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Chairman's 0Jotc 

At the end of a year one is always teMpted both to look back over events and to look 

forward t o new development s . 

1982 has seen three BuUeti•.i' under new ed1torsh1p . An expanded and revised form •t 

has consol idated the progress made in Volumes 1-3 , and I think we can be well satis­

f1e ct w1th t he more substantial Volume 4. Our Editor , John Sheail, 1s grateful for 

your many contributions and anticipates Lhnt the flow will increase . 

Financially the Gr o up is sound, though wtth no great reserves. We have been helped 

by 1ncome derived from advertisement m<~llinq , and as the Treasurer, Phil1p Booth, 

remarks, at £4 a year PHG is good value for money. But do be prompt with your qnnual 

subscriptions ; and if you can possibly pay by Bankers Order this is helpful to us, 

and I am sure to you . Payments arc due on the lst January. 

Group meetings and conferences have been held during the year; these and other re­

l a ted gatherings have been fully reported in the BuZ t ·n. These events provide some 

measure of cohesion amongst our rrember:.;hip . rn add1t1on there is the pcr1od1c 

repo rting of o ur wo rk and interests, all of wh1ch contribute to a wider apprec1ation 

of the de veloping field of study of wh1ch we are pdrt. 

You wil l know that my secretary acts as D1str1bution Secretary . In effect this ~cans 

that Sue Elias as~mbles copy from the Ed1tor and prepares and distrlbutes the 

a thrice - yearly activity which galvan1ses us all 1nto act1on . From the presentat10n 

of FHB you will know the great care w1th wh1ch all th1s 1s done. She and I also 

receive your subscriptions wh ich we then record and pass on to the Treasurer . 

Beyond these activities connected with the duL' •in, the workings of the Plann1ng 

History Gro up are regular , ongoing concerns: correspondence with members, encourag1ng 

ne w membership , the entrep reneurial work of the Meetings Secretary , Tony Sutcl1ffe, 

business matters related to the Execut1ve Committee and so on. All I can say is that 

at a time of extraordinary difficulty 1n Br1tish Universities , when spirits have 

been low, the affairs o f the Planning History Group and the PHB have served to 

provide necessary spice . 

All of which mus t mean that as a Group we can look forward to 1983 with some cont1dence 

and not a little e nj oyment . All good senson..1l greetings . 

Gordon E. Cherry 

Trca~u n:r·.., '\otc 

Subscripti ons fall due on 1 January 1983 . Please pay promptly . The subscription 

r ate for the coming year is still only £4.00, and with an enlarged and improved 

BuZlrtin represents even better value for money . 

Payme n t may be by any one of the methods outlined o n the enclosed sheet. Do think 

abou t subscribing by Bankers Order if you do not already do so. That way you ~an be 

s ure of continui ng to receive your copies of the Bunetin . 

Philip Booth 



A NEW fHRESHOLD FOR URBAN HISTORY. 
REFLECTIONS ON CANADIAN-AMERICAN 

URBAN DEVELOPMENT AT THE GUELPH CONFERENCE 

A conference w1th 130 participants, 30 scss1ons dnd a roster of h1stor1ans, geog­

raphers , planners a nd sociolog1sts from C~ndd~ , tngland and the United States 

promises to generate a wide-rang1ng exchange . Add the difficult-to-defl.ne top1c of 

urban htstory as the focus of concern , clnd you dre bound to create a patchwork, 

academic e nvironment of scintilating tns1gl1t and drab med1ocrity ; an env1ronment 

not dissimilar from the met r opolitan region 1ts~lf . Such was the case at the 

Canadian-American Urban Development Conference held at the University of Guelph 1n 

Ontario , Canada , 2 3- 2 9 August 1982 . The purposes were twofold : to study tne 

re lat1onship between power and t h e evolutton of urban society , and to view thit 

relattonship through a comparative framework ba~ud on divergent urban experiences 

in Canada and the United States . ( 1) 

These ove r - arching theme s represented the current red1rect1on in urban htstory from 

the soc 1a l conce rns of the 1960s (quest1.ons of urban ethn1c1ty, mob1l1ty <~nd rocel 

to the emerg1.ng concerns of the 1980s (4uest1ons of the 1mpact that l.nStttutl.onal­

lzed pol1t1cal , econom1c and admlnlstrcltLve power has upon a city's phys1cal land­

scape and the people who live and work there) . If urban n1storians pr1mar1ly 

addressed thetr research questions trom the ' bottom up' in the 1960s, they have 

begun to reroute their inquirieq from the ' top down ' 1n the 1980s . (2) But the 

conference illustrated that this turn-around is by no means complete , or as Anthony 

Sutcliffe so ably put it , the gods of Manuel Castells and oavid Harvey did not 

shine on t he confe r ence as brightly as one m1ght have expected . Topics and 

approaches associated with the ' new ' urban history of the previous decades were 

found in se ssions devoted to workin g class communities , urban education , family 

structure , and the impact of t echnology on urban form . (3) 

What the Guelph Conference revealed - to tlw surprise of no one alive 1n the ftcld 

for the past five years - is that the study ot urban h1story 1s in a pertod ot 

transttio n. As Michael Frisch brilliantly descr1bed in h1s remarks at the closlllS 

sess1on, the new social and urban history of the 1960s was born in the turbulent 

atmosphere o f that decade and from a d1strust of established pol1tical instttut1ons 

that at their best seemed to ignore Ctlttcal social tssues, and at their ~orst 

appeured t o be respons i ble for them . £t the government suppressed the reformts~ 

sp1r1.t o f the ?resent then certainly 1t haa done the same to the pasL . Careers 

.:1nd soctal acttvism coalesced tor many AmPrlcdn sr<\duate students and young pro­

fessors o f the 1960s 1n an effort to ' l1berate' past rlnd present from ' estubllshed 

po littcal tnstitutions '. 

The method s were as refresh tng as the topics : oral h1story , quantificat1on, the 

study o f women , ethnic popula tion s , mobility und demograph i c change . (4) 1\mid 

tl1is d ramati c alteration in the tnter~sts of professional historians, the c1ty 

emerged as a conta iner where social proce5ses were played out ; places that pos­

sessed analytical value only to the extent that they housed the people under study . 

This was not an unreasonable approach , but cr1t1cs argued that it added l1mited 

knowledge to ou r understanding of urbani~ution because 1t failed to deal with the 
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ll!' a~ t 'h >le Hid tdrely Vle·..,red lts i.no~.;css of growtl and change as a unique dnd 
The C1ty ~as ethnics; wonen ; h 1nabll! t>nt1.ty. 

'"~~· •h• P d t e ~onsequence of technol oglcdl 
• ~ ' ro uct or tndustrlal1Zdt1on; b pr' f ut never t.h" physlcal embodiment of the 

ess ~ urb~ntzat1on itself ~ hl.cles f . l . ( ) It the urb,m blogr.tplues of the 1940s 
or t ~~ study of ·t. . we r e lns l.tutlonal chtnge most! h f 

publ1c utlllc 1 ~s . then the ' Y tn t e o rm of improved 
nelw urban hlstOtles of Lhe 1960s were simply devl' ces 

tot the ..Jnalysis of social ~ Clange. (6) Nelther apptoach [lrovided a 
"1scuss1on of urbanization clear path to a 

or the ' c1ly bu1ld1.n • ( 
preoccup.l tlon with n on - 1. g process . 7) And because of a 

e 1tes, the 1nvisible peopl• f Ll 
SLudy polit1C.l l powe . . e o le pust , rarely did o ne 

r 1n relut1onship to a 't • tr~nicdlly the political! Cl y s growth a nd development . Thus 
lcal 1" y charged atmosphere of lhe l960s o ften produced 

lterature devoid of direct polltical 
a histor­

lna lysis of the urban process - or per ­

thdl <.:elcbr,ltC<l the ~t ruggles of hap~ mor0 pteciscly a ll"t , erature · common folk 1n 
thetr etforts to survive and then strive against the da ngerous whirlpool of urban 
lndu:;tr lcll1zat1on . 

As ft 1sch descrlbed at the conference, tll the vo~rtablcs comprising the professlonal 

Jg h we chclnged . In the Unl ted States , the •qudtlon of less than two d d · eca es 

tervor fot rPform in urban pulley 

Lyndon Jon~son ' s Great Society 
hdS HtbStded , c\S progtdmmCS lnSti tuted durlng 

yelrs h1ve been discredlted by a public that has 
gove rnment initlatlves d b h gro..,rn cyn1cal toward 

trat1on s
1
nce Cal · n Y t e most conservative adminis-

Vl.n Coolidge . In c d abrupt, the lib 1 ana a , although pollcy change has not been as 
era government of p lerre Trud•au has been shaken b . 

problems of unemployment infl t Y pers1stent , a l.On and skyrocketing b d t d f " . 
among youny history Ph D h . u ge e l.Clts . A job famine 

.. s as l.ncreased their desire t ~llh "dlrect apolicab"l"t o research re levant topics 
. l l y to (or more accurately with a chance to provide a 

perspectlve on) contemporar y urban issues . pollc h Concern over institutiona l i z ed public 
y as lncreased among pr ofess iona l urban hlsto . . 

socl..tl reform has waned a . t . rlans as thelr commltment to 
, s1 uat.ton that may not b . 

seems . To study the establ" h d e as pa cado x1cal as it f irst 
l.S e bases of urban polit 1 . th~lr prlmdcy in the u b . . lea power lS t o recognise 

r an e x per.tence , a polnt oi view th t SlV~ and romdntic yet h . a is at once less expan-
, pe r aps more sophlsticatcd than thut of 

JI 1du ILl' students p"'rhaps express~d the 1960s. theJr pnlltlcal v1uwpoints 
t. L ~treet~ of ~hlcnqo than h mo r e fo rcefully in 

t ~Y did ln thel r dlss .... rt.ll ions o r 
t1nd thcu: d'..,rlndllng number monographs , we now 

of counteqJ<1rts •s membcts of zon . b 
counctls ~lth mucn less .. lng cu r ds o r plann 1 ng 

a1vergence between thelr studt"s . d . · ~ an act 1ons . 

Jf 

There .ts unoth er lmporcant element to consl.der Nhen urban h assessl ng the red irect1on 
lStory : tne mobility studles of the 1960s of 

np..,r fl.,ldc 0 ~ · · did r.ot deliver as promised . y 
- - • 1nqulry were opened and the masses es , 

oy hlstorlans were finally given the· d of common people largely neglected 
lr ue . But just as some activists 

that tney could remake society , so too was there b 1 believed 
dnd urban h t a e lef among the new social 

lS o rlans that they could rewrl.tR h t 

d d 
1s ory . And to a la 

l . However, as this new s bf. ld rge extent they u 1e advanced and mono 
tnd technolog1cal change became b d graphs on ethnicity , mobility 

a un ant , the methodology . d 
stale . A preoccupation with statistical manipulation an conclusions grew 
l'lh t th mb rather than a concern fo r 

a e nu ers could reveal s oon seeped into the hi . . An h sLOrlcal research 
u w en conclusions were drawn t hey oft process . en appea red t o be self-evident : economl'c 

noOblllLY from one generation to h anot er , htstorlans reasoned , was indeed part of 

the Americar e xper ience , but advancement •..,as not dS rapld as suggested by the 

nat.ion' s Horatio Alger mythology; the harsh ccillltleS of the 1ndustr1al work pla C', 

historians discovered, were often m1t1gated by~ strong sense of netghbourhood; and 

technology - although an enormous force in shoplng the urban landscape - ~as not 

an independen t var1able, s1nce +-he ltnplemcnto~tlOn of new methods of transportat1on 

and industria l production were often the result ~f economic and social condit1ons. 

How else could one e xplain , for exampl~ , the resJstence to the electr1c troll~Y 
prior to 1893 (as Clay McShane did in h1s conterenc~ paper) despite the earl1er 

a va ilability of the technology. Why this cl1sp~rtty between invent1on and lnno­

vation? The need for new methods of trunspor·tation, McShane illustrated, 'l'lould 

become pressing only when suburban ruultors weH: look.tng for a 'technologlcal f1x' 

to br1ng undeveloped land at the c1ty ' s edye closer to the downtown. (8) These 

conclusions serve as useful rem1ndcrs , but thuy Jlo~rdly constitute a radlCtl re­

interpretation in our understanding of the urb1n pJsL. Perhaps most 1mportantly, 

the new methods of history created d term1nology that not only subd1v1oed tne d1s­

c1pl1ne 1nto diffe r ent spec1al1ties but also set up ldnguage oarriers tnat 1nh1b-

1ted urban hlstorians from commun.tcat.lng w1th tle pub~1c, students and even e~ch 
other . Er1c E . Lampard captured the bew1lder1nq sclf-destcuct1ve qual1ty of tn 

new social and urban history when he cdlled on hlS fellow-h1stor1ans to stop 

'quantlficating '. 

If Lampard ' s crit1cism went unneeded us a call for 1ntellectual reason, then ccr­

talnly by the late 1970s the accumulat.ed etfcct of more tang1ble 1nternal and ~x­
terna l pressures ~as exerting an impact on the profess1on. The consequences of 

those changes cou ld be found 1n the Guelph Confer~nce where the two new d1rect1ons 

of urban history were prom1nently on display : a grow1ng interest 1n urban form 

and society as a pro duct of polit1cal c1nd economic forces, with special attenLlOn 

to the role played by government and corpor~te tnstitutions in the creation of tne 

urban environment; and wide-spread professionc.1l tntccest in urban architecture not 

o nly as an a rtis tic expression , but also as a l1nqu..tge of form that conveys" 

region's or na tion's social values . Ac~ompanyLng th1s changed d1rect1on 1s a 

hetghtened conce rn for the plann1ng protess1on's relationshlp to twentletn-century 

urban development , another 1ndicat1on of the recent move to t1e h1stor1ca .. research 

to urban policy. \\itness some of the sess1on t1tles: ' The Evolution of Urban 

Systems '; 'The Polit1cs of Plann1ng'; 'Lntr..:pren •ur:shlp and Government 1:1 Urba'l 

Development'; 'Builders and Archltecturc'; 'El1tes dnd Commvn1ty Power Structures'; 

'P lanning Resource- Based Communlt.tes'; 'Home and Hous1nq'; 'Araerican Clty-Center 

Plann1ng '; and ' Canadian Pcovinc1al Pl~nnlllJ Leq1slat1on'. 

If one needs further proof of th1s new trend 1n urban history, you need look n 

further than the Canadian exper1cnce 1n hlstor1cal research . Spared the soc 1nl 

and pol1tical upheaval of the 1960s and vtgorously concerned about the urban post 

o nly since the mid-1970s (thanks largely to the pioneer1ng editorial work of 

Gilbert A. Ste lter and Alan J . Artib1se , who were responsible for organ1zing thts 

most recent conference), Canada ' s u rban htst0110graphy displays only v.1gue signs 

of the dichotomy that seemingly has spl1t urban historical thought in the Unit~d 

States into two distinct periods . North of the 49th Parallel, institut1onal1zed 

political , economic and administrative forces shdping Canadian cities have always 

had a dominant interpretive r ole amonq th~ir historians - ~ reflection of tnc d 1 t-



~r~nt h1st~r1~al cond1t1ons present ~t the trme oL urban h1story 's development 1n 
• n1ua dunnq the 197us. (9) 

~ltl a dtttcrent course of analys1s tak1nq hold Jmong ~orth Amer1can urban histor­

tans, ~hat l1es ..1head? Interpret1ng the past (despite the dec1ded advantages of 

hlnOSlqht) 1& a dlfficult enough chore; prcdict1nq the future can be an exercise 1n 

tut1l1ty, not to mention embarrassment. Yet, the near future in urban history 

promrs~s to produce a literature that is mo1e pol1cy- dnd publi~oriented than 

ln the past, a l1terature that will be produced tn part in non-academic settings . 

Wrtltng 1n this env1ronment will create sertous yuestions for urban scholars not 

becrluse contemporary issues will colour the questions they ask (despite contrary 

cldt~s that has dlways been the case for hrstorldns) , but rather because political 

.ln,J corpor,tte officials understand the power of histor·y and may prefer to overlook 

01 n.•tnterpret unpleasant aspects oJ: tho..! f?dSt. \vill the racist attitudes behind 

fe1.1Ct..1l houstng pol1cies, descr1bed by Kenneth '1', Jilckson in a recent Journal of 

' l' ,., 'lrticle, f1nd their way 1.nto d h1storic<tl report prepared by a govern-

llL'nl hl:;lort<ln?(lO) \hll thc delll;cratc \Llempts to deny 1rrunigrants access to tht-­

.. ltlC..Jl t r)cess b .. dts<·uss<.!d in hlstoltCcll bool<l<.•ts dtstributed to local corrunun-
l t H'S? ( l I .·:111 t~e preoccupation "Lth lnstorie structures now found among pres-

crvltLonlsts create u populdr historicul lltcr·atute th.1t rs qua1nt and pleasinq 

b~t acktnq a critlcal perspect1ve? Now thilt professronal urban histor1ans are 

rcplac1nq 'old men and women in tenn1s shoes' and lnformation officers, the question 

..1r1ses s to ~nether they nave won these pos1tions at the cost of independent analy­
'>lS . 

1 do not mean to imply that this dtlerruna Is pervasive or 1nevitable; nor am I 

wtlltng to conclude that the risks arc loo ~reaL to prevent historians from engaging 

tn th1s Ktnd of activity (if such 1s the case , iiS d historian for the Tennessee 

Valley Authority, I stand guilty). But I possess d haunting reservation that the 

Integrtty of historical inqu1ry con cerning the c1ty will be compromised without a 

concom1tanL 1mprovement in public perception or polrcy . This is a criti cal 1ssue 

thut tht' new wave of publ1c urban historians wtll huve to confront; a battle in 

U e bure,lU<. r..1t ic trenches less stimul<tting than , but ot equal importance to, the 

substanttvc mutter that they w1ll be res~atchrny In thr archives, because it will 

<ll!t(·rmlne ulttm<~tely ho·" that research maLe.rt.ll ts tnterpreted. This may be the 

prtce for relev~ncy (and to be more blunt, Lhe prJce tor JObs) that soc1al and 

urban hrstortans dur1ng the 1960s co~ld tgnore <~nd thos'-' of the 1980s cannot. On 

one leve~, the protess1on can no longer affotd the luxury of detachment . On another 

l~vel, ll lS a challenge and opportunity tnat deserves strict attentton , not only 

from those on the ]Ob hunt, but scholars eDsconcPa tn dCademia as well. 

And .-Jnu~ of t ose urban scholars who f1nd themselves in univers1ty teach1ng posi­

•t n ? ~h<~t ure ~v to make oF tnu1r re~Pnt 1nterest in the politics and econom1~s 

of urban d~velopment? It is ce~ta1nly u re1son1bl~ dpproach that promises to tell 

~s much about the process of urbanization . But will it be the core concept that 

"'' 1tcs the drscipline; the issue that serves uS a tocul point of debate and giv es 

urban ltlstory a dist1nctiveness which has evdded the subfield unt1l now? Two 

yuestLons arise : (1) if the political economy hols determined the shape of cities 

(<.~ st~lemenl With wh1ch I agree), what LS 1t about the urban building process that 

rakes lt un1guu? For e x ample , the poltttcul economy also has been a p rime factor 

5 

d dl.plomatlC and soctal nt~tory. ~n underst,m tng 

t d beyond a c 1 ty ' s bounrlarres, 

And c~rtalnly the forces of P t c 

IL least to the reg1on ~hrch ur­
econom1cs ex en and for analys~ng pol1t1 ~1 

Could uaKc urban hlstory a vehtcle '!'h1s approach rounds 1 t · 
~nd vcunomlc change over time. 

'l'he Cl ty .-JOIIld vmergc as a large and complex st qe 

1 . · tions .... as ml")st t.-Jentteth-ccntury 1ndustrta rzea na where the pol1tical economy of 

dramatrcally discussed and debated. 

dep~ndent framework for understand1ng 

state of autonomy for urban history . 

Although thlG approach provtdes a greater 1n­

city burldtng, 1 t still does not create 

If, 1 n the 1960s, the city was people, 1n th~ 
(2) Even 1f we torego 

1980s the cit has become a reflection of cconomtc process . 
y ·,-, how are we to respond to · .· b t the distinctiveness of utbdn h1~to~y , a d1scuss1on a ou . · found tn ~ 

. . 1 . that capitalism and planning ~re incompattble , a conclus1on 
(One ustons 

1 
t 

0 
ramme 1n 

mber of confe rence papers, including my own un the qreenbe t own pr g 
nu States and J . David Hulchanski ' s dtscusston of the trtals and trtbu-
the United • . t ( 1 2) t!ow-
lation s of Thomas Adams in Canada during the ectrly part of th1s cen ury. ade 

ever accurate they may be , are t hese cunclus 1ons not as self-ev1dent as those 

1 n the 19 60s'? Perhaps the ques tH n shuu ld Le n"cas t: tnstead of draw1n0 m1cro-

ltm1 tattons of plctnnrng in capitaltst countrtes, polttical conclusions about the 
d focus our dtscusston at the mtcro-'"e should acknowledge thts as ~ gtven cm · 

'l'l•e plann n•• experlencc 1 n caprtalist Canada has been a1ffcr nt pol1ttc.1l level. • ' 
. cap 1 t 1 t 1st ntted ~tates . hhat ·c un~ than tnaL of cap1tal1st Great Srrtatn t 

ror these dlfferences? Urban hl~torlans, and ~ore spe~tftcally h1stortans of ur 

d "~nhastze th~ d 1strn·tl ns "1th1n cap1tal1st · untrr and reg1onal planning shoul ~..- . 

d P lanntnq dS..l pornt of departur<' rather t n c -using po itical antipathy towar 

Peter Smith os confen:nce puper, • Th•~ 1'\m...,ru.:anizatlon of the A .... berta t tnation. wh 
o hl.nted of Lh o possib1 llttes opened to h1o;tortans Plann1ng System in the 1920s 

move 1n this direction. 

