, edited by E C Hughes, Free Press. , ;

_PARK R E, (1 967), On Social Control and Collective Behaviour, edited wnth an
introduction by R H Tt Tumer.

PARK R E, (l 972), The Crowd ond the Pubhc, edited by H Elsner, translated by
' C Elsner, Chlcago UP.

PARK R E, cnd WASHINGTON BOOK ER T, (1918), The Mon Farthest Down
A Record of Observation and Stud1 in Euroge, Doubleday .

PARK R E and BURGESSE W, (1921), Infroduchon to the Smence of Socuolog_x,
Chloago UP.

PARK R E ond MILLER H A (1921), Old World Traits Transplanted, Horper.

PARK R E BURGESS EW and McKENZIE R D, (1925), The C ny Chicago U P,

| PARSONS T Q 937), The Sfrocture of Socuol Action, Free Press edition 1967.

PARSONS T (1938), 'The Role of Ideas in » Social Action , American Socnologlcal
Revnew, 3 5

'PETRAS J W, (1970), 'Images of Man in Early American Socnology, Parf 1: The’
' Individualistic Perspective in Motivation', Journal of the History of Behavioural
Sciences, 6. -

PIERCE B L, (1957), A Hlstory of Chlcago, volume 3 Knopf

QUEEN Sl} (1934), 'Questlons for Socuologlsts , Social Forces, 13.

‘QUEEN SA, (]940), 'The Ecologloal Study of Meniul Dlsorders American
Socno_ogocl Review, 5. .

QUEEN S A (1941 ), 'Soclologlsts in fhe Present Crisis’, Social Forces, 20 1.

QUINN JA, (1934), 'Ecologlcal versus Socml Interaction', Sociology and Social
- Reseorch 18 .

"QUINN J A (1939), 'The Nature of Human Ecology Re-exommohon and

Redeflmhon ' Socnal Forces, 18..
5




182

QUINN J A (1 9400), 'The Burgess Zonal Hypofhesls , American Socnologlool
Revnew, 5. .

QUINN.J A ] 940b), 'Human Ecology and Interactional Ecology', American
Soclologlcal Revuew, S.

QUINN J A (1940c), 'Current therafure on Human' Ecology', Amerloan Journol
of Socnologz, 45,

- QUINN J A (1940d), 'The Development of Human Ecology in Sociology' in
" H E Barnes and H Becker (eds), Confemporary Soc1o|og|ca| Theory, Appleton
Century; Crofts. . :

13

"QUINN J A, (1 941), 'Cultural and Ecologlcal Phenomena Socuology and Social
Reseurch 25. _

"QUINN J A (1943), ‘The Hypofhesls of Mednon Location', American Soclologlcal
Rewew, 8. -

QUINN J A (1950), Humun Ecolgz Archon Books, reprmted 1971.

~ RAVITZ MJ (1959), 'Urban Socnology , in J S Roucek (ed), ConfemE ry

Socnolgz Pefer Owen.

RAWSON W (1839), 'An Inquiry into fhe Statistics of Crlme in Englond and Wales', .
Journal ‘of rhe Statistical Society of London, 2, :

RECKLESS W C, (1933), Vice in Chlwgg, Chlcago uPr.

RECKLESS W C (1926), 'The Dlstrlbutlon of Commercialised Vice in the Clty , In
E C Burgess. (ed), The Urban Communlty, Chloago UP.

REEDER L G,_ (1953), 'A Note on the Burgess, Davie, Firey Differences Regardlng
lndusfrlal Looahon Americon Socnologloal Review, 18.

REISS Al, (1955), '‘Urban’ Somology 1945-55', in H L Zetterberg (ed) Socnol Z
in the United States of Amerlca, UNESCO, Parls. :

REISSMAN L (1964), The Urban Process, Free Press.

REX J (1968), 'The Sociology of the Zone of Transition®, in R E Pahl (ed), Readings
in Urban SocmLogL Pergamon. :

RICE S A (1 931), 'Behavioural Alfernahves as Statistical Data in Studies by
WF Ogbum and EW Burgess , in S A Rice (ed), Methods in Social Science,

Chloago UP.

RICE S A (1931), 'Hypothesis and Verification in C R Shaw's Study of Dellnquency ,
~in$ A Rice (ed), 'Methods in Social Science: A Case Book, Chicago UP.




183

ROBINSON W S, (1950), 'Ecological Correlahons and the Behowour of Individuals’,
Amerloan Sociological Revnew, 15. :

"ROSS F A, (1933), 'Ecology and the Statistical. Mefhod' American Journal of
' Socnol gy, 38. .

ROSSI P H, (1959), .*Comment on Duncan and Schnore', American Journal of
Socmlogz, 65.

