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Introduction

When and where an idea is first expressed is likely to be and to remain a mystery but it is easier to discern when an idea results in some form of action or organisation. At the Warsaw Congress of the International Geographical Union (IGU) in 1934 Professor Boleslaw Olszcewicz proposed that a Société Lelewel should be formed with Lucien Gallois (1857-1941) as chairman. The intention was that such a society should be concerned with the history of geography, including international trends of thought between one country and another. However there is no sign that such issues were discussed at Warsaw or at the 1938 Congress in Amsterdam, where Section 4, ‘Historical geography and the history of geography’, was devoted almost entirely to the history of cartography. Nothing happened directly from the suggestions made at Warsaw, though the idea was not forgotten and heralded the formation of the IGU Commission on the History of Geographical Thought at the New Delhi Congress in 1968.

After the Second World War there was an expansion of universities and their increased staffs included some people interested in the history of geography, on which there was already a corpus of sound scholarship, much of it dealing with developments from classical times. Among those interested many were primarily concerned with the recent development of geography in the universities and in education generally. Before the War regional geography was generally regarded as the crown of the subject but not as its entire content for there was also a vigorous development of systematic studies, including many aspects of historical geography. This included the history of ideas, of concepts, of methodology, and of origins.

In 1967 one far-reaching development was the foundation, at the University of Paris, of ‘un centre de recherches d’histoire de la Géographie et de géographie historique’ and the establishment of the IGU Commission in 1968 is inseparably associated with the name of Phillipe Pinchemel of the Sorbonne, who became its chairman. A first necessity was to find international support and the initial ordinary members of the commission were H. Beck (Bonn), G. Kish (Michigan), A.A. Mints (Moscow), B. Olszewicz (Wroclaw), and T.W. Freeman (Manchester), with a steadily increasing number of corresponding members (now over sixty) and, from 1970, a few honorary members who were senior scholars no longer able to attend meetings.

The Commission met in Paris on 22-23 September 1969 and agreed that the primary emphasis should be on thought though this could not in practice be separated from discoveries, exploration and cartography as sources of information or from the exposition of geography in teaching and publication as a means of its promulgation. Practical considerations involved the identification of geographers and geographical organizations having a special interest in geographical thought, and for persons some suggestions were made by national committees: many more were identified later by personal contacts though further efforts to make a world list of historians of geographical thought had little success. A second proposal, the provision of a French text on the history of geographical thought, resulted in the publication of Paul Claval’s La pensée géographique: introduction à son histoire, Paris, 1972. Looking forward, it was agreed that a compilative work, Geography through a century of Geographical Congresses, should be published in 1972 as a commemoration of the work done since the first international gathering at Antwerp in 1871. This was planned in detail at the meeting of the Commission in Paris on 28-30 November 1970 with Ph. Pinchemel, G. Kish and T.W. Freeman as an editorial committee and written in English and French for presentation to those who attended the Montreal Congress in 1972. Another approach was seen at the IGU regional meeting of August 1971 at Budapest, where a symposium was held on Ratzel and Vidal de la Blanche as pioneers in human geography.

Once an international commission was established there was no shortage of ideas on what might be done. An initial enterprise was to find out what interest was shown in universities on the history of geographical thought and an enquiry by T.W. Freeman to forty British and Irish universities showed that it was taught in virtually all, generally in the first year in a general way with more advanced teaching in the final year, usually as a possible ‘option’ chosen by the student: some of the courses offered were of an almost esoteric character reflecting the special interest of teachers. Unfortunately efforts to compile an international bibliography attracted little support and it would seem that such an enterprise needs the full time services of a research worker, probably a librarian. This project failed therefore, but another achieved success for George Kish announced at Montreal that he intended to compile a bibliography of communications given at IGU International Congresses. This volume, Bibliography of International Geographical Congresses, 1871-1976, was published in 1979 in New York with the support of the National Geographic Society. In the previous year Kish published A source book in geography, Cambridge Mass., with extracts from writings of a geographical character ranging from biblical times to the founders of modern geography, Ritter and von Humboldt.