Only r 1nd mole ut:. 1 t 1 ty among poltcy- makers and thus on­Such an ..1pproach would not 
1 1 would provide a KUtt~blc form t o the new direction olmong urb,ln l11storians, )Ut a so . 

point for launching comparative studle~. One of the maJor objectives of the Guelptl 

e the urban cx~ertencc 1 n Canada and the United St<ttes, or conference was to compar ' 
. in the brochure to detcrm1 nc 'to what extent does the borlLr as succinctly stated 

make cl difference?' This proved the most oifticult conference goal to attarn: 

commentators struggled to relate themes that often vaguely fitted together; or 
· · R d d 1n the sesston on ' Urban Ut1l1ties and Scrvtces', wisely dectded, as Patr1c1a oy l . ~ 

ld stand on thetr o~n mer1ts ~1thout her havtng ~o that three excellent papers cou 

llnks that d ld not ~x 1 st. (13) Presenting these problems does establ1sh historical 
b tucies ~or do I mean to s q-not const1tute an tndictmcnt of comparative ur on 5 · 

ld • b lon~d L1ke public ~rban hrstory, gest that attempts of th1s kind shou ·~ 1 anu ' · 
vc't, th" dl~cuss 1 on 1 n many sess1ons revealed the difftculty 1t ts ~orth the r1sk. ·~ ~ ~ 

Com•>aratlvc fr 3mc~orK crlsed on working t1tles and one 1agc of ltntnq up papers in a < 

' t worked better tf the rcserlrch tnd c~bstracts . The comparative 3n.tlyslS mt'J•1t hlVc' 

WtlLlnq was done by one person , but evun l h~'rt no subst1tute ex1sts for imaglnatlon 

- Ll1CJlL'diCI1t5 not di • ferent from those requu ud <.~nd wtdc-ranying conceptual1sation 

for ..1ny qood historical monograph . Th~ tdGt th1L you need greater Joscs ' t tl1e.;e 

ingrl..)dients for comparatrve urban hi.stoty make~; 

Jifferent tram the rest of the profcss1on. And 

tt more difficult, 

however simplistic it may seem , 1t 

lH not ~omparative analysis per se , but how .tnd \vhy the comparrson is ma<..ic wh1ch 

dPtermrnes the quality of the outcome . 



Th~te may b~ one subJect a r ea where compar i sons a r c lr kc l y t o c o nsistently enlight­

en the drscussion ; t ha t is , in an analysrs of plannrng history. Here you have a 

r ady-mRde comp~rrson found in the archrvcs where 1 rrch i nternational dialogue hati 

exr ted srnce the trme of nrncteenth- century utop r an soc r a lists (and even befo re as 

thP olonral Ne~ lngland towns may be seen ~s products of European idea s and 

Amerrcan envrronmenta l conditions) . 

At the Guelph con fe r ence , one o f thL l i ve l iest ses s i o n s wa s ' Planning Resource-

8,1sed Communities ' where Oi v a Saa rr nen .. md John Gnrdncr c ompared the history of 

srngle enterprise (o r what i n t he Un ited S L<1tcs ,u e CO!lUllOnly referred to as company­

towns) . (1 4 ) Wi th commo n h isto r ical r oo t s und econom i c goals , these unique com­

munitr0s prov ide a n e xce lle nt hi storrcal labo r a t o ry f o r comparing the Canadian­

Am~tlcan u r ban e xpe r1ence. Al t h ou gh v i rtually ~b senL f rom the conference (except 

tor Lh~ session on Ca nad ian Pro v inc1al Planni ng I~gislation, which iro nically was 

on~ of the fe w wr t hout a comparat ive fr.rmework ) , the no ted twentieth - century planner 

TllOm<ls Adams provrdes a n e xcel l ent opportun1ty fo r e xploring planning history in 

Gteut Brltarn , Canada a nd t he United States . AddmS began h is career in 190 4 as 

s~cr~tary of the English Garden Cities Assoc1ation ; the n in 1914 mo ved acr oss t he 

Atlantrc to ~orK as Town Plann1ng Advisor to the Canad1an Commrssi o n of Conser­

va~lan ; and reached the apex of his car~~r dS thu Drrector o f the Russel l Sage 

Founda~ron ' s Regional Plan of New York but~een 1922 and 1932 . Th r o u g ho ut hr s 

trauscontrncntal career , Adams marntainud a con" t ant dralogue with other planning 

theorrsts and prac t itioners ; his lrfe ' s work 1nt~rsected wrth that of Ebenezer 

t!oward , Rol.ymond Unwin , Lewis :-tumford , Cutilcrrnu l:laucr , Fr ederr c A. Delano and many 

uthets . It is wrthin t he professron.:tl plannrny communrty , whether in the 19 30s o r 

l~dOs , thdt compa r ative a nalysis holds the greatest pt om i se simply because the 

~ump~r1son rs found wi thin t he historicul tecord und no t imposed on the past as 

' uftcrtacts ' by the historian . In t ernaLion<ll r escd r ch ma y prove as fruitful in 

.->t udu.:s on Llw cultural a nd social h i story o f a r c h r l cc ture since here again we are 

d~Jlrng with intellectual c r oss - currents a nd even d t rtnsn a ti o nal languag e that 

forms nn 1ntegral part of t he development of architcctut c as b o th art i stry and the 

physrcal embodrment of socia l i deals . Comparisons in ethnicity , demography and 

other hrstorical elements popular within the profcssron during the late 19 60 s will 

provu , I belreve , much less productive . The variables a r e too numerous; the 

rese~rcn requirements too broad; and the l1nkages too vag ue for consistently 

rns1ghtful conclusions . The s a me may be true of hrs t o rr cal works that interpret 

the drfferences rn urban form and values as an e xprcss1on o f cultural preference. 

The most provocatrve sess ion a t the confe r ence was one approprrately titled 

'Compar1nq Recent Canad1an - American Ur ban Development'. Here presenters John 

~crcer and Mr chael A . Goldberg posited the 1ntr igu r ng hypo thes i s that the differ­

ences in the Canad r a n-Ame r ican u r ban e x pe r rcnce cou l d be best understood by com­

parrng the value structure u pon wh r ch the cons t itution of each nation was built : 

• ... if~ . liberty a nd t he pursu it o f hap prncss ' fo r the Un 1ted States ; 'li fe , liberty 

..t.nd secu r rty ' for Canada . ( 15) A tou r of To r on t o dur r ng the last day of the con ­

ferenct• le n t credence t o thi s argumen t . The c ity' s e f fi c iency and tid i ness contrast 

vrvrdly with Lhe chaos and de cay f o und in urban centre s south of the border . Yet , 

llo',l •rt· ·le t (J .H:count fo r cl ns s .t rH..I l"olC J <t l tll f f t• J <'n ee :; within th i s sweepin<J gener-

" is1t1on? And are we to assume that thLse n nt ion1l v o lues are eternal and there ­

•ore u~ts1de the torces of hist~rrcal ch a nge? The ve ry ~oldness of the idea makes 
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it intrig ui ng but t o ass i gn 
a shor t hand cultural descrrptron to a natron of 25 

Stcttes may un]ustrfrabl'f level . d ~ o r 225 mr llron lik8 the Unrted 
mill ion l ike Can a nal and sacral drfferences found wrthin each nation. 
the bro ad r a nge o f regro h . oints of similarrty - des-

b d "f ferent from New York Clty butt err p 
Toro nto may e 1 th the sr~rlarrtlPS 

bor de r between them - may be greater an 
pite t h e inte rnat ional Thrs cultural preference 

c d Houston , or Los Anqeles . 
between Ne w Yo rk ity an Am · an studres or cui-

the same problems tl111t plague errc 
appro a c h may f a ll p r ey to b t national character, 

The broad gener~lrz~trons a ou tural histo ry p r og r ammes . 

s tar tl l ng at f i r st , lose their 
· d often cannot wrth-glinunc..;r upon clos,. scrutrny an 

s t a nd t he inspe c t ion of scholarly a nalys1s . 

cent artrcle ~valuattnq ·1 · h "sto r y? ' was the opening bt<ttL!m~.cnt rn o1 r~.: 
' Wht t he r ur )an 1 · bl ente>ndrc 11., 

· h. the field (16) Whether int~;:nd"d or not, the dou e • 
tre nds wJt 1 n · · f decl1n1n 

k d qualrty for a hrstor1cal profess1on sufferrng rum 
~ h art> blac come y h U . ted Stat~ ..Jh( r 

· 11cu'ty (At least rn t e nr ~, s tu lent en r olmen ts and an dgetng ' ... · · 
< t thnse approachrng rcttr -

deny r n<j younge r f...lculty members ten.lr<.' , not buying ou 1 n 

t has bee n t he common practice fot r~duc.lnq faculty Slze . ) Yet, tne Gu~ p 
men ' d l lthy 1ntclle -

d l.splayed a vrtalrty und drvelYlLY t~~t 1ndrcate a lea confe r ence 
h h Joys certaln d1st1nct 

f r the subfield of urbln hlstory, w re en tual st.1te 
It is a relat~vety new over more tradrtional hrstorrcal rnqu1r1es . 

advan t ages and culttvatlon. 
f r eld ~here much of tne intellectual terr<nn a•.,,.uts explanatron 

Othe r discipl r nes , notably urban gcogr«phers, planner5 and sociologrsts nave a n 

d rrect rnte r e st not only in rcvre~rng the hrstorlcal lrterature, but also ln eo -
u b studies also have a d1rcct trrb u t ing to a n unde r s t anding of the urban past . r an 

p ubl r c a pplrcabilr ty bo t h in t~rms of crttzen lnterest ln housing and communrty 

Pe r spec t r ve it can provtde on contemporary urban polrcy. deve l opme n t , and t he 
1 ldvantages - and to what end - remaJns But whe t her urban his t o r ians nurture t1e~~ 

LCl be s e en. 

To vr~w urb an i zatio n a s a un iq ue prOCL!!;S , whtch has been a central question wrthrn 

the t nte rn a l p r o f essional debate SlnC<' the I'J40S r 
wrll drvorce the c1ty from tn• 

poltt r cal and economic forces that h~ve <JlVett the urban env.lronment its physrcal 

It leads to the assumpt 1 on that urbanrzation is a naturdl pro­.. md social form . 
outsrdr the forces ot th0 pol1t1ca1 cess , :~lthough ironically manm<>de, wlncn mov s 

economy . Urba n 1sm , a s Oavrd Harvey has noted , rs not an lndependent var1ablc; 

f h eh to capture some salrent fc1ture rathe r 1t provrdes 'a vantage ~o1nt row w 1 
~p·•rating 111 ~oc 1 Ly as a ~hole - it becomes, as lt w ru, rn the sac r al processes ~ 

a mr rro r r n whrch other aspects ot society cw be reflected '. (17) Or to par<~-

1 C t l ls the crtv 1s a stage ..1here sacral classes and forces det r-pn r asc Manue as e , - . 
d d ed (lb) It urban hrstorrans cnoose to vrew the mine how u r ban resour ces are rvr · 

h t h wrll do a disscrvrce to both the public ana polrcy­c rty rn o t her way s t en ey 

1 Th stuoy of crtres will reach an 1nt~llectual makers, as we l l as t o t hcmse vcs . ~ 

l· nevr·tabrlr·ty of naturll process will domrnate the scholatl~ c u l - de - s ac where the 

discussron as it does much of the p ubltc dr.tloyue. The f 1e l d will be flooded by 

narratives that describe , b ut fail to an<llysl! , urban developme n t . Or we will be 

· ot quuint hrstoric n e r ghbourhoods and gcn-left with a preservationis t precept1on 
· 1 over the city ' s histo r ic role as dn arent1 Lcel s oc ial e xchan ges that cas t a ve r 

o f suc1 ~ l conflict. 

rev,~:oled Lh,\t Llw n"w social and urban history ot the Th us t he Gue l p h c o nfe re n ce ~u 

19 60s was not s o mu c h misd i rected as tncomplcte . r0 see the city as a conta1ncr 
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"'her.• \CHlous soc1al cla sses coped Wlth a tap1dly chcmg1ng environment is a useful 

~ndc1vout, but to complete the h1storical picture and analysis one must add the 

rl1m~ns1on of power, econom1 c and polit1cal power that se ts the rules through which 

the var1ous urban players operate . The subf i eld of urban history has not been 

completely devoid of this approach : the work of tletbert Gutman , Sam Bass Warner, 

Jt., clnd most recently Alan Dawley , point 1n th is d J.rec tion; and David llarvey and 

~~~nuel Castells have studied urbanism from an explicit Marxist paradigm where 

pol1ttcs , economics a n d class are inseparable from the process of urban growth . (19) 

Thete was ~ sense among the con ferees , however , that the urban history of the 

l9b0s was now being ecl ipsed by the new professional concerns of this decade , a s 

lt one scholarly approach could exi st only at the e XIJe nse of the other . Let us 

tlO(.Jt.! not . 

'l'llc urb.1n history of the 1980s c.tlls for .tn ,Jnalysis of institutionalized urban 

fOlltt<.'dl 111d cconom1c power 1n ill of 1L:. f.1cut::,- not only us it 1 s CX!Jtess..:d und 

llnplemcnteJ hy those ·.vho rule, but al .o ho·.v it ts lntet(.lrcted by the power le s s 

~10 must l1ve .v1th or combat these rules. rhe ctty 1s both 1ndividua ls and in-

s~1tut1ons that vie for a share of limtted urban resources . The agenda for urban 

h1stor1ans in the 1980s is to analyse these personal1ties and organizattons w1th1n 

the context of the political economy, a dlrection that would encompass quest1ons 

ot people and po.ver, form and process . It would weld the concerns of urban 

h1stor1ans of the 19b0s wtth those of the 1980s . It would enlarge the urban 

<.~rena to include all issues that fall Wlthin 1ts boundarie s and transform the 

study of the c1ty into an approacl1 that embodtes the socia l and political processes 

opera t 1ng in the whole of society . It would combine questions of theory Wlth 

h1story's greatest asset- narrative, emp1r1cal studies . The agenda is an im­

poslng one , but if urban h istory is to fulfil! its promtse , the process must be­

gin undur these assumptions . Although the conference at Guelph did not do so 

explicltly, 1.ts disparate components called for such an intellectual scaffolding . 

Indeed , the va r1ety fou nd in urban historical s tudies could prove its greatest 

...ISS0t , 1nstead of 1ts most d1scussed llubJ.lity . (20) 

}. 

2 . 

~ 0 

DANIEL SCHAFFER 
His tor1an 
Tennessee Valley AuthortLy 

For u complete listing of the part1c1pants clnd papers , see the confe rence 
brochurl:! ' Canadlan- Arnerican Urban Development : A Comparat1ve Urban History 
Conference ', Un1vers1ty of Guelph , Ont1rio . 

fhe term ' botton: up ' is der1ved from Jesse Lcm1sch , ' The Amer1can Revolut1o n 
Seen froiT' the Bottom Up ', in Barton J . Bernstci n (ed . ) JO~Jards a 'lew Past : 

~·· n•vtJ "s.;?.J3 ir; Ar;.,r · ·an 1 . .;tory (N . Y., 1968) . Although applied to his anal­
ysls of the American Revolution, the term soon became associated with the full 
sweep of new social history monogLaph& produced during the 1960s . 

Discuss1ons on the na ture of American urban htstory a re almost as voluminou s 
us the topical monographs themse lves . For the earliest discuss ions on urban 
history ' s methodology and approach , see William Diamond, 'On the Dangers of 
an Urban Inte rpretation of Histo ry' , in Eric Goldman (ed . ) Historiography and 
Ur•ban~zation : Essays in American Hiator•y in 1/onor> r>j' '"· Stull lloZt (Baltimore , 1941). 
Th1s wa s Diamond 's influential c ritique of Arthur Schlesinger Sr. ' s path­
break ing a r ticle , 'The City in Americc.1n History ', Missis sippi Valley Histor>ical 
Rev· w (June 1940) . For the past twen ty years, Eric E . Lampard has been a 
trenchant obse rver of trends in urban h 1sto1y, forcing urban historians to 
l1ft their heads from the 1rchives ...1nd to t hink about where they are going . 

4 0 

5 0 

6 0 

7 0 

8 . 

9 0 

10 0 

ll 0 

'J 

1n the Econom1cally !ldvdnced Arcu , , 
E E Lampard, 'The t11Story of Clt1CS 1955). ' American Hlstor1ans ana the 

S~~~ m~·~c•'' ~~l· pment .ma Ccl:-ta•al_Chang (J:nuaRry . ' (O~tober 1961); 'The Pursult of 
'• . , "i:.l'l.'l"' hsol' ·a '"" i ' rv~n-St dy of urban 1zat1on ' ~ d Opt1ons in Arner ea , 

. u . ess ln the C1ty : Changlng Opportunlt1es an r1'tique o~ Lampard's earlier 
11app1n . . , ,..0 ·ietu ( 19 7 3 J For a c '" 

11 
?CtWI'l.' vJ' ~h~ Rojal lhst ~ c~~v.,~ ' The Urbiln~ZdtlOn Process: An Approac~9~~) lS;,or 
observations, see Roy u :•, ·:t> 1,. t t~t. of Plar.r:er>s (January o · 
to rical Research ', J~t.r•nal OJ t~e A~ r~e ;lnci"' future 'of urban history, see Sam !31SS 

more recent observat1ons on t e s cJ b . .;,ntist n;ovember-Decemb<.!.C 1977); 
. t , Am r ·.::z> , 1VtO 'r 1 oJ ~ H 

warner , Jr ., ' Urban ~ ls o~y ' u ban lllstory: Towards an Interdisc1pl1nary 1S-
Theodore Hershberg , The e~ r . t (November 1978); Michael Fr1sch, 

C · t • Jo rnaL o ul'b·l• ,, " or:~ , H · t . ar. 
tory of the l Y • ·' • 1 f Recent H1storiography , ts Ol'.f ·" 
'i\merican Urban History as a~ E~amp.c o ' The Problem with Urban lilstory: Rcflec-
Theor·y (October 1979); James E . r~:>ntn, 1 .• ·• (Winter 1979 - 1980); Mtchael 

M t'ng ' ur>barn•mRjlt m 11"•"''" 
ti ons o n a Recent ee 1 ' :· . 'nd Prospect ' , Tf!A .rournt~ of Am>?t•tc.::m 
H Ebner , ' Urban Histo ry: Retros~uct <.lb noled practitioners 1n the field 
H;:s~O!'!J (June 1981). For <;>bscrva to~::; -~ M Stave r;.., Making of UY'i '.ln flictOI'J." 
b - d on insightful intervtews , see ruc' · • 
~~~::or•iogr>aphy thr>ough Ol'al HiJtor·y (Bevcrly llills , 1977). 

5 Jlly Lrlced to the 1968 Yale 
'l'he birth of the new urban h1story 1S u u.. l str~al cities whlch led 
ve rsity Confe rence on nlneteenth century ~~~~ S<~nnett (eds : l t.i~.e en' t r-. 
publication of Stephen Thern~trorn ,~nd Rlc ' 19 .9) The conference repre ented 

"o"t.i<J;;· t-SSl:iS in t;h;.. l•'-, Ur>ba'l dt,"tOJ', (New !!oven, 1 of ~ntellectual ferment .vit-h.ln 
· f intense five-yeJr pcr1oc o 

the culm1nat1on o an w h the publ 1cdt1on of Stepnen Thernstrom, 
t he emerging subfleld begln~l:'g . 1

t.: ,, 
1

, ··t, (Cambr1cqe, 1964). 
1 , r>+.' p·d ?I"O,il'•'3S: 5.J' ·al \:ob1.l ty '· 1 ' • ' • • 

1 rr~ ~rom the most promtnent practltton­
Some of the most penetrattn~ cr*~lClS~r~~ 'RPflect1ons on the ~e~ Urban 
ers l n the f1el~ - - se~ Step ~n . r~~so s~e Laurence Veysey! 'T~e ·~e~' Soclal 
Hi story ', iheda~u" (Sprlnfg~:~71l an H1stor1C.:ll ,\rltlng', Relne.'f' n A'Ct r 'l' 
H1 story 1n tne Context o er1c 
'i~stcr•y (Harch 1979) . 

hat domlndted the f1eld of urban hlStory 
for examples of t he uroan ~lograp~t:sp~stwar perlod see Bess.e L . Pterce, 
prior to 1-lorld War II and lur1ng (N 'y I J37-19 11; Bayrd Still, \li wa,,k , 

his~or'<l of Chi..:a')o. Three vo ~~~~); in:~~~~ McKelvey , .oc:r.est...z•, 4 volumes (Cambr1dge 
Hi;;tor•y oJ" ';he City (Madison , Constance M. Green , k'l:'' ng~.:m , 2 volumes (Pr1nc~.:ton , 
and Rochester, 194 5-1 961); 
1962 - 1963) 0 

. . , , . 1 ,r 1ved from Lubove , ' The UrbanizdtLon 
The term 'city bu7ldlng .proccss 1~ ~~d i.l critique of Lampard ' s emphasis on 
Process '. Lubove s artlcle constl t~r cal studi~s · he called instead for an 
demography as the key to urfba~thl~uil~1ng over ti~e ' with an emphasis on 
a nalysis ' of the process o Cl Y 
technology a nd social change, as well ns demography . 

b 1'rnnsporlat 1on: A second View of the Horse­Clay McShane, ' Innovation 1n Ur ~n u 

car , Trolley and Automobile'. 