ROTH G, (1971), '"Value Neutrdlity in Germany and the Umted States’, in R Bendix
and G Roth, Scholarship ond Partisanship: Essays, on Max Weber, California U. P

SCHMID CF, (1933), 'Suicide in Mlnneapolls, Minnesota: 1928-32', American
Journal of Sociology, 29. _

SCHMID C F (1937), Social Sago of Two Cities: An Ecological and Statistical
~ Study of Socual Trends in Mlnneapolls and St Paul' aneapolls.

o SCHMID C. F (1939), 'Ecologloul Mefhods in Social Reseordn' inP VYoung,

Sclenhf‘ ic Soclal Surveys and Research Prentice-Hall .

SCHMlD CF, (1950), 'Generallzaﬂons Concermng the Ecology of the American
City', Amenoun Soclologlcol Revnew, 15.

,SCHMlD CF, (1958), 'The Ecology of the American City: Further Comparisons
and Validation', American Sociological Review, 23, 4.

»
4

SCHMID C F (l§60); '"Urban Crime Areas- Part 1°, ' American Sociological Review.

: SCHMID C F (1960), 'Urban Crime Areas: Part 11', Amerloan SocmloL cal
Revuew, 25

SCHNORE LF, (1958), 'Soclal Morphology ond Human Ecology , American Journal’
of Socnologz 63. _

SCHNORE L F, (1961 ), 'The Myl'h of Human Ecology', Socnologloul Inquiry, 31.

SCHNORE L F (1965), 'On the Spatial Structure of Cities in the Two Americas',
inP MHauserand L F Schn_ore (eds), The: Study of Urbanization, Wiley.

SHANAS E,: (1945), 'The AJS Through 50 years’, American Journal of Sociology.

SHAW C R,:ef_ al, (1929), ;Delinquencx.Areas, Chicago U P.

SHAW CR,i (1 930), The Jack Roller: A Delinquent Boy's Own Story, Chicago U P,

SHAW C R, ’and McKAY H D, (1931), Social Factors in Juvenile Delinquency,
U S Government Printing Office, Was_hingfon.




184

'f-'

"SHAW CR, (1931), The Natural Hlstory of a Delinquent Career, Chicago U P.

SHAW CR, (1938), Brothers in Crime, Chlcogo UP.

SHAW.C R and McKAY H D, (1942), Juvenile Deimquency and Urban Areas,.
Chicago UP,

SHIDELER E H, (1925), 'The Business Centre as an Instll'uhon , Journal of Applled
' Socrologz, 9.

SHILS E, (].964), 'The Contempldhon ._of Society in Amerloa ‘ in_A M Schlesinger
Jr. ond'M White (éds), Paths of American Thought, Chatto and Windus.

SHILS E, (1970), 'Tradmon, Ecology and Institution in the Hlsfory of Socrology ,
Daedalus, 99, 4. _ .

SIBLEY E, (1963), The Educahon of Soclologrsts in the Umfed Sfates, New York 1

SJOBERG G (1960), The. Pre-lndusrnal City, Free Press.

SMALL A, (1 916), 'Fifty Years of Socrology in the United States, 1865-1915'
Amen can Journal of Socrology Index to volumes 1-52 _

SMALL A, (1924), 'Some Contributions to the History of Socrology', American
Journal of Socrolog_l, . :

SMITHD L, (1966), 'Soclology and the Rise of Corporate Capltallsm Science and
Socuefz 24

- SMITH MAPHEUS (1937), 'Relief Interisity Gradients', Social Forces, 16.

© SMITH MAPHEUS (1943), 'An Urbon Rural Intellectual Gradlent' Sociology and
: Social Research, 27. : _ _ .

SMITH TV and WHITE LD, (eds), (1929), Chrcago- An Experlment in Socnal
Science Resecrch Chlcago u P.

SOROKIN P A, (1928), 'Some Contrasts of Contemporary Europeon and American
Socrology ' -Social Forces, 8.

SOROKIN P A, (1928), Conferrmorary -Sociological Theories, Harper.

- SOROKIN P A, (1943), Socloculfural Causality Spoce and Tlme, Duke-U P.

SPEAR A H (]967), Black Chlcago. -The Making of a Negro Revolution, Chicago U P,

.':}.



185

STEIN M, (1960), .The Eclfpse of Commonity, Harper.

STEINER J E, (1956), 'Comment on Changes in Amerloon Sociology', Sociology
ond Socml Research, 40, 6. -

STEPHAN G E (1970), 'The Concept of Commuml'y in Human Ecology + Pacific
Socnolognool Review, 13.

STONEQUIST E, (1937), The Marginal Man, Scribners, New York.

SUTTLES G D, (1972), T'h'e"Sociol Construction of Communifies, Chicago UP. |

TAFT D R, (1933), 'Testing fhe Selechve Influence of Areas of Delinquency',
Amerloon Journal' of Sociology, 38. '

TAYLOR G, (1934), 'The Ecological Basis of Anthropology', Ecology, 15.
TAYLOR W P, (1936), "What is Ecology and What Good is it?", Ecology, 17.

TAYLOR I, WALTON P and YOUNG J, (1973), The New Criminology, Routlege.

THEODORSON G A, (1959), 'Human Ecology and Human Geography', inJ S
Roucek (ed), Confemporory Sociology, Phllosophlool Library.