Meanwhile attention was turning to two main themes, the study of individuals and of national schools. On the former a paper was given by Jean Gottmann on Demangeon in Montreal and another on Kant by M. Büttner at Warsaw in 1973: the latter paper raised questions of a theological and philosophical character. A combined bibliographical and biographical approach seemed to be suitable and for potential authors a directive was produced by Ph. Pinchemel who explained that


In their effort to achieve some comparability between the various contributions, the Commission suggest that authors should follow a flexible but uniform plan and that the contributions should be of a definite number of words ... The Commission hope that it may be possible for one geographer to co-ordinate the work done in each country.



In fact the directive was sent to the National Committees, with the suggestion that papers should be of c. 5 000, 2 000 or 800 words and as a sample study F. Carré wrote on Camille Vallaux, later published in Geogr. Biobibl. Stud., vol 2 (1978), 119-26. The National Committees were asked to produce lists of geographers with appropriate lengths of essays, known to the inner circle of management as 3, 2 and 1 star according to significance. The results were curious for some National Committees made no star classification, such as the U.S.S.R. with 200 names, Austria with 42 from the fifteenth to the eighteenth centuries and a further 65 for the nineteenth and twentieth, Hungary with 44 and Denmark also with 44 but Australia with only one, Griffith Taylor. Australia is the one country which has produced more studies than initially promised. The table below shows some of the responses.

Optimistically it was expected that the lists would arrive by June 1974, the biographies by December 1974 and publication would follow by the end of 1975. A further conference was held in Manchester in 1974, and meanwhile the British National Committee had suggested that a research associate might be appointed with the support of the Social Science Research Council.

At the Manchester meeting a notable figure was Professor Vintilă Mihailescu, who brought six completed studies of Romanian geographers. Miss Marguerita Oughton, later to be the research associate, came as a guest and gave helpful information on the realities of publication, based on her long period of work for the Geographical Association and also as a freelance editor. During her service as research associate in Manchester University from March 1975 to September 1976, Mansell Publishing Limited accepted the responsibility of publishing Geographers. Papers continued to arrive and Miss Oughton was one of the three editors of volume 1 which appeared in 1977 with eighteen papers from nine countries. In time it became clear that the short studies were rarely successful, and other modifications in format included the discarding of the tabular statement of the biographies in columns, as these proved to be expensive to produce, space consuming and largely repetitive of material in the text. Nevertheless the plan remained essentially unchanged and so has become part of the ‘house style’ of Geographers: the directive, named ‘Notes for Authors’, has been sent to contributors on request accompanied in the early days by the Vallaux essay in French and for those who wished to have an essay in English by a study of Professor A.H. Perkins, of the University of Plymouth, England, as a sample: this was fictional as there was no such geographer or university, but it showed the type of study the editors had in mind. Now, in more sedate and elderly circumstances, an offprint of a published study is generally sent.
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It was never the intention that biographical and bibliographical work should be the whole purpose of the Commission or of its publications, and in the various meetings there was considerable discussion on ‘national schools’ of geography. During the 1976 Congress in the U.S.S.R. a symposium was held at Leningrad, during which most of the papers were on national schools, such as those of the U.S.S.R., Czechoslovakia, U.S.A., West Germany, Great Britain, Italy, Romania and Japan, with some comparative papers, for example on U.S.S.R. and Great Britain and on the Moslem world. As always there was considerable interest in the spread of ideas from one country to another and some authors questioned the view that a national school could represent a cohesive outlook held by geographers at any particular time as was commonly supposed, for the study of individual workers who were contemporaries revealed marked divergence of approach and opinion. To some it seemed that in their countries there was no geographical orthodoxy though there might be circumstances in which the views of certain dominant figures were generally accepted, at least for a time. Certainly such study raised broad issues such as the influences of contemporary political, economic and social problems on geographers but many of the generalizations commonly made, for example that all the British were imperialistically minded, were seen to be dubious, indeed in the present writer’s view erroneous.