For examples of the current Canad1an 
Alan J 0 Artlbise (eds 0 ) I 1'1;., u.·~b' 
.:ity (Tor o nto , 19 79) and Trze '1r~ad· m 

11terature, see Gilbert A . Stelter an? 
. lan "<~ r .oLiti.:s ir: ~;c '1od !" "arta .. 

l' '--r .Uistor•, (Toronto, 1979) . ," ..... lj...... ;j(J. 11 :J 

'Race , Ethn 1 c 1 ty, 1nd Real Estate Appraisal: The Home 
Kenneth T. JacJ<son, d · · t·on ' or>'-' •• 
Owners Loan Corporat1on ana t he Fedetul Hous1ng A m1n1stra 1 , • < ~ 

r>i 1>• .:..·tor>~, , (August 1980). 

P . Hajs could serve as a useful 
See !lays, 'The Politics of Retorm 
E.ra ', 1:: • .: :.o1 th· .·t ~:...Jr•c r J, 

Fo r example , the pioneer1ng work of • ~~uel 
mode l for case studies of urban pol1t1cs. 
1 n Mun icipal Government in the Ptoyress1vc 
(Octobe r 1964) and ' 'l"he Changtny Polll1Ccll, Structl.re 
i\merica I I Joul'l o.l or IIJ•b m !/",·cor•; (Novcmbet l 971) 0 

·of the City in Industr1al 

12 0 

• · d t dl i\mer1ca : The Controversy Over F . D.R. ' s 
Danie l Schaffer, ResettlLng In us 11

1 h k ' The o r 1gins of urban Land Use 

I J. 

Grcenbelt Town Program ; J . Dav1d 1\u c ans 1 • 
Planning in Ontario, 1900-1946 '. 

· c 1 ary 1890-1 930' · Murk Rose, Mux For an , 'Electric Power und N<~tur.1l t.;,1s tn u 9 • • . 
Heat in Denver and Kansas City , 1900-1940 ' ; Douglas Baldwtn , 

: ~t~~~ga~~ofits vs. Community services: The Provi~ion of Publl c Health and 
Fire Protection in a Northe rn Ontarto Min1ng Town · 
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14. O.lV<I St~utlnez, , 'Single I::nt"rpr1se Commuznt:ies rn Norlhern Ontar1o '; John 
Gu1dne1, ' The Architecture and l::nvitonmcnt of the :-todel Company Town in 
1\ .,·England'. 

John ~etcer and ~ichael A. Goldberq , ' Value Dtfferences and The1r Meantng 
for t:rban De\·elopment in Canada and Lhe USA '. 

lb. Debot'i\h S . Gardner , ' Amer.lcan Urb<~n ltistory : Power , Society , and Artifact', 
• ·, • l· i • • •or·J, (Fa 11 1 9 8 l ) . 

17. D.l\'td Hatvey , Jo..:irl Jta:tice l>.d t"' l' ~-~· (London , 1973) , 16 . 

ltl . ~lanuel Castells , City , Clacs a•.d Por.>eT' (N .Y., 19 78) , 2 . 

19. Herbert G. Gutman, Work, Culture mi .)ov'ety: tssay:;; in American Working-Class and 
.:;,,•iJl Hi:;tor•y (N.Y . , 1976); Sam Bdss \~arner, J t., St1•eetcar Suburbs: 1'he Process 
..>. • ;ror.>th in Boston 1870-1.?00 (Cambridge, 1 962); '/'!~<• /'r£vnte Cit-y : PhaadeLphia in 
1' II'C< Pt?rivds oj' ,·+-s Gror.>tlt (Philadclph.l<l , 1968) ; ALm Oawley , CLasa and Comnwzity: 
r,. ndl~..;t'f'ial Revo'ution in Lynn (Cambrid<JC I M.:tS S<IChusetts I 1976) . 

20 . Calls for this broad approach to urban hislory are not new . Roy Lubove's 
emphasis o n the 'city-building process' , which he argued would 'help 
clarify the elusive relationship between personality, social organi zation 
and environment ', po1nted in the same direct1on ; although Lubove placed 
more emphasis on technology and less on pol.ltics and economics than I a m 
sugqest1ng here . See Lubove , ' Urban1.zation Process '. 

Mccti ngs and Con ferenc c<., 

URBAN MORPHOLOGY AND URBAN DESIGN 

An eclectlC group of nearly forty 

hlstorical geographers , architects , 

planners and historians of varl.ous 

h d at Lake Hall 111 persuasions gat ere 

the University of Birmingham for the 

summer meeting of the IBG Urb an 

Geography Study Group on 5 - 6 July 

1 982. The growing literature of 

English urban morpholog i cal studies 

of the past twenty years has re­

cently come to the attention o~ ur­

ban designers l.n Britain whose 

approaches have until now been dom­

rnated by the artistic/townscape 

approach of autho rs such as Thomas 

Sharp and Gordon Cullen , and the be­

havioura l traditlOn of Kevl.n Lynch, 

Donald Appleyard and Jane Jacobs . 

This tnterest of planners and archi­

tects in urban morphology sprlngs 

rrom an appreciation tha t the prac­

tice of u r ban design in other parts 

of Europe , particularly i n Italy , 

France and Belgium, has a different 

and much more ' morphological' basis . 

The con ference was intended to ex ­

plore the links , paral le ls and dlv­

ides between these two morphological 

appr oaches and precirculated P~9ers 

ensured t hat a substant1al amount of 

ttme was g.1ven over t o discussion . 

]] 

The conference opened with two papers 

by George Gordon (St r a t hclyde) and 

Tony Sutclrffe (Sheff ield) which pre­

sented an outline of the geographtc\1 

and histor1cal contributions to u r ban 

morphological studies. 

Michael Conzen (Chicago) presented 

a preliminary outline of his inves ti­

gation in to the morphol ogy of the 

North American city befo re 1914 . The 

study concentra ted upon the c ities 

of Boston a nd Omaha . Boston is the 

most l.rregular city tn the US ln 

f l'ts plan and has a devPlop­tPrms o 

zn•'ntn t history of more th Jn thrC'e ~n-

turics bcfore 191 4. By contrlst Omllld 

was founded only l.n 1854 dnd was suo-

JCCt to d period of exploSlVC growth 

reaching a population of 100,000 in 

only 17 years . 

Three p<~pers followed on urban conser­

vation which served to raise many of 

the lssues with which the confArcncP 

was concerned in practical form. 

Oavid Lowenthal (UCL) discussed the 

necessary balance between preservation 

lnd change in urban conservatton; 

Deryck Holdsworth (Toronto) gave an 

eloquent demonstration of the Nay l.n 

wnlch phys1cal conservation ln late 

n1neteenth century areas of Toronto 

had lntenslf1ed ' gentriflcat.lon' of 

these areas to the detriment of the1r 

socl.al conservation, and Robert Fennell 

(Chlchester District CouncLll ~nolysed 

the effects of a planning schem~ ln the 

north-west sector of Chichester Clty 

centre upon its morphology and town-

scapc . 

~ group of papers from staff and stu­

dents of the Oxford Polytechnic Joint 

centre for Urban Design introduced 

part1.c1pants to the morphological 

1nterests of planners and archttects . 

Georgia Grzan -Butina detailed a re­

search methodology for studyrng the 

oeveloprr.ent of urban form 1n an urban 

des 1 gn context , applying the method 

to ;'I number of Yugoslavi<tn h1stor1c 

ctttcs . Dav1d Whitham descr1.bed re­

cent developments in the tcchntques 

of hous1ng - quality surveys and how 

these could be appl1ed ln htstortc 

towns , and Ivor Samuels summartscd the 

work of a school of urban design ~rch­

itects in Italy who are largely unknown 

in the English - speaking world . Italy 

has consis tently 1gnored the townscape 

techniques of English practit1oners 



~lth Its 0mpha sls on fac a dl.sm and 

lnSteld h~s tollowed the l. deas of 

the ' Scuol~ ~u r atorl.ana ' , a group 
ot archttcc t s tra l.ned . V . l.n e n 1.ce under 

the l l te Saverlo Murator i in t h e 
lQSOs . 

The confe r ence concluded w1 t h two 

p~pcrs by Jeff Bl shop (Bri s t ol) and 

Btl In Goodey (Ox ford Po l y t echnic) . 

Blshop desc ri bed t he resul ts of r e ­

cent rcsedrch i nto t he d " 1ve r gent 

perceptions of r esidents a nd f p r o es-
stonal architects a nd pl anners as to 
the u t ban design of Ml."lton Ke ynes. 
Khere~s the designers were convinced 
that d1 ve 1·gence from the Maste r Plan 

t'l.:~d resulted in a poore r t own , the 

resl.ctents concel.ved ~1-l t . · on Keyncs 

ds ~ scrles of discre t e a nd h i ghly 

lm~qcable Vlllages wbl I k • c 1 wa r ed out-

st.:~ndl.ngly well . Goodey e xplo r ed 

tne possthllltles of b rl·n . g 1ng the 

geographlcal techniques of pla n ana ­

lysis lnto compatibi l ity Wlth the 

requlrements of u r b an desig n and of 

how people experience t he pla n s of 

places in which t hey live and wo r k . 

It was ag r eed t ha t urban morphology 

was not yet able to te ll pla nners a nd 

drchitccts how t o e xercis e a socially 

responsible design service to the 

~ommunity but that the need was as 

preHslnq as ever Sl.nce his t oric towns 

we r~ full of the v1sit1ng cards of 

tnd1v1dual 1 h t re 1 ects oass i ng through . 

The conference had opened n ew and 

usc:ul contacts a d 11 n a agreed tnat 

tnese should be mal.ntal.ned . 

TERRY SLATER 
Un l versity o f Birmi ngham 

'l'HE ORIG I NS AND DEVELOPMENT OF IRI SH 

PLANNI NG 

Pl a nning hi story in I r e l and is alive 

a nd well . 

membe r s h i p 

co nc l us 1o n 

Despite a sma l l Group 

the r e , this must be the 

from the Dub l in Confe r e nce 
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wh i ch t ook p lac e i n September 1982 . 

Dr Mi chae l Bannon had brought t I og e t wr 

~ clu t ch o f goo d papers and lS to be 

cong r atu la ted fo r ma king t he overal l 

~rrangement s , s o s atis f ac t orily lac ed 

WJt h t ypical Ir ish hospita lity. The 

(ol l o wt ng notes do no t pre t e nd t o be 

a n a de q ua te summa ry o f a l l th a t t ra n­

s p ire d , me t ely a brief i nd i ca t i o n o f 

t h0 ma i n thrust o f t he papers and a 

r e mi nd e r o f the gro und cove r e d c . · o p 1es 

o f i nd i vidu a l pap e r s ma y be o btaine d 

(rom Dt Ban no n at the cos t of copying 

a nd s urf ace ma i l . 

Dr Ar nold ll o rner began by describing 

the main features of u r ban growth ln 

lhP Dubli n r eg i o n sinc e the late 19th 

centu r y , r e ferri n g particularly t o 

popul ltion c hang e , a nd 

Ol: •he bu1l t-up area . 

the e x pans1o n 

Against th1s 

bockground he e xam1ned some of the 

m~l.n fu.lturus of planning duri ng the 

S<~mc perlod, c ommenti ng on t rends , 

p r oblems a nd theme s i n the de ve l opmen t 

of the Dub lin ci t y r egion . He no ted 

t he g r eat length o f time wh i c h may 

e l apse b e t ween t he e me r g e nc e of a n 

i dea and its acceptanc e a n d impl emen t ­

ation . l l t ook 50 years f o r the ad ­

mint s tra t i ve r efo r ms a d voca ted i n 1881 

to be pu t into e ffect. I t took 30 

years af t e r the f i rs t regional plan­

nlng legtsla t ion before a r egional 

plan "'as a c tually commi s s i o ned . Twen­

ty ye~rs e lapsed a fter t he housing 

enqJlry of 19 14 be f o re any appreciab l e 

campa t gn wa s moun ted to tackle the 

hous tnq p r o blem. Abercrombie 's plan 

was p r epared in 191 4 , but a c ity plan­

nl.ng s ec t ton was not es tabl i shed until 

ovet 20 yea r s la ter. Simil a r obse r-

V<lt l o n s could d no oubt be o ffered in 

respec t o f the p lann i n g of most cities 
und Dubl in ' seems to be no e xceptio n . 

During th i s l on g lead time Du b l in is 

dlso characterised by a c onti n uing 

confli c t be t h ween t e central c ity and 

lls pl! r i phe r y . I n 188 0 t he s t r uggle 

wa s be tween Dub lin Co rporatio n and 

the vested tnte r ests in the townshtps 

wh1ch surro unded 1t . Even t od ay t hcru 

is sha r p opposi t ion between the Corp­

o r ation a n d t he County Co unc l.l . Th e 

natu r e o f the insti t ut ion a l f ramework 

fo r c ity plann i ng was t o e merge o n a 

n umbe r o f occasio n s d ur in g the Con fe r­

e nce as a major con s t raint . 
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Or Mary Daly e xami ned h o u s ing condi­

tions i n Dublin between 1880- 1920 , a nd 

desc r ibed the ge nes i s o f h o u s ing r eform . 

She remarked that the a dminist r ative 

st r ucture and t he finan cial basis fat 

c i t y ho u s ing polic y a t tha t t ime was 

vtrtually i dentical with that 1n 

l:.ng l and and \-Jale s ; t he impulsP beh1nc! 

ph l l.ln t h ropt~ housing scheme s w ts also 

s 1m1lar . Howe ver , Dubl t n ' s socto­

eco nom l c s t ru c ture t h en differed con­

siderab l y fro m mo st Br it i sh cit 1es , 

and tts l oca l admin istra ti o n concen­

trated o n the assertion o f Ire l and ' s 

right t o self-dete r minatio n a t t h e ex­

pense of loca l municipal interests . 

Th i s p r o v ides a n impo r tan t c o nte x t for 

t h e eva l uation of t he Dubli n h ousing 

q ue st i o n . Of the e x istence o f a ser­

ious hous ing p r ob l em there can be no 

d o ubt : t h e city ' s o c c upational and in­

corn<' st r ucture was t he basis of both 

poo r hous tng a nd ill - h e alth . Yet unt1l 

19 13/19 14 the r e is little ev1dence of 

urgency , e ither from t h e gene r al rubllC 

o r the Corporatio n, fo r housing r eform . 

This l ack o f political comm1tme n t con­

t r a sts marked ly wtth the attention 

g1ve n t o the soc 1 al a nd economic prob­

lems o f r ural I r eland . I r ish c 1 t 1es 

we r e po llttcally weak, a nd even the 

Roman Cathol i c clergy gave more at t en­

tion t o t he land q u e s t i o n t han bad 

urba n housing . Or Da ly ' s paper i s a 

h i g h qual i t y o ne, and was de live r e d 

with g r e at panach e . 

Another pap e r o n Dubli n hou s i ng was 

give n by Fr e d Aalen , who described the 

working class hous i n g move ment 1n the 

c1ty between the mid l~th century ond 

1920 , once aga1n a pape r go1ng into 

great deta1l which repays close read1ng. 

It g1ves a ve r y thor ough examl.nJpl?n of 

the butldtng of wo rk ing class d Nc l1ngs, 

the problems of the Dubll.n Artis~nG ' 

Dwellings Company , the Iveagh Trust and 

othe r assoc1.ations , together w1th the 

contributtons of Dublin Corporation 1n 

tts housing es t ates between 1883 and 

1~ 1 8 . Aale n broadly confirms Mary 

Dd ly ' s thesis , namely that the urb.1n 

housing problem did not become an 1~­

portant polit1cal issue unt1l the eve 

ol the P1rst wo r ld War , when 1t w1s to 

f1nd a place in Nationalist pol1tic1l 

cump~:ugns . 

Dubl1n's poor env1.ron~ental cond1t1ons 

were repc3ted elsewhere , dnd Mtchael 

Gough's paper e xamined soc1o-econom1C 

cond1t1ons ~nd the genesis of planntng 

tn Cork . At the end of the last cen­

tury th1s city faced the most scr1ous 

problems of unsa t isfactor y housing 

and santtary condi t ions , conf1rmcd by 

alarmi ng statistics of fa tal contagl.OUS 

discuses . Unemployment was high and 

abJeCt pove r ty widesp r ead . These 

shadows ext e n ded deep i n to the 20th 

c~ntury . The p rincipal slum arcdS 

we r e not cleared before thP L930s and 

1940s , 1nd were not redeveloped unt1l 

tiP l96Js . There was a continued re­

luct3nce to but l d in the low-ly1ng 

p~rts of the city , and a cont1nu~d 

aversion to high dens1ty ltving has 

meant that even today there 1s only 

on~ scheme of fo u r - sto r ey flats 1n 

Cork c1ty and n o cower blocks ot any 

kind . The fea r of d1sease haunted 

Cork for many year s a n d has coloured 

off1cial housing and plann ing pol1cy 

to t he pres e nt d ay . 

The Con fe r e nce then turned 1.t s atten­

tio n t o inf l uences o n pla nning and 

r ela t ed dev e l o pment from o ut s i de 

Ireland . Dr Mervyn Mil l e r , 1n a typ-

t ca l ly au tho ritat i ve paper , r emtnded 



us ot the 1ntluence of Raymond Unw1n, 

~ho had been 1nv1ted to Dublin in 

Apnl 1 Cl 14 by the Dublin Housin<J and 

To ... ·n Plann1ng Association to give a 

lecture on "How town planning may 

solve the hous1ng problem". For the 

next two and a half years , he was 

closely involved in these matters, 

and the legal framework for the re­

construct ion of the ci ty following 

the !.-:aster Uprisin g of 19 16 . In 

fact , Lhe Dubl i n Reconst ruction 

(Emergency Provis1ons) Act was a 

weak one and did nothing to bring 

lbout the comprehensive restructur­

lng of the c1ty centre which 

Geddes ' C1vic Exh1bition of 1~14 

had sought . However , the later 

development of the ~arino Garden 

Suburb d1d owe someth1ng to Unwin , 

stemming from h1s first layout 

plan of 1914, although this was to 

be supercedcd by a plan prepared 

by O' Rourke , the Dubl1n City Archi­

tect , 1n 1919 . 

~xternal influences show through 

the whole evolution of Irish plan­

nlng , as Professor Kevin Nowlan 

showed 1n his paper wh i ch focussed 

on the years 1934 - 64 . The Town and 

Reg1onal Planning Act 1934 p r ovided 

a framework within which each town 

and county counc1l could , 1f it so 

decided , make a planning scheme for 

1ts area . Th1s was very much 1n the 

Br1t1sh tradition . Ireland then 

m1sscd out on the legislative init­

ldt1ves 1n Br1tain during the '4 0s , 

and had to wa1t for the Local Gov­

ernment (Plann1ng and Development) 

Act ot 19b3 for a duty to be ~posed 

on town and c ounty councils to make 

the1r plans . 

Ken Mawhinney ' s paper considered a 

wider period of time (1920-70) to 

e x amine developments in environ­

mental conservation. Once again , to 
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beg1n Wlth,the po1nt was made that fo r 

success1ve gove rnments priorities lay 

elsewhere , in pol1tical and econom1c 

areas , particularly. Ideas, movements 

and initiatives formerly o riginated in 

~vesL101 n stcr now reached Ire land only 

after a considerable time lag , or some 

times not a t all . Enviro nmental soc­

leties whi ch de veloped in Britain in 

Lhe ' 20s a nd ' 30s did not enjoy the 

same success in Ireland . After 19 4 5 , 

however , Lhe protection of areas of 

scen1c landscape was a theme that was 

taken up . What has been called " that 

period of somnolence known as the 

emergency " was at an end . Finally , be­

tween 1960 a nd 1970, ideas for the pro­

tection of the physical e nvironmen t 

gathered momentum , thus mak1ng the l ast 

dec~de stand in sharp contras t to the 

p re ced 1ng year s . 

Turn1ng to Northern Ireland, John Hendry 

considered the development o f planning 

for hous1ng , industry and amenity in 

the postwa r period , looking particularly 

ut Lhc fuctors which led to the adopt ion 

of the Mat thew Report of 1964. It is 

striking t o reflect on the rudimentary 

nature of planning in the Province , 

the absence o f any notable contribution 

to plan n ing , and , from the o utset, the 

dependence o n British experience . 

Planning 1n No rthern Ireland has been 

undertaken largely without the gu1dance 

of a wider national policy framewo rk. 

Once aga1n , the importance of the 1n­

Stltutional framework is revealed: 

Hendry obse rve d that the major impedi­

ment t o planning in Northern Ireland 

was the cont inued failure to realise 

that British planning practice could 

o n ly operate in the context o f the 

Briti sh political system . To regard 

planning simply as a technical activity 

is to fail t o recogn ise that planning 

is essentially a part of the poli tical 

}J r ocess itself . 

Dr Michuel Ban non, in giving the 

f l n.Jl pape r, considered the changlng 

~ont0xt for Irish development plan­

nlnq b0tween 1960 and 1980 . Some 

ve r y famll 1ar observations unfolded: 

in 5 p 1Le of ma ndatory development 

plann 1ng legislation , the Jream ot 

a n integrated hierarchy of plans 

has been forgotten and the grand 

strategy largely abandoned . There 

u; now . 1 gr0v1ing disencha n tment 

wtt h ,lJ forms of plann ing . Some 

nspects of plan ning are viewed as 

dis 1nccnt1ves rather than as cata­

lysts to development . In the rarly 

' 60s , Ir1sh planning was 1nspired 

by the Amer1can approach with 1ts 

emphas1s on industrial development 

1nd bustness plann1ng . Regio r..ll 

planning became a mechanism t~ 015-

aggregate national plans . However, 

th 1s new movement lack ed any sound 

theorettcal or philosophtcal b.:~se 

,t nd there w,1s little of relevance to 

the needs of I r eland . In th1s ~on-

text , Uannon highligh t ed the exp~r­

iences of the 19 63 Act - initiul 

e nth usiasm for its implementat1on, 

followed by a realisation of failure 

a nd l os t opportun ities, in partic­

ular the om i ssion of any reform of 

adm1 ni s trat1ve structures so essen­

t1al for the successful implement~­

tion of planning . 