THEODORSON'G‘A(ed),(I%I), Sfudies' in Human Ecology, Hdrper.

THOMAS W | and ZNANIECK! F, (]918), The Pollsh Peasant in Europe and America,
"~ two volume Doves edmon 1958, -

THRASHER F M, (1927), The Gang A Sfudy of 1,313 boys gangs in Chlougo,
Chicago U P, :

TURNER RH, (1967), '|nfrodu-cﬁon' to R E Park on Social Control and .Collecﬁve
Behovuour Chlcogo UP.

VANCE RB, (1932), 'But is it Human Ecology?"', Social. Forces, 10.

WEAVER WV, (1930), Wesf.Phlladelphla: A Study of NaturalAreas, Philadelphia. -

WELLS H G, HUXLEY J S and WELLS G P, (1931), The Science of Life, Doubleday.

WHELPTON P K, (1936), 'Geographic and Economic Differentials in Ferﬂllty ,
Annals of fhe Amerlcon Aoudemy of Political and Social Science, 188,

WHITE L D (ed), (1 92_9), The New Social ‘Science, Chicago U P.

WHI TELD (ed), (i 956), The State of the Social Sciences, Chicago UP. . .



186

WHITE RC, (1932), 'The Relation of Envnronmenl'cl Factors to Felomes in Indlanupolls,
Social Forces, 10. .

WILLHELM S Mand SJOBERG G, (1960), 'Economic versus Protective Values in
Urban Land Use Change', Amencan Journal of Economics and-Sociology, 19.

WILLHELM § M, (1962), Urban Zoning and Land Use Theory, Free Press.

WILLHELM S M, (1964), 'The Concept of the Ecological Complex:- A Critique', -
American Joumol of Economncs and Socnologx, 23.

- WILLIAMS W A, (1 961), The Contours of American Hlstory, World of Publlshmg
Company

WIRTH L (1926), 'The Socwlogy of Ferdinand Tonnies', American Journol of
. Socnologx, 22 3

WIRTH L, (1927), 'The Ghetto', American Journal of Soclolog_x_ 33 1.

WIRTH L, (1928), The Ghetfo, Chlcago UP.

WIRTH L, (.1931~), '_ 'Clinical Sociology", American Joumal of Sociology, 37.

WIRTH L, (1933), 'The Scope and Problems of the Commumfy , Publlcuhons of the
Amerlcan Soc1o|og|co| Society, 27,

WIRTH L (1938), 'Urbansam as a Way of Llfe American Journol of Socnolog_L 44,

WIRTH L, '(ed), (1940), Eleven Tw'en'fy-Six: A Decade of Social Science Research,
Chicago UP.

WIRTH L, (1940), *Urban Society and Civilization', in L Wirth (ed), Eleven Twenty-
Six: A Decode o'E Socicl Science Resecrch, Chicago U P.

WIRTH L, (1945), 'Human Ecology , Anierican Journal of Sociology, 50

WIRTH L, and SHILS E, (1935), 'The therofure of Socwlogy ’ Socnal Studies.

 WIRTH L et al (1937), 'Our Cmes Their Role in the National Economy', Report
of the Urbamsm Committee to the National Resources Committee, U § Government

Pr| nti ng Offl ce, Wushl ngton,

WIRTH L, and FUREZ M, (l 938), Local Commumi'y Fcct Book, Chlcago Recreation
Commlsswn. :

'WOLFF K, (1946), 'Notes Towards a Sociocultural Interpretation of Amencon
Socnology . Amencan Socno|g|col Review, 11.




Tt AN

187

YOUNG EF, (1925), 'The Social Base Map', Journal of Applied Sociology, 9..

YOUNG EF, (1944), 'A Socrolograal Explorer: Robert E Park’, Sociology and
Social Research 28,

YOUNG K, (1930), 'Review of CR Shaw's 'The Jack Roller' !, American Journal
of Socrologz, 36

YOUNG K, (1931), ' F M Thrasher's Study of Gangs ¢ inS A Rice (ed), Methods
- in Soclal Science, Chicago U P,

YOUNG K, (1962), 'Contribution of William Isaac Thomas to Soclology,
Soclology and Social Research 47, 4. _

YOUNG PV, (l949), Screnﬂf’ ic Sacral Surveyé and Research, Prentice Hall.

ZETTERBERG HL, (1956), 'A Guude to American Soclology l945-55', inHL
- Zetterberg (ed), Socralogth the United States of Amerlaa, UNESCO, Paris.

ZNANIECK!- F (l 945), 'The Proxlmate Fufure of Amerlaan Sociology, Amerrcan
Journal of Socrol ogy, §0.

ZORBAUGH H C, (1926), 'The Natural Areas of the City', Publlcahons of the
‘American Socrologloal Socrety, 20

ZORBAUGH H C (1926), 'The Dweller in Furmshed Rooms: An Urban Type ’
Aterican Socnaloglaal Society Publlaahons, 20, :

ZORBAUGH H C, (1929), The Gold Coast dnd the Slum, Chicago U P.