Al l in all th1s was a conference that 

confirmed two th1ngs : first, the 

c l ose association b e tween housing re­

form 1nd the town planning movement 

at the turn of the century; and 

second the impor tance of the so~lo­

pollLicaJ and inst1tutional frame­

work w1th 1n which 20th century plan­

niny Look rooL and d eveloped . lrish 

planning was demanded by a range of 

urban and rural question s ; it was 

s ti mulated , but then abandoned by 

Britain; fi nally, it has been the un­

intended victim of national politics . 

GORDON E . CHERHY 

1 ) 

\oJORLD CONFERENCE ON OLMSTED PARKS 

The Nat1onal Association for Olm tcd 

p~rks 1s organ1s1ng its fourtn ~~tlon­

dl confrrence 1n New YorK C1ty hrt~een 

21 and 26 September 1983 . Althoujh 

best known for h1s ad.lptlons of tt-P 

t:n<J t 1sh landscape to urban p trk;:;, 

rrcder1ck Law Olmsted drew tnsptt<~tlon 

<~nd 1 d~.:as from many sources , and ex-

pnrimentcd with plant mater1al frum 

nl.tny parts 

fJUrpost• of 

on Olmsted 

of the world. An import.lnt 

this First World Confc•rc•ncc.: 

Parks will be to study ne! 

ev~luate the influence of these forces 

on park construction in the past, 'lno 

determtne more clearly tts relev1nc<' 

the present - day . ~ore than a thou~­

~nd persons are expected to attend. 

Further detarls are avail~ble from 

th~ ~1t1on~l Associat1on for Ol~stcd 

P1rks, 175 F1fth Avenu<', 'fhe Flat1ron 

nuildinqs, New York 10010 . 

PLf\NNit\G HISTORY AND LONDON 

Prcparat1ons are being made for a con­

ference on the history of planning 1n 

London and its region, to be organised 

by or Patricla Garside and Dr John 

Shepherd in January 1984 at Birkbcck 

College, London . Further details w1ll 

be publisned when available. 

Book Re' icn "~ 

) · .... , .• .>-z• ing ·,. ·. l'tf • ri · .• by 

Dora P . Crouch , Daniel J. G~rr, ~nd 

f\xul I . Mundigo . Cambridge, ~assach­

usctts and London : The MIT Press, 

1982. xxii, 298 pp. Illustrations, 

B1bl1ography , Index . 

Urban communities were among the tirst 

institutions that Spaniards trans­

planted from the Iberian Pcninsul~ to 

the New World . From the found1ng ot 

Santa Domingo in the last years of 

the fifteenth century to the end ot 



the end ot the Span 1. sh colon 1.al e r a 

~lt1CS dnd towns we r e foca l poi nt s of 

the f u - t lung Ame r 1.can posse ss1.ons of 

Sp Hn . The numbe r of t hese commun i t ­

l~S 1s stagger i ng . Their geog r aphical 

md chronolog1.ca l e x ten t cove r s the 

reg10n tram southe r n South America to 

northern New Spain , Louisiana , a nd 

Flor1da , and s p a n s t he cour s e of 

ove r three cen turie s . Type s of com­

munities r anged f rom th e s ma l lest 

. '· ' . ( ,· s , and noblaciones t o c har -

The geo-
graphical exten t of t hese commu n i ties 

even reached the far northern fron ­

tiers of ~ew Spain , Flor ida, and the 

~l.SS l. SSl.P~l Valley : Sa n AuguSlin , 

(1565) , $;Jnta Fe (1610?) , San 

Anton1o (1718) , Albuque r que (1706) , 

S~n Jose (1777) , and Los Angeles 

(1781), lo name only a few . 

~ith all th1 s d 1 ve r s ity ove r time , 

space 1nd env1.ronmen t , 1 t i s r emark ­

able that the Span i s h Cr own early rec­

ognised the need fo r some urban plan­

ning and establ1shment of guidel ines 

for the location and founding of s et ­

tleme n ts , as we l l a s regulations f or 

living cond itio ns a mong t he s e ttlers 

1> .·; . With a n urban tradit i o n i t ­

self datin g f r om Roman time s , Spa i n 

adopted va r 1ou s r egu l ati o ns fo r the 

establishment of sett l e ment s in 

Arnenca . Beginn 1. ng with the well ­

<nown royal o r dinances o f King Phil1p 

II in 1573 , these gu i del i nes we r e 

supplemented by the R~copiZa~im ae Zey.~ 

lo,· r·· (!no.· d, la:; I~;dias {16 81) f o r the 

whole empi r e and specia l r equ irements 

such as the " Inst r uc tio ns f or the Es ­

tabll.shment of t h e New Villa o f Pitic 

1n the Provi nce of So nora" . 

'"'pa>zi.;n <'it'j Plann~rzg in .Vorth America is a n 

impor tant introd uc tion to t h e study of 

an urba n e xpe rience tha t has lasted 

mo r e t han f ive hundred years. It i s 

an effor t t o bring t ogether histo rian s 

dnd urban plan ne r s , two pro f essio n s 
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often hav1 ng little awa reness of eac h 

other . Dora Crouch is an architec ­

tural historian; Danie l Garr is a 

p llnncr and h i stor i an ; and Axel 

Nu nd1.go is an urban sociologist in 

Mexico City. Each brings a special 

e xper t1se to the part he or she has 

wr1. Lte n , but as expected each r eflects 

l 1mi ta t ions of his o r her field a nd 

a r ea of s pecial iza ti o n. 

The app u r e nt thesis of t h e wo rk, as 

s l ated in the overv iew, is that 

Re naissance princi ples o f legal , s ocia l 

and p h ys 1.ca l o rder through hierarchi­

cal o r ganizatio n were essential for 

the expans i o n and stabi l ity of the 

Span1sh empire . Spanish communi t1e s 

responded to the needs o f t he con ­

]uests tnd diversity of s e ttleme nts, 

but order and p redicta b il1.ty were nec-

0~sary for both settiers a nd t he 

Span1sh Crown . Whi l e this seems t o 

be the centra l thrust of Mund i go ' s 

e xum1nat i o n o f the r o yal o rdinances o f 

Philip II , it is less so with the 

three city e xamples of Crouch and 

Gar r , and it hard ly seems e vident in 

Garr ' s s tudy of Alta California. 

Ther e are t hree major parts within the 

t e xt . The first is an intensive study 

o f and commentary upon the royal o r­

d i nances o f Philip II , treating city 

planni ng , site se lect ion , and politi­

cal o r ganization i n a group of ordi ­

nances ( 14 8 in all) that is called 

the "most complete such set o f in­

struct l ons e ver issued for the found­

ing und bu 1. l ding of towns in the 

Amer1cas (p . 2) . Mund i go , with 

Crouch ' s assistance , provides the 

reade r with backg r ound conce r ning 

Ze li a Nutlall ' s a rticles from the 

Hispanic Amer ican Historica~ Revi ew ( 1921-

2) , corre c t s mi nor errors of that wo rk 

whi c h dealt with only the first 109 

o r d inances , and then extends beyond 

that t o cover the entire 148 ordinances 

i n s ummary form. The tra nslation is 

based upon a Mexican repri nt of the 
. t 1.n Sp ain' s A r ein vo o rlginal manuscrlp 

t de Ind ias which t h e author Genera ' 
d I t is his conclusion also e xamine · 

that Lhese ordinanc es were based upon 

Roman principles , e spec i a l ly t he 

ideas o f Vitruvius includ ing the g r ld 

system o f city p lanni ng . Mund i go is 

Of the fact t h a t these we ll aware 

ordina nc es served only as g u idelines 

s ince Spanish communi ti e s var ied 

from o ne to a nother . Ho we ve r , he 

seems unaware o f the dynami c , ever­

ch a ng l n g nature of New Spain ' s 

soc i al structu r e i n the colonial 

t · by Lyle Mc Alister pe rio d , a s no eo 

and o t he r h 1s t o ri a ns. 

In th0 second par t authors Croucn and 

Garr e xaml.ne thr ee Clt i es established 

by Spal.n in the p res e nt Unl. t cd Stutes: 

F St Louis and Los Angeles. San ta e , · ' 
They conte nd t hat s ince all three 

d after Phi lip II ' s royal were f o unde 

o r dinan c es , these communitie s reveal 

in physical form the influence of 

the city planning p r ovisions o f t he 

"Laws of the Indies " by l ooking a t 

how each city cor responded t o and 

differed from the o rd inances the m­

selves. Certainly the traces are very 

· l e and the faint in the St. Louls examp 

reader wonders why the a uthor s chose 

it while i g noring San Anto nio , the 
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only u rban c o mmunity no rth of the Ri o 

Gr ande to attain ciudad (clty ) s t atus. 

Since the portion devo ted t o Sante Fe 

is based largely upon s elected secon­

dary wo rks and some publ i s hed docu­

ments , l.t is the most ques tionable . 

Spanlsh influence "north of the Rio 

Gr ande " was no t "relat i ve l y sho r t ­

lived" (p. 66 ) and there are contr a ­

dictory statements concerning t he 

fou nd i ng date of Sante Fe (see page 72 

and no te 1, page 112 , for example ) · 

Whereas the authors are familiar with 

monographs in the CaLifornia Historic.:aL 

Quarter Ly ( i.e. Harry Ke lsey o n t h e 

oundlng of Los Angeles)' they have 

not consulted scholarship in the 'w 

,, -i . Hir.torical. ReviPW on the foundlng 

of Sant3 Fe , documents in the Spanlsh 

f "ew Me x ico , studies of Arch1ves o " 
by Angelica Chavez , or urban gf'ni:::r1ros 

research of New Me x ico communities and 

presidios by Si~~ons , Moorhead, Adams, 

and others . There was no presidio l.n 

. befo r e 1680 Mexican Indians New Mex1co ' 

who may have l i ved i n Sante Fe were 

a nd the pro­never called genizaros , 

vince was recolonized in 1693 , not 

D. de Var gas ' s reconna1.ssance dur1.ng 1.ego 

expedition of the previous year . 

The thlrd part of the text "Dislnte­

gration l.n Califo r nia" deals Wlth 

th( planlessness of ~onterey, a 

sketchy chapter erroneously purport­

ing to treat "The Presidio and the 

Spanlsh Borderlands Frontler" SlnCe 

1.t e x amlnes only the California 

presidios , and two previously pub­

ll.shed studies of Church - State boun­

dary dispu t es and population a nd race 

i n Hisp anic Cali f o r nia e xtending be­

yon d t h e period o f Span ish occupation . 

While t hese a re informa t ive and 

inter e sting t opi c s and the t wo chap­

ters r eprinted from historical jour­

nals are soundly based upon primary 

sources , the reader is left wonder­

ing how all this pertains to Span1sh 

urban planning . "hy didn ' t the 

author (Ga r r) concentrate upon the 

Spanish founding of the two ;'-' ol s 

of San Jose and Los Angeles along 

w1th the villa of Branciforte? Why 

were such maJor work s as those of 

~ 1nther , Chapman , Temple and Kelscy , 

and the unpublished ~ . A . thesis of 

Ruth Staff at t he Un iversity of 

California ign o red? 

o ve r all t h e t h ree s t ud ies p r esented 1.n 

t h is book provide a con t r ibut1on Lo-



~~td ~n undcrstandtng of Spa1n ' s urb~n 

pl.lnrunq cxper1ence 1n America . They 

concenttate upon subJects too often 

lJnOred 1n the Spanish colonial per1od 

1nd br1ng perspectives from both hts­

torians and urban planners. The 65 

tllustrations of manusc ripts, maps 

<~nd drawings of communities are excel­

lent ~nd add notably to the general 

value of the book . Howe ver, the work 

lS too expensive and it is regrettable 

that fo r such a high price better ed­

iting could not have reduced the hap­

hazard accenting of Spanish words and 

mlsrendering of Spanish names {i . e . 

Costanso on p . 208 and p . 210; Castile 

on p . 46; Dominguez in many places; 

Lamy and Cleve Hallenbeck on p . 287; 

and Denavtdes on p.88) . Although the 

~ork serves as an introduction to the 

study of Spanlsh urban plannlng and 

an important reference on the royal 

ord1nances of 1573, it must be r ead 

with cautlOn and in con junction with 

others on the same general top 1 c . 

Thts lS especially necessary in view 

of some of the controversial sweeping 

made while 

of others on 

generalizations that are 

t g noring the scholarship 

the same or related topics. 

OAKAH L . JONES 
Depa rtment o f Histo ry 

Purdue Universi t y 

Tom Nol fe , Prom bauhaus to our house, 

Cape , London, 1982 , 143 pp, E6.9 5 . 

ISBN 0 224 02030 7 . 

has there ever been another place 

on earth where so many people of 

wealth and power have paid for and put 

up with so much architecture they de ­

tested as within thy blessed borders 

today '. 

fh t s 1s a hugely entertaining book . 

lt has much to say that is ger mane to 

the current debate on the social role 

of bu1ldlng and the c risis which has 

ltl 

overtaken architecture on both sides o f 

Lhe ALldnt l c . Those readers who have 

revelled in the fun and excitement of 

Wolfc ' s earlier books will not be d is­

appolnted 1n thls. It is an object 

lesson 1n how to e n joy writing and how 

to be outrageously partisan, without 

being bo ring or pompous. The flyleaf 

text is to the point: 

' Today everyone is look ing at the past 

fifty years of a rchitecture with a new 

pair of eyes . The phenomenal Tom 

Wolfe is o ur guide back to Weimar 

Germany at the inception of the per­

vasive Bauhaus school of architecture, 

whe r e w~ meet its genius, Walter Gropi u~ 

who was crazed with "starting from zero 

Ills 13auhaus featured pure things , clean 

things and a health food diet to which 

only lash1ngs of garlic could lend any 

taste .' 

In fact , Wolfe is our irreve r ent and 

opi n ionated guide back to much more 

than the Bauhaus . His polemic against 

the fo r eign importations of an inter­

national style to the United States of 

Frank Lloyd Wright , Su llivan and tho se 

othe r native born ge niuses , could lead 

o ne to be lieve that Wolfe is some kind 

of freak cultura l isolationist. He 

argues in effect that the leading 

architects of the day were the purvey­

ors o f alien doctrines in the market 

place of the nation, ever ready to 

abandon personal vision and original­

lty for the sake of the latest social 

and intellectual fashions. The centra l 

p r oposltlo n is that such fashions 

shaped aesthetic forms at the expense 

of clients and the users of buildings. 

He sees post-modernism as the style in 

good currency , the fashion of the mo­

me nt. It represents no more than tac­

tical retrea t from the strict function­

alism of the modern movement ' s doc ­

trines . It represents a n attempt to 

appease the critics and is further 

I') 

evidence of the way architects trim 

and tack. He is no more enamoured of 

the seylistic games being played by 

Philip Johnson on Madiso n Avenue than 

he is of Miles Van der Rohe ( 'Mles ' 

to th e faith ful) o r Le Corbusier 

( ' Corb ' to the worshippers) . He has 

l ittle stomach for an ' expensive 

s ummer house in the modern manner ' 

a nd cannot understand why it ' looks 

like an insecticide re finery , driv-

ing the owne rs t o the edge of sensory 

deprivation by the whi teness and light­

ne ss and leaness and cleaness and 

bareness and spareness of it all '. 

lie claims ' they became desperate for 

an antidote such a s coziness and 

colour'. 

In a sense the book is about th is 

'widespread desperation'. Hence the 

title, From bauhaus to OLU' house . The 

demon king is Walter Gropius, the 

Silver Prince , 'White God No . l ' at 

whose feet young architects went to 

study. ' Some, like Phi lip Johnson , 

didn ' t get up until decades later '. 

Distinctly waspish! 

we re fashio nab le. 

European notions 

Yale and llarvard 

men cultivated the ' isms' of Europe. 

The inferiority complex of so many 

aspiring American inte llectuals made 

them vulnerable to craft socialism , 

rational pretention and radical chic. 

The epithet ' bourgeois' meant what­

ever you didn 't like in the lives of 

people above the level of hod carrier. 

The avant garde with their esoteric 

tendencies are the target for Wolfe ' s 

barbs. He sees their problems. The 

architects that d o not build have to 

declare and declaim. They have to 

re-educate the workers to love modern 

architecture. Those that build have 

to accommodat e themselves to fashion 

and market conditions. Thus accord­

ing to this versio n of the i ntel l ec­

tua l history of twentieth century 

architecture was Frank Lloyd Wright 

upstaged by the Europeans and espec­

ially that unspeakable man that thought 

homes were machines! The most impor­

tant and undeveloped idea in the book, 

with which this r e viewer is in sympathy, 

1S that Wright's vision of a totally 

new and totally American architecture 

arising from the American land and the 

sp1rit of the middle west, was somehow 

lost in the rush to embrace the false 

prophets and their half - baked social 

theories . If Harvard was pure Bauhaus , 

Yale at least might have experimented. 

But the inspiration had to be provided 

by Europeans . In retrospect, the 

question is why? 

Wolfe ' s flair for the fine phrase dis­

gulses the ruthlessness with wh1ch he 

pursues his quarry. 

' ... the reigning architectural style 

1n this, the very Babylon of capltal­

ism , became worker housing . Worker 

housing , as developed by a handful of 

architects , inside the compounds, amid 

the rubble of Europe in the early 

1920s was n ow pitched up high and wide, 

in the form of Ivy League art gallery 

anne xes , muse\lffis for art patrons, 

apartments for the rich, corporate 

headquarters, city halls , country es-

tates . It was made to solve every 

purpose , in fact, except housing for 

workers. ' 

And so to the bottom line. The Apos­

tates , Ed Stone , Saar1nen, the real 

Americans - too parochial - too bour­

geols ; t he work of Morr1s Lapidus or 

Portman ; the live-w1re act of Robert 

Vcnturi equally against 'bourgeo1s' 

values but for the middle-class sub­

urbanites of Levittown. Wolfe fol­

lows Vincent Scully ' s estimate that 

Venturi had been the first to bring 

about change within the ' compound ' . 

But in an important sense it was plus 

ea change . 



And that lS about 1't. The book ' s 

weakness 1s th at 1t comes t o no con-
clus1ons . I t tails o ff with anec-

dotal references. It fails to con­

tront the dllemma of an architecture 

that needs t o re-establish its links 

~tth the qu1ntessential America, with 

FLW, Saa rinen , Sulllvan and a handful 

ot lesse r known Americans, but also 

come to terms with a city structure 

nnd form which a rticulates the prac­

t1cal und social pluralism of this 

great continent , e xpressing i t s demo -

::r.ltic sptrit in th e process . The r e 

lS St111 no social theory wo rth the 

nlmc, not even from Wolfe. 

It is ~ splendid inc1sive account of 

~ movement that has apparently run 

ou t of steam . Bu t beneath the soph-

1St1cat10n and the wit, there remain 

many unanswe r ed questions and perhaps 

a sneak1ng suspicion that it is not 

too difficult to go for the jugular 

where architects and city planners 

are concerned . A book to be r ead , 

whether you are bourgeois or not . 

EDGAR A. ROSI:: 
~dpar~men t of Enviro nmental 
.lann1ng and Policy Studies 

Un1versity of Aston 

Fe 1 i x Barker and Ra lph Hyde, wn ion a,· 

London , John Murray, 

1982 0 

Th1s book appears to have been wri t ­

ten for the general reader - or at 

least for the serious amateur . It 

is a valuable and e xtremely enter­

taining reminder that there was noth-

1ng 1nevltable about the fabric o f the 

city which has been bequeathed to us . 

Cho!ces and decisions were almost al­

ways required in ass igning f unctions 

to significant places , a nd mak ing de­

signs for important buildings . On 

the ev1dence here, we can lament that 

some were never taken up - why not a 
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glass-clad Tower Bridge? We c an thank 

our lucky stars that others never left 

the drawing board . As one might e x­

a Keeper of 

Guildha 11 Lib­

pect from the authors, 

Prints and Maps at the 

rary and an e x-drama critic of the 

ru, ni;t!] SLc~ndar-d, the book is well resear­

ched , well written and handsomely il­

lustrated . Even so , it barely scrat­

ches the surface of the we a lth of 

meaning behind th t 'tl e 1 e London ac; it 

' M1ght have beens ' are the ' d iscarded 

dcs1gns a nd rejected plans lurking 

l1ke unh.tP"Y ghosts b 1 . d ,... e nn every im-

po rLant bu1lding in London '. In just 

ove r 200 pages , the autho r s offe r a 

select1on of the last f o ur centu r 1cs• 

worth. They are grouped under head­

ings llke 'Whitehall Pleasure Domes ' 

' Expe r1men ts to the Glory of God ', , 

' Palaces in the Air ', ' Monuments to 

Gen ius ', ' Pyramids, Mausoleums, and 

Anti-Vampire Devices ' , and the inevit­

able left-ove rs category, 'The Awkward 

Squad '. The penultimate of t hese in ­

cludes a sche me for a Graeco - Roman 

Gr-and National Cemeta~y at p . ' r1mrose Hill 

or Kidbrooke , Thomas Wil l s on ' s Gr-~nt 

Pyr-am1:il mausoleum wit h room fo r no mor e 

5 , 167 ,1 04 dead (and no less) than 

Londoners' and the :.atiorull P.J1fic'" w 

tJ T'lc:('iVo 'he monuments to "LZ . l. US~ r' t.OUS men 

designed by Samuel ' Smirke and 1ntended 

for the no rth bank f o a Styxian 

Se r pent1ne . 

There are many , many more i n less lug-

It is no s urprise that 

so ~any were architectural exercises 

in sucking up to the g r eat - and- the­

good . There are ~esigns fo r a huge 

royal palace in Whitehall, and a sele-

ubr1ous vein . 

ction is reproduced of the 97 schemes 

for re - building the Houses of Parliamen t 

after the fire o f 18 34. There is one 

proposal for a Tl . lames Viaduct Railway 

runn1ng down the centre- line of the 

river and for a direct - but naturally 

much taller - crib of the Eifel Tower. 

Building actually started and the 

foundations now lie somewhere beneath 

the sacred turf of \'lembley Stadium. 

Among this reviewer 's favourites are 

a marvellously apt fantasy for a 

Wes t End club by the appropriately 

named Arthur Beresford Pite , and 

several e x amp l es of the works of the 

dottily-persistent Colonel Sir 

Fr ederick William Tr ench , who was 

to 19th century urban design what 

Commander Boakes is to modern by ­

electio ns. It is disappoint ing thaL 

the treatment of the County of London 

and Greater London plans is so sket­

chy, and 1s 1ntended only to bemoan 

the fate of d1scarded road proposals . 

The r e is but a short summary of ' the 

Great P1cadilly Circus Runpus ', lrgu­

ably a prototype victory ! o r environ­

mental protest . 

Although this is all very good fun 

and should n o t be missed, the notion 

of a ' might have been' is a signifi­

cant one to the plann ing historian. 
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It raises issues whi ch , had they been 

more s quarely faced a nd expanded upon 

by the authors , could have lent a 

cleare r purpose and greater coher­

ence to the book . One such is the 

nature of the criteria f o r selecting 

and analys1ng the vast and grow1ng 

number of ' might have beens '. The 

GLC, the London Boroughs, and pr1va e 

arc h itectural pract1ces are add1ng to 

them all t he time . By definit1on a 

' m1ght have been' is a dcs1gn that 

was not built , or a plan that was 

not adopted, but the criterion might 

also take account of the degree of 

likel1hood of its being r ealized , 

the subsequent impor t ance of any 

technical o r design innovations i t 

e mbodied , o r its value to the career 

of the archi tec t or p l anner concern­

ed. Beresford Pi t e could not have 

been serious about his fairy - tale 

gentleman ' s club but the st1r 1t crr­

ated established him as ~n architect. 

Should the wider social and politlCal 

sJgnificance of the ' might have bc~n· 

be the guiding principle? All or any 

of these criteria and others could be 

used t o guide discussion of londN. ~~ 

1't mi(Jht have been . They could provldP. 

a uore deeply sa t isfying basis for 

planning histo ry than cur1osity value 

alone . Whether it would turn out to 

be as entertaining 1s quite anoth~r 

m.:1tter . 
JOHN SHEPHERD 

Department of Geogr.tphy 
Birkbeck College, London 

Ken Young and Patricia Garside, r -

London , Edward Arnold, 

Stud1es in Urban History 8 , 19&2 . 

Pp X1V + 401 , E25 . 00 . 

6331 3 . 

ISBN 0 7131 

Surely, the autho r s could not have 

known just how timely their work would 

prove to be ; as it was published, the 

air was thick with r umour about the 

1mpending dissolution - or at very 

least castration - of the Greater London 

Council . But perhaps indeed the mcs-

sage is a timeless one : this magister­

tal study of the thorny problem of 

local government reform in London, trom 

th~ ~un1cipal Corporations Act to the 

present day , makes startlingly clear 

both the permanence and the intractt­

btltty of the basic pol-t1cal cons1uer-

1t1ons . The calr.ulations of party 

advantage were essent1ally the s2•e n 

the 1880s as they are 1n the 198 s. 

Only the basic social and politlCl• 

geography , to which those calculat1ons 

arc applied, has changed. 

ln the 150- year period of this study, 

two great upheavals occurred in London 

local government . The first, 1n 1888-

1901, created first the London County 



Counc tl dnd thun th~ 2a MetropollLan 

Boroughs ; the second, 1n 1963, re­

pldced them by the Greater London 

Councll ~nd the 32 London Boroughs. 

Young and GclrSlde show that in both, 

ex~ctly the same political forces 

~ere ~t work. In the 1390s, bitter 

Conservatlve opposition to the new 

LCC monollth - and fear o : its pro­

gresslve tendencies - brought about 

the creation of the Bor oughs as 

counterweight . Yet in the following 

decade , Vlewing with alarm the LCC ' s 

Ploncer efforts to build suburban 

estates for wo rking - class voters out­

Slde tts bound~ rie s , Conse rvatives 

w~re already calling for a Greater 

London Counc1l. 

The s~conct time 3round, in the 1950s , 

lt wus ex~ctly the same Conservative 

body , the London Munic lpal Society , 

that reopened t he whole question with 

d pamphlet calling for replacement of 

the LCC by a set of powerful boroughs 

cove rlng Greater London , plus a sener­

al coo r di na tlng council . The author 

of that pamphlet , an a mbitious if ob­

scure politician named Enoch Powell , 

c l ea r l y viewed the latter as a strict ­

ly suboru1nate body ; so did most Con­

~c rvatlve o pinion at the time of the 

Herbert Comnnssion on London Locc1l 

Gove rnment in 1957-60 . 1 t was a sur-

prlse, then, when a Conservative Govern­

ment under~acm1llao gave the GLC equal 

~e1ght as a directly elected author1 ty . 

The Conservatives 1n 1982, it seems , 

may resc1nd that error; thus does h i s ­

tory , 1n London , come full circle . 

The two bas1c questions , always inter­

twlned , thus concern the size o f the 

top level author1ty , and the relat1o n­

shlp between it and the bo r oughs . 

Labo ur, particularly u nder Morrison 

1n the 1930s , preferred a t i ghtly 

d r a wn authority with plenty of direct 

power over areas of conce rn t o its 

electorate , above all housing ; thus 

its p o l1cy of withdraw1ng from out­

county ho us1ng estates , like Oecontree , 

and concentrating on high - de nsity flat 

building within 1ts own boundaries. 

Conservat1ves , in contrast, favoured 

un 0xtension of the boundaries (thou gh 

the1r enthusiasm o n this count tended 

to come in bursts ) a nd strong borough 

control , above all o n housing . Th us 

Lhe GLC under the Con servatives pursued 

a sttatcgy of a no - go area for public 

housinCJ in the o uter borough s . 

The final irony in this story concerns 

the bo undaries drawn in 1963. Because 

of pol1t1cal pressure from powerful 

lnterests in Surrey and Hertfordshire 

the GLC area was c ut back in compari-

son wtth the original proposals of the 

Heruert Comm1ssion . Thus , instead of 

the pe r ma nent Conservative ma]or 1 ty 

that had heen the original dream , there 

wa s a delicate pol i t i cal ba lance that 

in practice has produced a change o f 

control at every election . And , in 

the process , several o u te r London bo­

roughs have become solid areas of 

Labour support. It is just thi s new 

balance t hat evidently now so alarms 

Conservative ministers. 

There is an unresolved question. 

Wh~t , logically , would take the place 

of the GLC? The book provides an un­

ambiguous answe r: a n indirec t ly ­

elected 3uthority , with very restrlcted 

powers (flre engine s , refuse di s posal , 

roads) cove ring a wider area than the 

present GLC . But even this , on past 

form , would meet a lot of opposltlo n 

from Conservative interests ln the 

llome Counties , as well a s a Labour 

storm . Anyone with an interest in the 

fulure of London governme n t s hould 

immediately read this schola rly , in­

telligent and genuine ly enthrall ing 

dccount of its pas t. 

PETER Hl\LL 
Department of Geography 

University of Reading 

James Stevens Cur l , The i:,'gyptian Rcvi•a 1
, 

Aller. and Unw1n , London , 1982 . 

£30 . 00 . 

Pp 2 49, 

The Egyptian Revival has received 

much 1ttention of late . James Stevcns 

cu r 1 ' s Tr1e 1."(1!if t ian Revival ~ s the th 1 rd 

study on the subject to appear 1n t h e 

last four years . (The others were 

Richard C . carrott ' s The Egyp~im Rr·­

vivaL: fts SC11rccs , monwnents anJ meaning, 

1808-1 1358 published in 1978 and Peter 

A. Clayton ' s recent work on Thl" Rl'­

,ti:Jc.:ou,. r-in~l of Anc i ent Egypt: Al'iis ts ana 

Prav .. Llo•:; in the !Nnciecnth rentur y . I To 

a greater o r lesser e x tent all these 

works owe a debt to Pevsner and Lang ' s 

pioneering essay o n the Egypt1an Re­

vlval, but only Or Curl has at tempted 

to fle sh ou t fully the1r skeletal 

frame·~ork 1n the A1•.:hiu ·•.u•:l Revi w 

of 19 56 . 

Or Curl ' s new study is the most com­

prehenslve account of the Egyptian Re­

vival to appea r in p rint so f1r. In 

this work he traces the history of 

the r~vival from the period of th e 

Rom~n Empire through to the present. 

Unlike most ea r lier accounts , he il­

lustrates how Egyptomania ga 1ned ground 

at various points in the late nineteen­

th and twentieth centur i~s . In par­

ticular , he e xplores the Egyptia n1sinq 

elements in Art Deco and in more re­

cent design work . 

It is one of the spec1al f e atures of 

this book that it covers theat re de­

sign and the decorat1ve ar ts as well 

as art a nd architecture . Or Curl is 

altogether too modest when claim1ng 

thut his book 1s me re ly ' an lntroduc ­

tory study of a recurring theme in the 

history of taste '. This is a thorough­

ly researched a n d wide-ranging wo rk 

t ha t draws on a n impressive range of 

sources . lt is slight ly ma rr ed , how­

ever , by a certai n repetitiveness Jnd 

by a t~ndency to move from the spccu­

l l tlve ' may ' to the authoritdtlv~ 

' must ' Nhen tracing poss1bl~ 1n!luenceu , 

conncct1ons and visual sources. 

A worJ. o f such immense scope is bound 

to lcc1Ve the specialist tn one fl<>ld 

or another slightly dissatisf1crl. n 

f'r1yptia• ? 'iva' is essenti.llly ubout 

the recurrent but partial use of 

~gyptidn or Egyptianising motifs by 

art1sts , ~rchitects and designers, dnd 

consequently is of relc1tivcly limit~d 

use to the historian of pldnning . 

There arc a number of references to 

c1vic dcs1gn schemes , such 1s t~os( 

of Stx tus V for Rome and Val~dier'~ 

rcmodell1ng of the Pia~za del Pop • , 

dnd to unfulf1lled proJects li~c 

Filarete ' s plans for Sforz1nda Jnd 

Str Frunk Baines ' l920 National War 

Mcmortal Plan for Hyde Park Corner -

but these references are f~w and f~r 

uet~oJeen . 

Although Or Curl ' s book lacks the 

sharpness of focus which Professor 

Cdrrot l brought to his study of the 

~horter period of 1808 to 1858 in 

Americ~ , architectural and design 

l\lstorians will find 1 rich quarry 

1n th1s well-illustrated work - es­

pecl~lly tn view of its substantlul 

and 1mpress1ve b1bl1ography . They 

may , however , baulk at the pr1ce . 

MICHAEL HARRISON 
Scnool of History of Art ~nd 

Complemencary Stud1es 
C1ty of Birmingham Polytechnlc 

t>tl bl ication 

It 1s beyond the scope of PHFJ to 

prov 1de a comprehensive abstract1ng 

service , but it is the aim to prov1de 

dbstracts or brief commentaries on a 

sclect1on o f publications fallinq 

wholly or in part wi thin the field 



of plann1ng h1sto r y . To be of value , 

th1s sect1on of PhB will depe nd o n 

r~aders keeping an eye out fo r these 

p ubl1 c 1t1o ns , and letting the editor 
know of them . 

,\ \\'INSTA:-1 BOND , 'I'he Br i t ish t r'lm: h'story 's 

l";'•lil•J (The Tramway & Light Ra i lway 

Society in c o ope r a t ion with the Tram­

wa y Muse um So ciety) , 1980 , 75 ~n . 

I n the Walter Gra t wi cke Memor ial Lec­

ture , g 1ven i n 1979 at t he Sc i ence 

Museum i n London, the au t ho r commem ­

o rated the centena r y o f electr ic t r a c ­

ti o n by emphasising t he 1mport a nce o f 

the elect r ic t r amca r a nd t h e t echn ical 

Jnd s o c 1al facto r s wi t h wh i ch i t in t e r­

r eacted . The a p p l ica t ion of t he elec­

trlc mo tor to u r ban t ransport brought 

abo ut a revolution i n t he layout , 

e conomy and soci ety o f ma n y towns and 

c ities . In this rich ly illu s t r ated 

booklet , the need for, introduct i on , 

impact and demise of t h e t r amway system 

arc o utlined . 

NEV I LLE BOHG, F>1ergy usage and ac tivi ty in 

•h, w. Jt Midlands, 1 951 - 19 7~ . De partme n t of 

Transpo rtation a n d Envi r o nme ntal P lan­

ning , The Unive r si t y , P 0 Bo x 363 , 

Bi rmi ngham B15 2TT , 19 81, £18. 50 . 

Th~ re9o r t traces the c hangi ng patte r ns 

o f fuel c o nsumption a n d e nergy use 1n 

relat1on t o levels a n d d is t r ibu t ion o f 

ma1nly urban activit1e s between 1951 

and 1974 in the \.;es t Midlands Standard 

Reg1on of the UK, focussed on t he cen ­

t r al conurbation and t he ne w t o wns o f 

Telford and Redditch . The a i m was t o 

d iscover whether there we r e simple , 

measu r able and u s eful re l atio nshi ps 

betwee n ene rgy c onsumption a nd l e vels 

o f socia l a n d economic activity in a 

de veloped s oc i e ty , and whether suc h 

r e l at i o nships mi gh t be relevant t o t he 

r eg1onal resource planning pro ce s s . 
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Bu iLt £nvi r•onment , Vol. 7 (2) , 19 81. THE 

I MPORTANCE OF PLANNING HISTORY . 

P l a nn i ng h1story has been a round f o r 

as l ong as t here has been p l anning . 

Li ke a l l g reat ma kers o f the future , 

Geddcs a nd Abercrombie had a refined 

aware ness o f the past. As gues t edito r 

of t h i s s pecial issue of BuiZt Envi ron­

mrni , /\NTHONY SUTCLIFFE has brought t o­

g e the r six papers whi ch serve to il­

l u s tr a t e t he ne w wave of self - cons­

c i ous p lanning history . These are: 

Look i ng backward? J AMES READ 

The l egacy o f Le Corbusier and high­

n se hous ing , ALEXI FERSTER MARI-10T 

Inte rwa r Britain : a study of gove rn­

me n t s pend i ng , planning, and uneven 

e c onomic development, STEPHEN V. WARD 

The h i stor y of planning methodolog y: 

a preliminary sketch , M. J . BREHENY and 

P . W. J . BATEY 

Brit i s h planning methodology: thr ee 

h i sto r ica l perspectives , R.J. MARSHALL 

a nd I . MASS ER 

Regiona l problems and policy in Britain : 

a case f o r reappraisal, PETER DAMESICK 

In additi on to the editor ' s introduc­

tion , ' Why planning history? ', AL I SON 

RI\VETZ reviews the trilogy of plan­

ni ng his to rie s p ubl ished by Ma nsell 

i n 1980 . 

Mo,. rn iniustr ial ci t i es: his tory, policy and 

Bur•vi val , e dited by BRUCE M. STAVE 

(Sage Publ1cations: Focus edition 44 ) , 

1982 , 307 pp, £6 . 50 paperback. 

The vol ume brings together the papers 

give n a t a confe rence on ' The dynamics 

of mod e rn industria l cities : compara­

t i ve pe rspectives on o rde r and dis­

order ' . Toge ther with extensive com­

mentaries , they a re organised under 

the headings of: the role of family 

a nd nei g hbourhood ; c lass tension and 

the me c hanisms o f socia l control ; the 

e conomy of cities; the survival of 

industrial ci ties . Two pape r s have 

previously been published i n the J ~r­

nt~ Z. oi Urban Hi story, na mely : ' The street 

in t he struc t u r e and l ife of the c ity : 

reflections o n nineteenth - century 

London and Paris ' by Francoi s Bedar1da 

and Antho ny Sutcliffe , and 'An e col ­

ogy of family decisions : subu rba n ksa ­

tion , s c hoo li ng , and fert ility i n 

Philadelphia ' 1880- 19 2 0 ' ' by John 

Modell . Other p a pers in t he volume 

include : ' The spatial dime ns ions of 

s oc i al contro l : r ace , e t hnicity and 

governmen t h o us i n g policy in the 

u n1 t ed S t a t es , 191 8 -19 68 ', by ~enncth 

T . Jnc kso n , and ' Some elements o f the 

f d b t • n n i nc t eenth-hous ~ng re o rm e a e ~ 

cent u r y Eur ope ', by Lutz N1ethamme r . 

Pop!< La L w n cnangr .2nd socia l pLa>minJ, e d 1 t­

e d by DAVI D EVERSLEY and 1-JOLFGANG 

KOLLMANN , Arno l d , Lo ndon , 1982 , 48 6 pp , 

E45 . 00 . ISBN 0 7 131 634 5 3 . 
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This is the main repo rt o n t wo ye~ r s ' 

research by t wo teams based in t he UK 

and the Federal German Repub l i c o n t he 

social a nd econo mic implica ti on s of the 

r ecent dec l i ne in fer t ility . Amon g the 

c o nt r i butio ns , Wolfgang Kollman n pro­

v ides ~ n hi s t o rical b a c kgro und t o re ­

cent developmen t s in wo r ld p opulatio n 

g rowth a nd popula t ion theo ry , a nd t o 

popu lat1o n deve lopment in the Uni t ed 

Kingdo m and Federal Republic . John 

Ermisch inves tigat es the cause s o f post ­

wa r fe r tility swings , and the tre nd s 

in the labour market , hous1ng and 

infras t r ucture . The vo lume c o n c ludes 

by l ook i ng a t the polic y implicat1o ns 

o f demog raph i c c h a nges , past and 

pre eent. 

DAVID TURNOCK, The histori cal g,;ography 

of Sco tLand since 1707 : geographical as pects 

of modt!m i sation . Cambr idge Unive r s ity 

?ress , Cambridge studies in h is t o r ical 

geog ra phy , 1982 , 35 2 pp , I SBN 0 521 

244 53 6 . 

The fi rs t comprehensive v iew o f t he 

h isto r lca l g e og raphy of Scotland stnce 

the un ion , t he b ook i s d 1v1dcd into 

th ree sec t ions , with bre a ks p r ov1ded 

by the Na poleo nic wa r s and F1 r st World 

Wd r . In a c hapter on ' Pl annin g for 

t he Ccn t r o l Be lt ', t he au t hor e x amtnes 

the de ve l opment o f mo d e r n town plan­

n i ng , t he concepti o n of n e w t owns , clOd 

some i mpl 1ca tio n s for tha t fo r m of 

u r ban developme n t . 

Pf.TER J . HUGILL , Good roads clOd the 

automobile in the United States , 1880-

1929 , , '9T'C<phic-zl.Rev•£w, 72(3) , 1982 , 

pp 327 - .)9 . 

The automob1le , good roads and an 

au t omotdle - oriented cultur e pervaded 

Amc r1can l ife by 19 29 . No pa r t of 

Amer i can l1fe was untouched . The paper 

outl tne s t he ma jor technica l a nd soc1o­

eco no mi c e lements th a t bro ught a bout 

t hi s c han ge . 

I ntro duc tio n o f the fo re1g n bu i lding 

l ine sys t e m and unders t a nd ing of tts 

fu nct i o n s , YORI FUSA ISHI DA and TAKAYUKI 

IKEDA , Se;~ :'os•••ke>•KJu Co·~;.re' nsit:t 

r• !'1 S··~· s , 15 , Narch 1982 . ( ''l.pun -

ese t ext w1 th Eng l 1sh aos tract . 

The 1mposi t1o n o f b u i l d 1ng o r street 

ltnes followe d t he Urban Build1ng Law 

of 19 19 , which was l argely based on 

t he Pru s sian concept of ":•, · • io-: · 

(1 Of street l1ne s ) , as enacted g .·c.t:; aw 

1 n 18 75 . The autho rs inve s t t gate the 

c irc umstances in which t he Law of l q l 9 

was p r o moted in Japan , and the e xt ent 

t o whi ch it v a r ied from the Pruss t a n 

mo de l in fa i li n g to provide f o r com­

pen sation pay men ts o r c o mpulso ry pur­

chase . The fi r st lectu re o n build ing 

l ines was given in J apan by a Pruss 1an 



poltc~ c~pta tn 1n 1886. Two years 

!~tet, a tull translat i on of the 

Prusstdn law w;1s publ1shed by the 

~tntstty of Home Affairs . It made 

ltttle tmmed late 1mpact on the thlnk­

tng of Japanese planners and archttects . 

In the yea rs leading up to 1919, local 

ordtnanccs were made , affecting the 

hetght of , and distance between , 

but l dings . Planners , and partic­

ularly architects , found it much 

mote diff1cult to comprehend the need 

to 1moose building lines ahead of 

ban growth and the laying out of 

streets . 

ur-

Htst ric1l background and evaluat1on 

Of the T 

YORIFUSA 

wn Plann1ng Act 1968, 

ISHIDA , sn".{ei.<a.<:. 

'1·).J ""'t' ', 119 , t'\pril l982 . 

'ir;y Flan-

(Japan -

esc text wtth Engltsh abstract . ) 

Investtgates the h1storical background 

to the Act which transferred town plan­

ntng from central to local government, 

involved the public more closely , drew 

a distinction be tween areas of urban 

growth and rural preservation , and 

introduced a system of planning con ­

sents . I n a study of the post-war 

period, the author desc ribes how the 

need to transfer powers to the munici­

paltty was first mooted in 1949 in the 

so - called Shoup Recommendation , and in 

several further commissions o n local 

admintstration . On each occas1on , the 

recommendatton was 1gnored until 19 68 . 

The proposals put fo rward in the re­

port of the Commtssion o n Buildtng Land 

Problems t n 1967 were similar to those 

of the author's doctorate thesis of 

1960 . Not only must the unsatisfactory 

prov1sions of the 1968 Act be modified , 

but the 1deology and competence of 

planning authorit ies improved. 

ICimpr>••h •ndV•' Urbar. Studies is the memoir 

of the Center for Urban Studies , Tokyo 

Metropolitan University , and is pub -
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llshed three ttmes a year. City PLanning 

Rev; w lS the quarte rly journal of the 

City Plann1ng Institute of J apan. ) 

Ideology , planni ng theo ry and the Ge rman 

city in the inter-war years, JOH N ROBERT 

MULL IN , Town Planning Review, 53 ( 2) , 1982 , 

ll S-30 . 

Whilst German town planning has long 

been hailed for its contr ibution t o the 

health and prosperity of German cities, 

little attemp t has so far been made to 

compare the Lawn planning theories devel­

oped dur1ng the years of the Weimar 

Republic (1918-1932) with those of the 

pre-war Nat ional Socialist period (1933-

39) . This , and two further papers to be 

publtshed 1n Town Pl.anning Review, seeks 

to remedy the deficiency by exploring 

the town planning theories and ideolo­

g les that exerted ~o stro ng an influ­

ence on the planning process , namely 

the physical st r uctures, site plans, 

and Lhe housing-assistance programmes . 

LCC slum clearance policies, 1889-1907, 

J ./\ · YELLING , Transactions of the Institute 

of British Geographers , 7 (3) , 1982, 292-

303. 

The paper examines the c rucial r ole 

played by the London County Council in 

the development of hous ing policies in 

late Vic t o r1an England, focussing on 

the two dtstinc t phases of the period 

of Progressive rule between 1889 -1907. 

The policy fluc tuations are examined 

1n detail , and the status of slum clear­

ance as a social reform is reviewed. 

l:.'noliHh cot iagea, TONY EVANS and CANDIDA 

LYCETT GREEN , Weidenfeld a n d Nicolson, 

London , 1982 , 160 pp, 132 full colour 

illustrat i o ns , E9.95 . ISBN 0 297 

78116 2 . 

Th e cult of the cot tage has its roots 

in the elaborate and often romant1c 

·ot,t..ljJA orne,· built by the Lea.< mu .... of 

the 18th century , and was developed 

towards the end of the Victorian ~ra 

by Arts and Crafts Movement archi­

tects, who revived ideas of rustic 

simplicity . With an introduction by 

John Betjeman , the book highlights 

the variety of building material s and 

s tyles used , and includes a chapter 

o n model villages and estate co t tages . 

Notes and News 

WORKit-<G PARTY ON HISTORIC PLAN"ING 

RECORDS 

After extensive correspondence between 

members of the Working Party and ln­

terested parties, steps are being tak­

en to apply for a substantlal g r ant 

to fund a research proJect to estab­

lish and re co rd the present situation 

with regard to both public and pri­

vate records . Discussion has taken 

place on the publication of a guide 

to records in the British Isles and 

soundings have been made on the pos­

sibility of reproducing historic plan­

ning records on microf i lm o r micro­

fiche. Further reports on the Working 

Party's progress will be g iven in 

future numbers of the B1d 'o1t'n . The 

convenor of the Working Party is 

Mlchael Simpson , Department of His­

tory, University College, Singleton 

Park, Swansea SA2 3PP . 

JOURNAL OF URBAN HISTORY 

This Jou rnal publishes articles on a 

wide variety of urban history topics, 

including the his t o ry of planning . 

The Associate Editor for Britain and 

Europe is Michael Simpson, Department 

of History, University College , 

Singleton Park , Swansea SA2 8PP , 

Wales. lie will be pleased to re-
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ceive manuscripts or suggesttons for 

urticles . 

VIS !TORS 

Or Rlchard Rodger of the Depurtment of 

Econom1c and Soc~al Hlstory tn the 

University of Leicester is V1sit1na 

Professor of History in the Department 

of History at Kansas University until 

/\ugust 1983 . Hi s research interests 

arc centred on housing history and rc­

l~ted aspects of 19th century urban 

development. in Britain . 

St.CN 1:-.1 PASSI!'IG 

The Kent Archives O:f1ce ln ~aldstonc, 

Kent, England, received and c1talogucd 

tn 1980 records deposited by the South 

Eastern Gas Board . These included the 

mtnute books, accounts and m1scellaneous 

material of all the gas compan1es that 

had existed in the area of the Board up 

to the ttme of nat1onalisation. 

Surely a cue for asking whether anyone 

would like to write an article on 

' Planning history and the gas works' -

or the ' power station ' for that matter! 

Tll0"-1AS OLIVER LARKIN 

Dr llarlan Hague , of the Department 

of History, San Joaq~n Delta College, 

SLockton, California 95207, USA , has 

wr1tten to say that he is working on 

a blography of T . O. Larktn. John 

llaw.JOOd edtted a selectton of lr;tters 

entitled fir.;!; a• ..... uast Cor:s •• l.. Thoma. 

<.., ·ror• · 1 (first ed. Henry E . llunt.~ng­

ton L~brary , 1962; second ed ., Pacif1c 

Books , 1970) and it is posstble that 

he might have still been working on 

Larkin at the time of his death. 

Dr Hague asks whether anyone knows 

whether this was so , and would be in­

terested to hear from anyone who may 



have c usto dy o f h ~ s r ese a r ch mater~al . 

He wo uld be glad t o receive any un­

pub l ~she d rese arch notes made during 

the pre paratio n o f ::-i.r st u >'lrl ..,ast Con.lul . 
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Notes and Articles 

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLANNING IN 19th CENTURY JERUSALEM­

THE TAKANOT 

From t he middle o f the 19th century J e ru s a lem e xpe r1 c n ced a rapid rate of physrcal 

deve l o pment , outside t h e old city wall s , rn rt ~ ated b y me mbers o f t he dif f e r e n t 

c ommunitie s (Mo slems , Jews a n d Christ r ans) . I t a r ose from a des i r e t o overcome 

s u ch prob l ems a s po verty , overc r owding , ep i demics a nd the deterio r ation of the 

i n fras tructure in t he old core . (1 ) 

Para l le l t o t his p r o cess , t he refo rm and pol1tical c hanges in the Ottoman Empire 

contri b ute d t o a n impr o v ement in the g e ne ra l a nd pe r sonal l evel o f sec urity in 

Pa les t ~ ne . Thus c ity walls a nd gate s became Less i mp o r t ant , allo wing f o r the 

de velopme nt of ne w s uburbs o u t sid e the old crtrcs . The c h a racter of t h e new sub­

urbs w~s a n i ndicat ion o f c h a nge s 1 n cul t ural norms , and a w~sh t o modernige an<l 

imp r o ve the s t anda rd of l ~ v rng . At the same t~me , such t rad rt~onal t r aits as the 

:;egregatron o n a r el i g i ous , eth nic o r communal bas i s '"'e r e pres e r v e d . These features 

we r e expre ssed both 1n t h e g enera l lay •ut and archrtectural s t yle of the suburus . 

W1th ~ n th 1s general p r o ces s o f u rba n growth , thu r e ~as a g r eat d r fference between 

J e wrsh and non- Jewish ne i g h bo urhood s in the realm of preliminar y plann i ng and 

charac t e r of t he new Jewish ne i ghbo urhoods . A phys~cal , economi c and espec~ally 
soc~a l p l an f o r each neighbou r hoo d wa s p ub l r s h ed rn bookle t s c a lled .a~t~t (By 

Laws , Regu l a ti o n s ) . Abo ut 80 o f these b ooks o r fo rms o f t he J e wish n eighbourhoods 

o f Je rusal em h ave been fo und cov~r~ng the perrod o f t he late Ottoma n r ule and the 

Mandate ( 1855 - 19 48 ) . There may be as ma ny as 100 rn exi s tence . 

I n a more gener a l f ramewo rk , these plans were quite advanc ed compared t o Europe<~n 

and America n a nd, no doubt , Ot toma n town s o f the same perio d in te r ms o f physical , 

e c ono mic a nd socia l p l anning o n a neighbourhood scale . ( 2) On the o ther h and , they 

were an i nno vat ive con tinua t ion of the legal c u s t o m o f c ommunity Ta~not, common ~n 

J e wrsh trad itio n sin ce a ncien t t i mes . ( 3 ) 

A p r e l i minary a na l y s is o f these Takanot ra~se s many q u e stio ns, and no d oubt the 

topr c requ ~ res a p r ofou nd and e xtens r ve invest ~gat~on . Amo ng t he important sub)ects 

t o be r n vestigated we m~ght me ntro n the sou r c e s , ideolog ~cal a nd prac t 1cal motrva ­

Llons for thei r publication , therr orr grns a nd the 1nflue nce o f o the r .1•a not (not 

a lways conne c t ed with t h e f o unding of ne ~ghbourhoodsl , rn the Jew i s h and non- Jew1sh 

wo r ld , and the amount o f i de a l r s a tron they e x press . \ve mr yht ask whethe r the pub­

l ish~ng o f ne i ghbourhood boo k s 1s a u nrque phenome non wh ~ch occurred at 1 certnin 

place a nd t~me and star ted para llel t o the eme r ge nce o f the Jewish ne~ghbourhoods 

from t he old city walls , o r a r e other compa rable procedu r es to be found elsewhere? 

The f i rst step s hould be a c h ronvlogica l exa mina tio n of t he Takanoi o f th1s t ype . 

Th i s c ould a id in e xamining the e v o l ut i o n o f the t h inking e x p r essed in t he pub ­

l ished 1'akanoi . Are any significan t di f ferences evident be t ween differen t t ime 

spans , s uch as t he Ot t oman perio d (up t o 1917) versus t he Mandat e period ( 19 17-

194 8) , o r a ny sub- pe r iods with in the t wo? It would also be interesting t o compare 
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dltterent ed1t1ons published by the same suburb o r associat ion (sometimes up t o 

f ur e cil t1ons) . It would be poss1.ble to d1scover how o rig1.nal each Takanot was , 

nd h ow tar the approach adopted 1n one neighbourhood was copied in part o r enti r ely 

b) another . has there a diffus10n of 1deas to other places such as Jaffa , Tibe r ias 

and als- the Jew1.sh agricultural colon1es , whi ch adop ted the cus tom a nd published 

t he1r >wn r 1~1~ • ? We might cite the three regulation forms of three of the f1rst 

Jew1sh ne1ghbour hoods that we re bui lt ou t s1de the o ld ci ty walls - Mea Shear>iu1 (A 

Hundred Gates , 1874) , Even Israel (The Stone of Israel , 1875) and Mishkenot lsral:il 

(Israel ' s Dwe l lings, 1876) , whic h show a ~reat s imilarity in fo rm and conte nt. An 

l.!xplan.:~tion for this may be the fact that some of the founders were the same people, 

but this needs to be e x amined more systematically . 

Another l 1.ne of comparison may be th,lt of 'fGlka~IOt. o f s uburbs that we re built by 

different 1.nit1.atives . Were the By Laws adop ted by commercial companies selling 

houses to any Jewish b uyer different in charac t er a nd emphasis from those of public 

bu1ld1ng soc1.et1.es or CoUelim (communal organ1sations, that were formed on the basi s 

o t country , area , or t own of origin)? Were the company regulations more concerned 

w1.th the order of payments and phys1.cal layout , and less with social order and 

m.lnagement? 

Ano ther guest1.on t o be investigated relates to the legal and judicial valid1ty of 

t he t·e'}ulatlons . \"er e they based on the Jewish N hacr.? (lega l part of Jewish trdd­

ltlonal l1terature)? Did t hey have any statutory validity in the eyes of the 

OttOmdn ru l ers?We r e they a substitute for the non - e xi s tence of r egulatory planning 

u nder the Ottomans? We know, for e x ample , that du ring the Mandate period the 

suburbs were registered as 'Mu tual Associdtions ', in accordance with the Coopera­

tive Company Ord1.nance , publishe~ in the years 1920 and 1933 . We s hould check the 

Ordin ance and its influence on the regulations and the status of n~ ighbourhoods as 

publi c b odies . 

This b rings us to the much wider subject of ' vision versus reality'. 

We might carry out a conten t analysis of the regulations - as reflec -

tlng ce rta in social and physica l concepts, and the n e xami ne the extent of their 

realisat1on in terms of spatial e xpress i o n o r in socia l framewo rks of institutions, 

organ1.zat1ons and management. 

The - ~~no • of the Jewish building soc1eties and the neighbourhoods of Jerusalem 

are an e xcellent research source for the s tudy of the e xodus of res idential neigh ­

bourhoods outs1de the old city walls . Top1cs of 1nterest include reasons for 

leav1.ng the old c1ty ( these a r e often men tioned - such as health and sanitation 

problems , and crowd1.ng) , t he purchasing of the land , land prices and p r ev1ous 

owners , the pr1ces of build1ng houses of d lffe r ent types and standa r ds , the rate 

~ f 1.nterest in those days , and the architPctural planning (the general layout of 

s uburbs, d~artments , courtyards and ~ubl1 c qrounds rl nd institut i ons) . 

As most of the reighbourhoods cor.tinue to exist , 1t 1s feasible , throug h fiel d 

study , records a nd maps from earlier pe riods , t o examine the extent to which the 

plan s were realised , as well as investigating the evolu tion of changes and addi­

t l o ns. They provide valuable ins ights into th e initiators , founders and member s 

<>f t he t11f ferent suburba n framewo rks. 

) I 

Tukinq account o f the 
hlsto ry of modern t o·.m pl<~nnin<J ln Europe and /\mer l Ca , It t ' l 

extensive scale o f nc 1ghbo urhood plann1ng ( that include s 
~pp~rcnt that such an 
phys1cal , economic and soc 1.al plann1ngl dur1ng the 

second half of the 19th century , 

must be r egarded a s a most avant- ga r dc phenomeno n . Ny a1m has oeen 

reader w1.th p reliminary thought~ relat1ng t o 19th century urban and 

t o present t .e 

ne1.ghbourho0d 

compar 1s o n s w1 t h 
l.n a Possibly unexpected area of the wo rld , and to suggest 

planning 
European planning of the same pcr1.otl . 

1 . 

2 . 

J . 

RUTII KARK 
De partment of Geography 
The llcbrew University of Jerusalem 

Kark , R. ( 19 7 8) Neighbourhoods o f J, r1 •. u~ lem - by- taw::- rvki /;uiLding in iJew ,Je r•uRalem, 

Jerusalem (Hebrew ) ; 

Kark, R. and Ldndman, S . 
1n J~ rusa lem ou tside the 
ExrLoration Juar•te rty, 1 I 2, 

( 1980) The e s Ldbll s hment o( Muslim neig hbo urhood s 
o ld c 1ty during the late Ottoman period , Pal :-Tin 

I I 3- 135 . 

for compar 1.son see : Cherry , G . E . ( 19 70) 
London; Cherry, G. E . (1972) Ur l)(!n ''~mt.! 
Fr.1edman , J . and Weave r, c. ( 1979 ) J. .. r'r' t' 
(1968) l 'coplc and plar • .; , New York ; Kclle r , 
New York. 

O!.'' 1 l.wm ·,.g in ~ts soc ic:L ·ar. .c 
md pl mr:i113, Henley - on Th ames ; 
r•;~ and f ••• · t r. , London; Gans, 
S . ( l 968) • n" .-rbar. ..; ~ .Jnoo .. rn" 

H. J . 

El o n, M. ( 1973) 'the He br ew Law- i cu ni:-~or·_~, .·o,r·•:: w. 

(Hebrew) ; 

ri>t •ip ... .,s , Jerusa lem 

Levsky, A. ( 1974) J e rusaLem' s Takarlot- llt,, to Z..th c:.r,itr y , 

Un1ve rsity (He brew ) . 

M. A. tnes1s, Ba r I l a n 
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WORK IN PROGRESS 

.'lany m~mbers completed the quest.Lonn<:nres Clrculatcd with the fast two issues of 

The lnformat.Lon p r ov ided is reproduced below . If you have not retur ned your 

Your reply, t oge ther with the questionnaires 

completed by new membe rs of the Group , wil l be published later. Some members have 

told us that they have not filled 1n the.L·r f orms because they are not active l y 

qu~st1onna1re yet , please do s o . 

enqaged in planning histor y at the moment . I t has been revealing t o discover how 

mnny tall into th1s categor y . 

Wtthtn each e n t r y , 

work in progress . 
' A' represents recent ~ublications a nd activi ties , and ' B' 

lvt• hope reaclet s W.Lll f1nd the returns v 'lu •bl" ··s .. "U .Lde ~ u ~ ~ ~ ~ t o the activities o f 
tl•lluw-members , the d1fferent aspects of plann.Lng histo ry being investigated, and 

an <Hdl' memoire to recent books and papers publ.Lshcd . t:ach member will draw his/ 

her uWJI conclus1ons about how well planning history .LS being covered by the 

mc·nberslllp . Some m1ght t h.Lnk the subJect IIJS been ra the r narrowly defined. If 

so, does this reflect the lim1ted percept.Lon of plann1ny history general l y, o r 

does .Lt mean the Planning H.Lstory Group has st1ll to r ecruit those looking more 

Wldely at the f1eld of planning history? 

Professor Alan F . J . Artibise, Department f o History , Un lversity of Victoria , 

Victo r .La , B. C . V8W 2Y2 , Canada. 

Al 

A2 

A3 

B1 

B2 

St~Up .. ng tm Canadian urban Landscape: essay:~ on the c:it-y- buiZding process , 1821-1921 

Ottawa , Ca r leton University Press, 1982 . (Co- edited with G. A. Stelter) 
Pra: r-7 ..a>bur: development , 1870-l:JJO . Ottawa, Canadian Historical Assoc i ation , 
I 981 . 

~·cn;,l(lu's ta•ban pnst, : a bibliogr-aphy '!nJ ';}llid,• to Ctma<Hc.w ta•ban studies . Vancouver, 

Untvers.Lty of British Col umb ia Pr ess , 198 1. (Co-author G . A . Stelter) 

Conservat lOn planni ng and urb<m planning : the Canadian Commission of Conser ­

Vclt.Lon ln Historical Perspective, 1n Roger Kain , ed ., PLanning f o J• uOrtl!er>V<Hiun : 

l' i ~ t. }'1' 1 '1 t. ,.,- >r~tl, 1 ,, J•..;ne t ~V· . L d t 11 
r - on on , ~anse , 1981 , !JP 17-36. (Co-autho r 

G. A . Stelter) 

Uroan development on the Canadian pra.Lr~es , 1870-1950 . 

Urban development in Brit.Lsh Columbia , 1849-1960 . 

Mr N1ck Ba.Lley , Plann .Lng Un.Lt , Polytechn.Lc of Central London , 35 Marylebone Road, 

London NW1 . 

Bl A study of the legal, adminlstrat.Lve and pol lt.Lcal factors affecting develop­

ment control p r ac tice in South Camden , London , from 1947 to the present. In 

a small part of London's central area , e x · h am.Lnes t e way changes in development 

control practice are ref lected in cha nges tn the built form and socio-economlc 

patterns . 

Mr Phll.Lp Booth , Department of Town and Regiona l Planning , un i ve r sity of Sheffield , 

6 Claremont Place , Sheffield S 10 2TB . 

Al ;,;, (} lopmt!nt ·ontr-o~ and design qw·''ty . s · l w~~ lX reports , Steffield Centre for Envi r on-

mental Research, 1981 . (With A.R. Beer) 

13 

A2 
tln ina

1
cctor cull.B - th(' public 1'>1q1~ir>y rr•o·••ll::. fifty - five minute video programmt•, 

Sheffield Centre f o r Env1ronmental Research , 1981 . 

A3 
Housing Research Foun-

Bt<ilding ur.de r> Zi •ence: one roor.te ro Z.o•.•- ., .• , no<.:ir.g j'or 11a~e . 

dat.Lon, 1982 (a t press ) . 
Dl Preparation o f video tra ining programme in service del.Lve ry for London Borough 

of Hackney. 

Professor Neville Borg, Departme nt of Transportat1on and Environmental Planning, 

University of Birmingham, P 0 Box 363 , B1rm1ngham Bl5 2TT . 

Al fner>gy usage and activity in t•ll' Weilt Midlan /.· , /:1.1-1.171. Departmental Publication 

No . 5 7, ISBN 0 70 44 0573 3 . 

Bl Cons ideration of stable energy su~ply networks . 

Mr Timothy J . Brown , School of Land and Butlding Stud1es , Leicester Polytechnic, 

P 0 Box 143 , Leicester LE1 9BH . 

A1 Housing , trades unions and planning hlstory, tlurp,ir.g ilistor·y Bu 7 ~ctin, 4(2), I:J&L. 

A2 ;;,._ ;a:..~. o;' class - based 1>•.:Z~J:;-'.; ;'or> .<t'l .r ·.· ·u~., paper 1n the series of B1rmingham 

Polytechnic Discussion Notes (forthcomlnCJ). 

13 1 I am u ndertaking part - t.Lme research f r a :·1.Phll./Ph . D. qualificat.Lon at tne 

Departmen t of Plann1ng and Landscape ~t B.Lrm1ngham Polytechn1c . The subJect 

o f study is the deve lopment o f trddes un1on lnlttatives in planning and hous ­

.Lng pol1cy with specia l reference Lo Coventry Trades Council. Part of th.LS 

pro ject is concerned with the histor1cal development of town planning and 

housing policy and the .Lnfluence of the trades un1on movement . 

or Chris Carter , Duncan o f Jordanstone College of Art , Perth Road, Dundee DOl 4HT. 

A1 Th e evolution of planning at the regional level .Ln Scotland , 1945- 1975, 

Occasiona l Paper-a in Town and Regional. Planning , Duncan of Jo rdanstone College of 

Art, 7 , 1982 . 

B1 Cumbernauld New Town: its o rigin s , designation a nd contributions to innova­

tions in physical planning , 19 56 - 1962 . On a part-time basis over 2 - 3 years, 

this is a study of Development Corporat.Lon and Scottish Office files on 

Cumbernauld, together with published and unpublished literature and interv1ews. 

Professor Go rdo n E . Cherry , Centre for Urban and Regional Studies, Un1vers1ty of 

lh rm1 ngham , P 0 Box 363 , Birmingham Bl'> 2T'f . 

AI "i.m-· •. r.· 1. Britis}, p~am.ing . (Ed . l , The Arch1tectural Press , 1981. 

A2 

Bl 

lit< : o/ ~t~c.- o{ cown pl.a>Jr:i~lg . Longmdns, I 982 . 

My plann.Lng his t ory act.Lvitles huve the qenerll framework of a concern for 

cha rting the course of 20th century development 1n Br1tish planning , ideas, 

polic.Les a nd practice . More part.Lcularly I am working through the plann1ng 

l.Lterature of the ' 20s and ' 30s w1th ,1 v1ew to preparin g a paper on approaches 

to plan- making at the reg ional scale . Higher degree student supervislon keeps 

me .Ln touch with minds and energies more act~ve than my o wn, notably Stephen 

Ward , Leith Penny, Derek Gunby a nd (recently) Mervyn Miller. An 1nterest ~n 

biographical work has led to a study on Lord Holford ( two yea r, Leverhulme) 

with Leith Penny at the coalface . 
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~ts Cht1st1ane C . Col lins, 448 Rivcrs1du Ut1vu , New York , N.Y. 10027. 

Al Prcs~ntcd pdpcr, ' The R1ngstrasse: boulevard, pl~ce , monument' , at two-day 

S)~pos 1um , ' V1enna s1nc~ 1955 '. Austrldn Ccnter , ~1nneapolis . 

to be publ1shed . ) 
( Proceed 1ngs 

A2 lnv1ted part1c1pant , ' When ~ords fail: avant - ga rdc Ge rman photography 1919-

1939, 1n 1ts soc1al and histor1cal context '. Internationa l c o lloquium , 

Intcrn~t1onal Center of Photography, New Yotk . 

Bl Th~ 1nvolvement of Camillo Sitle (1843-1903) in the a rts and crafts. 

82 The C.l r~er of \verne r Hegemann (1881- 1936) . llegemc:mn ' s plann ing proposals for 

Buenos A1res and Rosar i o . 

63 Functional i sm in landscape planning : Leberccht Migge (1881 -1 935) . 

Ms H.M. T . Conway , 11 5 Palewell Park , London , SW14 BJJ . 

;\1 .. r•1es .. Rtl ., , fur>~itur>e designer>. Monograph, Design Council, 1982. 

81 The des1gn and de ve lopment of the municipal park , 18 40-1880 . For M.Phil./ 

Ph . D. 

Pr~tassor Dora P . Crouch, Schoo l of Architecture , Rcnssel a er Polytechnic Institute , 

TrJy, :-J.Y . 12181 , U . S . A . 

AI Pi. .' i ·c..~,ning in .~o 1 •t• At".· r·i~·a , with Duniel Garr and Axel Mundigo . 

A2 Creat1on of arch1tectu r e , sect1on of Art pLf 1r··fn.t-• ·Lur <.? thesaur>uu (includes 

Clty plann1ng and c1ties and towns) . 

Bl The wate r s ystem o f Morgant1na, Sic1ly , Amcri ·m . . /c wnaL of Archaeology, (in 

pr~;:ss) . 

Professor J . B. Cull ingwor th, Department of Geography , University of Toronto , 1 00 

St . George Street, Toronto, Canada M5S 1A1 . 

Al A bibliography on rent control , Research Paper 117 , Univers ity o f Toronto , Ce n tre 

for Urba n and Communit y Studies , 1980 . 

A2 Town and Country PLanning in Britain, 8th cdi tion , comple tely revised and r eset, 

Allen & Unwin, 1982 . 

61 Rent control in On tari o . 

B2 Land polic1es in Canada. 

63 Urban and reg i onal planning in Canada . 

Dr James Stevens Curl , 5 Clifton Ter r ace , Winchester , Hants S022 5BJ . 

AI The 1ntroduction to a facsimile edit1on of John Claudius Loudon' s On tn,.. laying 

A2 

A) 

A4 

B1 

... t , 'a•' ••.• ar.A "'l.l•:aging of,.:. m"'eri,..· , 1'• n .,,, imrr· •tment of churchyards, o riginally 

publ1shed 1n 1343 . Ivelet Books Ltd ., 18 Fa1rlawn Drive, Redhil l , Surrey 

Rill 6JP . 

! •. '· l'J, ar ·~i cectur;; a~.d p~ ... ·•• tn~ ;· ''•• •· t 1'• .· J" 11 Fishmongers ' Company in ULs ier. 

Ulstu r Architectural Heritage Soc1ety , 181A Stranm1llis Road, Belfast BT9 6DU . 

[,, EJJ? t/ 'l'. r>•,viwl.: a re ·urring tntr7• "n 1-1 • ,li,: r.or•y <Jj" t.w tl! . All en & Unwin, 19 82 . 

\fo .... Z 'lOu.;'"Y and healthy nations . Tnf'. lif~; and work of" 1/enry Roberts (1803 - 76) , archi tect- . 

Ph1llimore , 1982 . 

Research cont i nues on the esta t es o f all the London Livery Compa nie s in Ireland. 

Dr Mlchael Cuthbert , Department of Town Planning , ~dinburgh College o f Art, 

Lauriston Place, Edinburgh . 

A1 Ma)or e xh ibition on Patrick Geddes in Edinburgh for Edinburgh Fest ival, 19 82 . 

Content and catalogue . 

Bl 

62 

35 

Book on Patri ck Geddes and the Outlook Tower. 
d · s of Patrick Geddes . 

Book _ selection of published and unpublishc wr1t1ng 

un1vers1ty College London, 26 Bedford 
or R1chard Dennis , Department of Geography, 

Way, London WC1H OAP . 
Community and the social Jeography ot Vtctor1an c1ties , Urban lliRtOT'iJ Y>uuooK, 

A1 

A2 

81 

8 2 

1981 , pp 7- 22 . (With Stephen Daniels) 

Stability and change 1n urban con~unlti~s : ' geographlcal perspectlve , 1n 

1 ( d ) ·;1, •• tr•;j "'·a•r of· nin1 ~t!ent.n '-'entul'J ···t; · , 
J . H. Johnson and e . G. Poo ey e s . , 

Cr oom Helm , London, 1982. 
· · · Lh nin••teencn century : a social comple ting a book , EngLish industr£al ·· tHJ of e 

· b c mb "dge U.P ., late 1983 . y<Jograp11y, antici pated publicat1on · Y a r1 
t ' companies in London, 1850-Research on housing trusts and ' five per ccn 

· 1 characteristics of tenants 1980, particularly site selection and the soc1 a 

(see report on conference in PHB , 4(1 ) 1982 . 

Professor Gerhar d Fehl, Schinkelstrasse 1 , D 51 Aachen . 
R d Lares · T11e eady Degim ing 61 Forthcoming book edited jointly w1th Or J . o r1gues - · 

82 

.; r modern uroan planning in :;. rmany - 1 ) · 

R:search under way (research grant by Oeutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft) on the 

hlstory of u r ban development control 1n Germany and Italy ; JOint proJeCt Wlth 

Professor G . Piccinato, Ven1ce . 

Dr P . L . Garside, Department of LlVll Englneer1ng , Unlversity of Salford , Salford 

MS 4WT . 

AI M.•tl'opolitan f.ordort : politic.; tn<l •• rb•lH · t~l''.l' 111" - JDRJ , 

Edwar d Arnold , 1982 . (Co-author Ken Youn<J) 

Stud1es i n Urban H1story &, 

A2 

A3 

A4 

61 

82 

East and west: the wo rld of London , tn A. R . Sutcliffe , (ed . ) , t-tetropoLi.; , 

Man sell , 1983 . 

relatl·ons ~nd housing policy in London 1919 - 1970 , wi th I nte r governmen t al ~ 

to the dcnstty and locatio n of council housing, f.ondon Jour•~aL, specia l reference 

Vol.9, No.l, Spring 1983. 

RIBA lec ture and public e xhibition , ' E.C . P . Mouson : an a rchitect in local 

authority housing, Islington 191 9 - 1965 ', Oc t ober 1982 . 

De f 1nitions and remedies for overcrowd1ng , 1919- 1939 . Conference pape r, PHG/ 

SSHM confe rence , 'P lann1ng for Heulth ' , Oxford , December 1982. 

Socla l histo r y of London 1750 to present . For CuP New social history of 

Britain : edi t o r Professor F . M. L . Thompson . 

Or S . M. Gaskell , The City of L1verpool College of Higher Educat1on, Liverpool Road, 

Prescot , Merseyside L34 1NP. 

Al building controL: national l.Ji.;~lt•:on md ~h 

A2 

Bl 

i.IIJi,mJ, to be publ ished shortly by Stand1ng Counc1l o n 

The Development of a model village, 1n 

1983 . 

/,o ·aL Historian , 

Local History . 

to be published in 

11 , •c•ncury o f model hou:;ing : t.hc Great l:.xhibitio,. t.o tlze hstivaL of Br>icain, to be published 

f o r Des i gn History Series , PembLidge Press , 1983 . 

Mr Andre w Gibb , Department of Geography , The Un1vers1ty, Glasgow Gl2 8QQ . 

A1 b' · h · · ·~l o•· Centre fo r Urban and Regional fhe deve Lopmen t o f pu ~tc su:tor ouJtng •n " ctsy ~· · 



Bl 

)6 

R~s~dtch, Un1vers1ty ot GlasJow, 01scussion P1pc t No.6 , 1982 . 

J 'S!]I.J: tnt ·•.a>;."•ll.JOJ'; •'t-J . Croom Helm , London , Noveml>e r 1982 . 

•lous1nq cond1t1ons 1n Glasgow : 1750-1914 . 'l"h1s w1ll be a chapter 1n R. /\ . Cage 

,uld A . G1bb , (eds . ) , .11c ":::~. z•" '< 1 ''• ·"'''" 11.1 cl1.;.·,,, :n Glaeyoi.J, 1'/. o- J!I/4 . 

PtolMble publlcuLl.on date December 11J84. 

82 Post-wdr publ1c sector hous1ng 1n Scotland . Scm1nur paper t o be publ1shed 

as part ot a book by St . Andrews University , Jun~ 1983 . (With D. MacLennan) 

Nr John R. Gold , Department of <;oci<.~l St:uc.llcs , Oxfo rd Polytechnic , lleadl nqton , 

Oxt<.Hd OX'l OBP . 

t\ I 

Bl 

• • '' 1 • '' •it'O>IIIIo nts: ~,;.~ays on tm lfl• Pillltf <>)' pt.w,• a11t! lcoducap(;.. London , Ceorge A Llen 

• Unw1n , 1982 . (Co-edlto r J . l\ . Uu 1 yc~u) 

\Hth reference primarily to Grf..)ut Ut'lt.nn , ,, s tudy of 20th centu r y images of 

the future Clty . 'rhe study w1ll show how p.ut i cul<lr constellat i ons o f 

lmdgcry were developed and ptopugatud . Cons Jdc J able use is made of mass 

con~unlcdted material , both pr1ntud dnd vJsu<.~l , tn order to (a) indicate 

Lll<..! cl1mat;e of op1n1on at part1cuL.t1 tunes ; (b) uxam1ne the v1ews of op1n1on 

leaders; (c) study the relat1onsh1p between uv<.~nL -ga rde 1.deas about the 

ruture c1ty and ' popular ' culturf..) . rhe ptimdry pl<1ce of publlcatl.on w1ll be 

~r•a•. ' .;io•.: t!J«rlt':e:;r, '""·~><f':J '•naJ o. vn( :•L .r•c ·i:-.1, London , Croom Helm . 

~r Br1~n Uoodey , 14 ueen Street , M1ddleton Chenuy , Udnbury , Oxon . 

AI D1rect1ng and reporting of Council ot Luropr ' s ' 21 Towns Pr oject ', a compara­

Llvc study or tne cultural plann1ng pruccsb tn ~~ town s in 18 countries . 

l<c[.)orts and monographs obtuJ.nabll· frorn the Councll of Europe . 
Ul Fro~ September 1982 a study of the f1rst 10 years o f appl i cat i on of the 

'Ls~cx Design Guide ' in th~ Count;y ot Essex , 1nvolv1.ng res ide n t a nd market 

uvaluation of private and public housing drcas wh ich , to vary i ng deg r ees , 

have adopted the ' Design Guide ' approach . 

Mr P . C. Could , 407 Heneage Road , Grimsby , South Humberside DN32 9NG . 

Al '''Back to Nature ' and ' Back t o the Land ' a nd the British soc i alist Revival , 

1880-1900 " , Sheffield Un iversity , M. Pilil. thesis , 1982 . 

Bl ijilck to Natu r e ideas in the Clar1on Movement . 

Or f . Gray , CCE , EDB , Un1vers1ty of Sus~ex , Br1ghton , BN1 9RG . 

Bl An ux3m1nat1on of lanu use and plunn1ng 1n t;hc Cruwley area of West Sussex, 

purtlcula r ly concent r ating on the or1gins and I mplementation of the Crawley 

New Town planning proposals . 

~r Oere~ S . Gunby , 2 Dale End , Oanby , Wh1tby , North Yorksh1 r e Y021 2JE . 

Bl The fo r mulation of t he Brit1sh town •nd country plann1ng sys tem , 191~-19 4 7 : 

a study 1n the development of local and national gove r nmen t t own planning 

p ract1ce and ideology . Work towards a h1gher degree , Open Unive r s ity , par t ­

time , commenced January , 1°1jl, Three wo rking papers a va i l abl e: The South 

Tees-side Joint Town Planning Commi ttee : the early years , 19 20-19 30 ; 

Statutory t o wn planni ng in the ' 20s : the experience of Thornaby , 192 2-26; 

The North Tees Joint Town Planning Committee , 1920-1930 . 

)7 

Mr Dennis Hardy , Middlesex Polyt:echnl , •Jue nsw ''/• Lnfl•;ld , '<tiddlesez E.N3 ~SF. 

'l .... '.llln" ... "~l'·Y· MiddlPS• x PolytPchnJC, Gcoc;ruphy and Pl.nn1nq 
1\1 Plo•lu>.1.~ of the r: c ,,. • 

A2 

AJ 

81 

B2 

B3 

p.1pers , 1981 . (Joint authorsh1p ~~~ th Coli n Wunl) 

Plots of freedom , ''" lt t• ,ir.,.>Un nt , forthcomln<J publlCcJ.tion I'J82. (Joint 

~uthorshlp w1th Col1n Ward) 
l!l. stor l cal Adviser for BnC Hadio sr•rtP<; , ' Ut:oploi5 ' (1<:182) · 

Completion of manuscr1pt, Ar·atia j'or •l: tl< l 11'1 r a TrW<P.IJfliJ t Lar.1. . T (er 

publication as a book by Manscll-All:x<~ndrJnf' Press. 

Colin Wa rd ) 

(Jo1nt c..~uthorshtp dlth 

Vislt to United States to investi<J•III' cornp.1r<~t Jvc· plotldnd developmo.:nts ln 

the u.s . 
~·\Hlher articles arising from SSRC rc•:-;c•<lrch proJ<•ct: , ' The developmc·nt of 

plotlands in South-East England ' . 

Co~·n1 ssl.·on on lll·:,tonc MomJm<•nt!:> of SGotland, Jil '11clvJll" Mr M1. lcs Horsey, Royal "" 

Street , ~dinburgh 3. 

Al The story of Red Road flats , '' I ' o.' r• 1 < f1 , ir .I> 5 J ( 7 ) , I <:! 8 2 1 I 7 1 • 

Al. Cruthle court and ;>~oss 11<-,iCJhLb - t'dO pcotoLyp• Gl 1sgm" highrl c •st..tte,, 

•• 1 ~&:.! . 

Ul Hc•;earch on councll hous 1ny 1 n Glo.1 .. qow I'J4')-7S (und ocH.:kground materl 1l el c·­

where 1n UK and other countries) . 

Or Roger J . p . Kain , Department of GeO<Jrotphy , Un1 ver Jl ty of Exeter , 1\mory Building, 

Rennes Dr1ve , Exeter EX4 4RJ. 

Al "'Lm>1i>lJ j'or ..:on3er'Vtl'•O•': u> 'nt rrlzt nz ' l'· J , v ( Ed. ) , London, 1lnsc 11 , I 9 1 . 

1\2 Mil1tary i n fluence on Euro~ean t;own dusl<Jn , 

(with Heathe r No rri s) 

i.:tory To.tu..J, 32, 1982 , pp 10-1 

Bl My studies on the history of classtc<~l urban dcs1gn and planning in FrancP 

are continu1ng ; the ne xt ' instalment' ts ,1n article on park planninq 1n 

second Empire Lyo n. A crit1cal reviuw of urban conservation policy in Fr 'nee 

appears in the Oc tober issue of 7own l'Lm~>P'nv Hevi('·,• under the t1tle ' E.urope' s 

mode l and exemplar still? ' 

Pr ofessor Josef Konv1tz, History Depurtrncnt , :>\lChigdn State Un1vers1ty, Eust Lan­

sing, M1cn1gan 48824, ~ . S . A . 

Al Spatial perspect1ves on port c1ty developrr.cnt, c . l780 - 1980, 

1 r•' e•l·, fall 1 9 8 2 . 
Bl A study of the impact of wars on Clll~s 1nd of the role of c1t1es 1n wars 1n 

the twentieth century , e~pec1all} 1n the untted States , Britaln, France 

tlle Low Countries . 

d 

Professor Donald A. Krueckeberg, Department ?f Crban Plann1ng and Pol1cy Develop­

ment , School of urban and Reg1onal Poli""y, Rutqnrs L.n1versity , Kilmer Campu , ~.e·..J 

Brunswick , New Jersey 08903 . 
/\1 Serving as a Visiting Professor , E".1ll 1982 ,,t the Unl.versity of rexc1s at 

Aust in , Texas , de livering a scr1cs of s1x lt.!ctures on 1\merican plann1ng lus­

tory over three weeks. Topics 1nclude: Frederick Law Olmsted and Daniel 

Hudson Burnham; the C1ty Efficient vs Lew1s Mumford; and Rexford Guy Tugwcll 

and the her itage of New Deal Plann1ng . 



:>'••i•.g 1st z·. ,, tJ.< • · • t ft t • .. New Brunswi ck , The Cante r fo r 

rbm Pollcy Research, 1982, .:1pprox . 21'> pp . An cd1ted collection w1th con­

trlbut1on~ by Pcterson, Wriqley , Davrs, hrlson, Brtch , Funig l ello , Bauman , 

Altshuler, Llcobs, Krumhol~ 3nd Krueckebcry . 

r New YorK , Methuen , 1983 , appr ox . 

4 0 pp. An cd1ted collect1on of 18 ~.:1\,tptcrs, exp<!cted to be r eleased ~n 

February, 1983, ~ncludes an rntroduction plus chapters on Nolen, Ma r s h, Moody, 

Bassctt, !3ettman, \vood and B<:~uer , Norton , McK.tye, \vrrght , Tugwell , Mumford, 

B.lrl.:holomew, Scgoe, Woodbury, Eliot , Al.n·.tms , t~nd women r n planni ng from 1890 

to 1980 . 

Professor Carol H. Krinsky , Fine Arts Dcp.ttlmcnl , 303 Md i n Build ing , New York 

University, Wash1ngton Square , New York N.Y. 10003. 

Al The Fred F. French Building: Mesopotamr,t in 1'1anhat.:tan , Ant1:ques, CXX I , (1) , 

1 9 82. 

f\2. 

A~ 

Bl 

B2 

St Petet sburg-on-the- lludson: tht! Al b.tny Mall, ltf'l fn, ~pe of' naturl? . Si,<die!' in 

.. !.. •' ·•. '· New YorJ.. oliHi LlltJl~·wood Cl Lf ts, Harry N . Ab r ams , lnc . . 1nd 

Pn'"'ntlce Hall, 1981, pp 771-787 . 

F1rst Vice - President, Soc~ety of Atchtlcctur.tl Hlstorians , USA . 

BooK: ~ynagogues of Europe : arch1tecturc and history . 

Preliminary work on a proposed exhrb1t1on on rel.:ltlons in a r chitectur e and 

crty planning in New York ond Chicago, mld-19th century to the present . 

·:r Br1an Ladd, Department of History , Yale Univers1ty , Box 21 16 , Ya le Sta t i on , 

~cw Haven, CT 06520. 

Bl I um beginning work on a disserLatron on reform movement s in selected Ge rman 

crttes during the Imperial era (1871-1914), lnsotar as t hey sought relief i n 

~.:ity government and hence became (or failed to become) components of the 

comprehensive city planning whose origins are traced to this period. This 

would include traffic planning , publrc health , housi ng and aes t he t ic reform. 

My Interest is above all in intellectual hrstory and ther efor e i n t he var i ous 

dttltudes toward the city and urbants.ttion . 

Professor Andrew Lees , Rutgcrs University , Camden, New Je r sey 081 02 . 

Bl The c1ty rn European and American thouyht , 1820-1940 . 

'-lr ~lark Long , Department of Crvic Des1gn , Univcrsrty of Li ve r pool , Aberc r omby 

Square, P .O. Box 147, Liverpool L69 3BX . 

A1 Plar:ni•.g: bir·th or break: Department of C1v1c Design Worki ng Paper, 1981 . 

A2 " t•a r 'J m., a•t1 rxtdel instit"t ·o> . .;. Department of Crvic Design Wo rkr ng Paper , 1982 . 

A3 ef:"~ n ' if a•;, ~;-.t: ~ivie en~erpr·ist! . Mrmeo, 1982 . 

B1 Ph . D. - ' Modernisation' of the plann1ng process tn the 1960s: a survey and a 

case study . The histor rcal survey has <:Jtven riSL to one p aper: Town planning 

an political. agr ... ement in Ciu' J!J,:Oa, mrmeo , 1982 . The work wi l l desc ribe the 

pilrtlcular alliance of political and profcssiondl force s that pushed f o r a 

'modernised ' planning process in Lhe 1960s , dnd t he de velopment o f a method­

ology appropriate to the task . The case study wi l l follow th i s movement in 

the context of a midlands/northern industrial Lowrt (Coventry?). 

Pr ofessor John Muller, Department of Town & R1•qaonal Planning , Unrvrrsrty of 

\'iltwatersrand, 1 Jan Smuts Avenue, Joh.mncst>urq 2001, South Africa. 

AI rhe Johannesburg Metropolltiln Area, ln M. Paclone (ed.) I Urban pr bL mB an 

;ifl•,,nng ,., ,, lev<loreJ t.10r•Lt. London, Cr Of" tir>lm, 1'Jts1. (With T.J.D. fair) 

A2 Promot
1

ve planning: towards dn 1ppro h to planntng for the drsddvantdqcd, 

10 
P. llealey, G. McDougalland P. 'l'homils (cds.) , ILanningt.r.eor,-prspt>·t 

for t.h l.•~Ja. Oxfora, Pergamon Press, !982. 
Dl rlcld of work: social reform in urbc~n pl1nn1nq theory - rts appl1cat1on tn 

south Afr 1 ca. The work 1nvestigdtrs th~ roncept of socral reform - taken dS 

an incipient element of modern urb111 ~lilnntnq th~ory- through an analysis 

of reformist movements which devc•loped out of tanq~ble concern with the 

cond1t1ons of deprived classes Jn Crt•<tl Brit.lin tnd America in the 19th 

century , and proceeds to subsec1uunt t< 1orm-h.1secl theoretical positions dur rnq 

the 20th century. A comparative 1S,eSbiiiC.mt of the abovP with histoncul tncl 

present theoretical planning st 1nccs in South Afnca is made. 

Professor F. J. Manclus, Ronda Cral. M1tr1 92°1°, Uarcelona 17, Spain . 

A1 EspJcio urhano y socredad: algundS cuestronus dP metodo en la actual h1storra 

urbana. Ar'J .. .itec::t<>"1, No.236, Madrrd, 19A2. 

A2 Una introduction a la historia urbana: Barcelond s1glos X- XX. (Progr1ma de 

curso 3°) (Ambas en coloborac1on) 

Bl Colonizac1on agraria en Espana (18S -1965): urbantsmo rural y ordenac1on del 

terrrtoria (tesis doctoral). En col~oorac1on con J.L. Oyon qu1en esta desar­

rollando otra tesis doctoral tltuladd: la colonra agricola. Arquitectura ye 

urbanrsmo rural en Espana (1855-1965). 

Dr !lelen E . Meller, Department of EconomiC and Social History , The University, 

Nottingham NG7 2RD. 

Al 

A2 

A3 

Bl 

l.l'iruro.• ani itw changing city 1/llU-J.IJ ... London, H. K.P ., 1976 . 

/'he i /.•nl r•1:ty . Leicester Univers1ty Press, 1979. 

Several .trticles on Patrick Geddcs, includtng: Cities in evolution: Patrick 

Geddes as an internat1onal prophet of town plann1ng before 1914, in A.R. 

Sutcliffe, (ed . ) 

G. E . Cherry , (ed . ) 

The ri'-'t. o;' mud.·r·ll flW> pl P'l'• rru 1 .• -19H; Patrick Geddes, 1n 

More work on Geddes - including a pnper on his Indian reports, and a paper 

on his ca r eer and development in Ed1nburqh; com?let1ng a manuscript of book 

on Geddes . Collaborative project w1th Dr D.E.C . Eversley - to place plann1ng 

concepts in their histor1cal context. 

History) 

(Edward Arnold, Studies 1n Uroan 

Dr Stefan Muthesius, Fine Arts, UEA, Notwlch ~R4 7TJ . 

Al The tr.gZish 1erraced Hous (l;n/z •cnturp . Yale Un1versity Press, 1982. 

Miss Heathe r E. Norris, 12 Richmond Road, The Botts, Frome, Somerset . 

A1 Military influence on European town pL.tnning, H'::•ory j'oday , Vol.32, April 

1982 . (with Roger Kain) 

A2 P.:tper presented at the Annuul Conicrence of the Institute of British Gcog­

tuphet·s , January 1982: extensi.on pl.mning following the removal of town 

defences in late nineteenth century Northern France : the provision of public 

parks in Dovai, Dept du Nord. 

Bl A thPsis on the influence of urba11 lufenccs on town-extension planntny 1n 

Northern Fr ance, 1858-1914 . 
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~\r J.L. Penny, Centre for Urban and Rcq1on 1 Stud1es, Un1ve rsity of Birmingham , 

P 3b , B1rm1nqham BlS 2TT. 

e l1fe and work of W.G. Holford; two-year 1esearch project, funded by the 

vcrhulm~:: Trust. h'ori..Ing as research assoc1ate 1n the Centre for Urban und 

Req1onal Stud1es, with Professor Gordon E. Cherry , who is in charge of the 

prO)CCt . 

B2 The BrJ.tish town plann1ng movement, 1909-1939. Ph . D. in progress , under the 

superv1s1on of Professor Cordon Cherry. 

Prof~~sor Giorg1o P1ccinato , 10 via d•l Collcg1o Capra n ica , 00186 Roma , Italy. 

lll Lo st 1to d"'1L1 r1cerca scientitic.l m•l sctton· dcll.:1 pianificazionc del 

tPrritOLlo, tntroductory report to LhP conlcrcnce organized at the Consigl io 

N,,,l,)nt~le d.ella Ricet-che, Rome, 1~82. 

A2. 

2 

rhcotle und Praxis. Idcoloqie und tcchnisch•'S Instrumentar ium i n de r Stadt-

p:anung 1820-1~14, 1n ~tnt:buww ', bb, ,Jun<' 1980 . 

La dcscentral1zacion en la urbani~ttc~ modcrna: n0tas para un reesamen de la 

tradiCion dlSCiplinar, J.n z., 3, 1979 . 

Recent c~anqes in the urban1zat1on process: the case of Venetia , f1eld research 

at the ~Ipart1mento dJ. ~rban1stica (s1ncc 1J82) . 

To~n plann1ng and the constructiOn of c1t1es in Europe, his torical research 

on the forms and the processes of production of the industrial city , in co­

operatJ.on With the Universtty of Aachen (starting now). 

Mr Hugh Pr1nce, Department of Geography, Un1vers1ty College London, 26 Bedford Way, 

London 1,\ClH OAP. 

AI 

fl2 

c ... rr~ntly edttor of , our•Y.al of l' ·~ Ci ogNpfy. 

VJ.~tor1an rural landscapes, in G.8. Minqay (ed . ) he V£ctorian Courtt?'yHide . 

Vol.I, London, Routledge and Kcgnn P~ul , 198 1, pp 17-29. 

A3 Revival, restoration, preservation: ~hanging views about antique landscape 

tcutures, 1n David Lowenthal and Murc-us Binney (eds.) Our past before us, 

London, Temple Smith, 1981, pp 33-49. 

A4 Modern1zatton, restoration, prcservat1on : changes in tastes for antique 

1~ndgcapes, in Alan BaKer and Mark U1llinyc (cds.) Cambridge, CUP , 1982, 

po 33-43. 

B. Tn~ preHervation, restoration and alter.1t1on of gardens i n Eng land from the 

Slxteent~ century to the present day . The resedrch represents a broad 

tnterest 1n the maintePance of h1storic landscapes and attitudes towards the 

past, expressed in gar dening, architecture, planning, art and literature . 

Mr Graeme Purves, Depart~ent of Town and Country Planning , Edinburgh Col l ege of Art , 

Laur1ston Place, Edinburgh EH3 9~A. 

Bl I a current!y in receipt of a Robcrt Hurd scholarship from the Saltire Soc­

lcty tc allow me to research tnto the l1fc and work of Sir Frank Mears, the 

p1oneer Scottish planner. 

Dr Al1son Ravetz, 14 Rokeby Gardens, Leeds LS6 3JZ . 

A1 Rcv1ew article on the trilogy ' Planning and the Environment in the modern 

world' ("1ansell , 1980) for BuiLt nvif'onmrmt; sundry other reviews. 

A2 Contribution to BSA Conference, Manchester , Apr1l 1982, on ' Space and gender '. 

B1 (Early stages) book on women in the c1ty, during the period of urbanisation. 

4 I 

Or 

131 

Dieter Rebentisch, Geo r g - Speyer - Strassc 19 , D-6000 Frankfurt 90 , Wcsc Germany . 

il l include chapters on Natlonal-Socialist planning and "Ncug-
A book which w . 
liederung ". The provisional title is: German government and administratlon 

during the Second World War. 

ln Science , Technology and Society, Michigan Tech­
Profcssor Mark H. Rose, Program 

nological Unive rs ity , Houghton, Michigan 49931. 
Al The landscape of energy and transport, in Daniels , G . H. and Rose, M.H. , (eds . ) 

A2 

A3 

81 

I::ne rgy and tr>ansport: histor icaL rerGpec:ttl)l:; Jn policy, Sage Publications I Beverly 

Hill s , CA , 1982. (With George H. Danicls) 

The Fede r al Highway Administration , 1n Donald R. Whitnah (ed . ) Covm••ru>umt; 

agmtcies , Greenwood Press , 1983 · 
G } "nd Leonard Richards (eds . ) The 

American highway politics , in W. r ae)ner ~ 

Ameri~an r~cord, Vol. II , Knopf , 19 82 . 

Chol'ces •nd thr soclal - spdtial development of f1vc r am at work on energy y 

Kansas Cl.ty , Wichita , Tulsa , Dnd Oklahoma C1tyl , 1900-19 40 . 
c ities (Denve r, 
I am seeking (a) to explain the rol~ of central gas and electric utilitles 

in facilitating the outmigra tion process ; ~nd (b) to e xplain the s~gnif1cance 

t . · terms of engineering and of urban change for gas and electr1c opera 1ons 1n 

o rganization . 

Mr 

St 

A1 

A2 

A3 

Bl 

A.J. Scrase, Department of Town and country Planning , Bristol Polytechnic, 

Matthias Site , Oldbury Court Roa~, Fishponds , Bristol . 

Two pieces on the Ancient ~onumcnts and Archaeological Ar eas Act , 1979 . 

l the next 18 months . Three articles on Wells in the county JOurna s over 

Institutional owne rship and leasehold tenure in the city . 

Research on the development of the town of Wells (Somerset) . J.n o r der to 

assess continuity hypothe sis in re lation to Well s and examine a town wh1ch 

has decli ned in status since the Middle Ages . It is also intended to assess 

the performance of e xi stins methods of identifying and preserving the 

historic legacy. 

MS Elizabeth G . Shar p, 92 Coronation Avenue , Eas t Tilbury, Essex RM1 8 8SW. 

Al Read pape r entitled 'Land-use pol1cy formulation and imp lementat1on in the 

urban f ringe - t he nortn M1ddlesex green b~lt estates, 1920- 1950 ' at Angle­

Dutch symposium o n l iv tng condit1ons In remote and peri - urban areas 1n N>rth 

West Europe , held at UEA , 3- 5 September 19d2 , run by Rural Geography Study 

Group , IBG and Ruraal - Geografisch Overleg . 

81 Completing Ph . D. t hesis (University College London) on the acquisition of the 

b l t t d ... >f Inter-authority relations . London g reen e t esta es - a s u , 

or John Sheail , Institute of Terrestrial t:cology , MonKs \~ood Experimental Station, 

Huntingdon, Cambridgeshire PE17 2LS. 

Al Hul'<lL conservation in i nter-1.x1r Bri Win , Unlversity Pr ess, Oxford , 1931 , 263 pp . 

A2 Wild plants a nd the perception of land- use change : an historical perspective , 

Biologica l Comwrvation, 24, 1982 , pp 129-46. 

A3 

A4 

u nderground water abstraction: indirec t effects of urbanization on the 

countryside, Joz.t'llal o f lli ot:orica l Gc·o~lr'aphy , 8 , 1982 , pp 395-4 08 . 

The Mineral workings Act and the re storatio n of ironstone-wo rkings in North ­

C~.mptonshire , England, 1936 - 51 , WWI! Plmni11g U(·Jil!w, in press. 

B1 Planning histor y and wate r management . 
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'lr 'I.A. ::>tmpson, Department of History , university College , Singleton Park , Swansea 

SA~ dPP . 

AI ~ellortsts versus 1nsurgent planners ~nd th~ problems of New Yo rk, 1921-19 4 1, 

z''cun S"",:J:cs, lu , 2 , (August 1982), pp 207-28 . 

A2 Thomas Adams in Canada , 1914 -1 930, U1· l>l Hi.;toru Rt.J-'uw, Canada , October 1982. 

Bl Thom~s Adams (full length bioyr~phy) 

B. Planntng 1n Massachusetts, 1900-1940. 

Ptofessor J . R. Smallwood , J nr., Department of History , North Texas State Un iversity, 

D~nton, Texas 76203 , U.S.A. 

AI An Amer1can way to conse rvation : t:onune nts on Federal river basin development. 

In Roger Kain , (ed) Planning for• L'C'III'•'t"lidivn, London , Mansell , 1981 , pp 159-176. 

Bl A history of river basin deve lopment in the United States . 

B2 Texas water politics . 

Professor ~1arcel Smets, Institute of Urban and Heg1onal Planning , Celestignenlaan 

131, B-3030 Leuven - Heverlee , Belg1um. 

AI Unvolled1ge kenn1smaking met het werk van Charles Bul s (Incomple t e overview 

of the '"'ork of Charles Buls), ·•'O>I"'t-Til/I!K, 7 , 82 , pp 24-27 . 

A2 ne recente stedebouwkundige geschiedschrlJ •ing in Belgie omtrent negen tiende 

en tw1nt1~ste eeuw (The r ecent urban h1stor1ogr~phy in Belgium on 19th and 

20th century) B. T .•. " · • 3 , 1982, to be publlshed September 1982 , 37, type­

<Jrtttenpaper and notes . (\·:ith R . de Meyer) 

B2 

Guest ed1tor of special double issue on the reconstruction of Belgian towns 

after the F1rst \-Jorld War: to be published 1n Woll..:n - TA/BK, Amsterdam, November 

1982 : With contr1butions on the reconstruct1on of Ypres (H . Stijnen) , 

Roeselare (M . Smets, J . Maes), Leuven (P . Uyttenhovc) , Dendermonde (M . Smets, 

K. Verbruggen) . 

Guest editor of spec ia l issue of Sto1·ia Vl'lxma on the Belgian urban historio­

grdphy on 19th and 20th century: to be published J anuary 1983 , with contri­

butions by M. Smets and R. de Meyer (critical overview), c . Lis (housing 

1n Antwerp: 19th century), M. Smets (the planning of the Rue Blaes around 

1850), R . de Meyer ( the planning of the Antwerp south qllirter 1860- 1885) , 

P . Uyttenhove (the reconstruction of Leuven: 1914-1920) and P . Lombaerde 

(the extension of Ostend around 1860) . 

Dr Roger Smith, Department of Town Plann1ng, Trent Pol ytechnic , Burton Street, 

:-<ott1ngham. 

Id ta$:; •.iloridE.: t•u? biograp••!f of 'l S ·ottth'· '·"w tcwn , liMSO, 1979 . 

Bl Chang1ng plann1ng pol i cies in Nottingham . 

Profcs )r Anthony Sutcliffe , Departm~nt of Econ om1c and Social History, 

Un1ve rs 1 ty, Sheff1eld 510 2TN. 

AI .owal'Jc t,,,, plannud cicy, Oxford , Bas1l Blackwcll , 1981 . 

B1 The political economy of large British cities , 1870-1914 . 

82 An economic survey of the Sheffield region since 1945 . 

Sheffield 

Or !aln C. Taylor, Athabasca University , 14505-122 Avenue , Edmonton , Canada. 

BJ Edmonton/Strathcona social history project , 1880-1906. An examination o f 

data sources available for a comprehensive urban social history. 

4 3 

of PlannlnCJ <Jnd Landscape , City of B1rmingham Poly­
Mr Kevin R. Thomas, Department 

teclliUC, Birm1ngham B42 2SU. 
and econom1 c regeneration policies in local gov~rn­

Small f1rms, town pl~nning Al 

Ul 

(DOE research contract) 
h from 1940 to the present -

conservation policies in recent planntny 1story , 

the progress of atLttudcs t o , dnd proposals for , historic 

mcnt . 

tn particular 
buildings and areas 1n t own centre redevelopment. 

Mr Mi c hdel Turner, Hailey Wing , Reed Mews, Lxetcr EX4 4QR. 
1 following fire damage in Ph . D. •writing up ' on the nature of urbun rnnewa 131 

late seventeenth- century and e i gh tccnLh-ccntury English provincial towns . 

d f tl Ch ~ng"s 1 n c~rchi Lecture and stree-plan in tro­Th i s includes a stu y o .1e u ~ 

duced in six 'fire Act t owns': Blandford Forum , Northampton, Southwark, 

Tiverton, Wareham and Warwick. 

Or A.J. van der Valk, Planologlsch en Dcmogr«flSCh Instituut van de Universiteit 

van Amsterdam, Brederodestraat 112 Ill , IOS4 VII Amsterdam . 

AI 

A~ 

A) 

Bl 

132 

>I . t• rlln ir .~oo- i:.JoOJ . Puolished in the 

Dutch language ; English summary ava1l~b1e . 

The :JOT'• of H. Cleyndert Azn, a pion • .r• in 1 .n.i>.!J. Publ1shcd in the Dutch language. 

'f ••• ''' ·' t.Ol'if o: er/;.;.~atio>. •n wr&ar; plan1.ing a•. demovr .. ph:~ 1t the Ur.iveJ'S<.tif of Amsterdam. 

Publ1cat1on expected 1n the Dutch language . 

11 E )le lnterested in planning history in The publication of a bu et1n or peoi 

f f the \dork 1 ng P.i1rty for the History of Urban Plan-ThP Netherlands on behal o ~ 

ning (Werkg r oep Geschiedenis van de Stedebouw) . 
· fl ~tudy of the general expansion plans of Plan-making and implemcntat1on . w 

Amsterdam in the second half of the nineteenth century. This study is 

meant to be a Ph.D. 

Or J . W. R. \<Jhitehand , Department of Geography , University of Birmingham, Birmingham 

B15 2TT . 

Al 

A2 

91 

Or 

AI 

A2 

I.H 

B2 

(ed) 1'he urban landscape : histor i,·ul r.i< tJl'iopml•>'lt and manaJument . Papers by M. Ft' . C. Cor:;;;m . 

Institute of British Geographers Special Publ ication No . l3 , Academic Press, 

1 9 81 1 16 6 pp • 
Fluctuations in the land-use compos1tion of urban development during the 

1ndustrial era , Era.:w..z.• , 35 , 19 81 , pp 129-140. 

The study of changes during the last 100 years to the bu l lt-form of selected 

town c entres on a plot - by - plot basis , g1v1ng espec1al attention to the f1rms 

lnltlatlng and implementing these changes, notably property owners, archltccts, 

c o nsultants, builders and c i v tl cngincer1ng contractors, and spec1alised 

contractors . 

Allan M. Williams, Geography Department , ~xete r Un1 versity, Exeter EX 4 4RJ . 

Conservation planning in Oporto: an integrated approach in the Ribe1ra-Barredo , 

l'ow1 l ' Lam1ing Review, 51 , 2, 1980, pp 177-194 . 

Bairros clandestinos: illegal housing in Portugal , Geografiseh Tijdsc.:rzrift , XV, l, 

1 9 81 ' pp 2 4- 3 4 . 

urban planning and housing in Portugal . 

Development of built-form in Lisbon and Opor to . 
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\dtttn \\lnn ... ·ll, School of lhtm.tn l.L tl'l> .111d Soc tJ I Sc H' nCPS, Un1vers1ty o f lltlth , 

lt 0\ A'i. . 

The pol~tlcdl economy of Br1t1sh to.vn pl.tnnHHJ 1820-1920 - a study of the 

vte;.;s 1nd lnfl\lence of ecouom1sts on pl.mn1nq . (Part of a larger study of 

Lh ... • 1n• eract1on of utllltarlilnts'll , ron~<lnttclr.m , . l!ld idealism in the social 

~tltlCl::.m of econom~sts dur1ng th1s pc r 1od .) 

1 J . A. Yelltn(j , Department of G~o<Jr.:tphy , lllrkbt•ck Colleye , Male t Street , London 
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