In Organon, Warsaw, no 4 (1980), Josef Babicz (an ordinary member of the Commission 1970) published some of the papers given at Leningrad in 1976 under the general title ‘Les écoles géographiques’. Among the authors Ph. Pinchemel asks a large number of rhetorical questions, one of which is whether one may see a divergence between the English and French ‘schools of geography’ as an indication of the difference in the first decades of the twentieth century between the urban and industrial character of England and the prevailing rural dominance of France. Significantly the two British geographers well known to be admirers of French geography, and especially of Vidal de la Blache, were H. J. Fleure (1877-1969) and P. M. Roxby (1880-1947), both of whom were far more concerned with the rural landscape than with the urban and industrial scene. Conversely V. Berdoulay (.op. cit., 30) saw in French geography before 1914 ‘... such national preoccupations as the many-sided challenge from Germany after 1870, the Colonial movement, arguments over educational reform and the search for a republican philosophy’. The French school offered, at one and the same time, both a world view with a special concern for overseas colonies, and a detailed regionalization of France from Vidal de la Blache and his disciples while British geographers included workers such as G. G. Chisholm (1850-1930) on economic geography and H. J. Mackinder (1861-1947) on political geography, continued by his followers such as C. B. Fawcett (1883-1952). Berdoulay expresses the view that in France the centralization and rigidity of the university system induced a similar approach to university research while in Britain and in Germany there was more diversity: especially interesting in France was the wide acceptance of an historical approach. This was shared by some British geographers, notably Fleure and Roxby and, with discretion according to its relevance, by H. J. Mackinder, though C. B. Fawcett regarded the last hundred years of industrialization and urban expansion as more important to the geographer than all that had gone before.

To what extent is the work of geographers in any country influenced, even directed, by some form of ‘establishment’, educational, academic, or even directly governmental? It is natural that charismatic teachers and writers should attract disciples, some of whom may be actuated by the prospect of advancement in their careers, for there is in many people a desire to acquire dominance over others, to make a kind of personal academic empire rather than to respect the individuality of the human mind. Politics work that way even in universities. The eager acceptance by some geographers of a political philosophy, as in Nazi Germany or Fascist Italy, needs no emphasis: in passing one may note that in our own time there are many geographers with a Marxist outlook, of whom not a few live and work in the democracies.

But that is not the whole story for the achievement of geographers in various countries may not bear the relation to a national political outlook that one might expect to find. David Hooson, in comparing Great Britain and Russia, expresses the view that the ‘international world view associated with such people as Mackinder and Chisholm’ around 1900 reflects ‘the much greater concern with international trade, travel and education in Britain than in Russia’, whose geographer achieved (op. cit., 31)


the world leadership in the establishment of soil science ... concern with the principles of natural zonation and heat and water balance studies in Russia may be related to the still heavily rural character of the country and the dominant role played by broad vegetation zones in its history ... In spite of a much more advanced state of urbanization and industrialization in Britain, geography was curiously more ‘Marxist’ in pre-Soviet Russia and this had incidentally made for a degree of real continuity with today’s Soviet geography and made it possible to talk of a Russian School spanning the various regimes ... the differing character and emphasis of British and Russian geography in their formative decades before the First World War derives in considerable part not only from divergent traditions and ways of thought but also from their different environments, scale, stage of development, natural preoccupations and place in the world.



In 1977 a colloquium was held by the Commission during the Congress of the International Union of the History and Philosophy of Science at Edinburgh, and in a fairly leisured meeting many interesting ideas were considered, including the need for more epistemological research, the institutionalization of geography through universities, societies, government service and education, the response to urban growth, the relation of geography to general scientific development, geography and Reformation theology, the early recognition of regions in Japan and many more. Some of the papers, with a few others, were published in a volume edited by D. R. Stoddart, Geography, ideology and social concern, Blackwell, Oxford (1981), introduced with the comment that


the history of geography is more than simply the chronological listing of the achievements of a few great scholars arranged in national schools ... both the ideas and the structure of the subject have developed in response to complex social, economic, ideological and intellectual stimuli: ... throughout its recent history geographers have not been only concerned with narrowly academic issues, but have also been deeply involved with matters of social concern (p. 1).



Many senior geographers had thought that for a long time and had regarded ‘social commitment’ as an essential component of an academic career.

At a meeting in Nebraska in 1979 many questions on the work and outlook of geographers were raised and The origins of academic geography in the United States, Hamden, Conn., 1981, edited by B.W. Blouet, the organizer, is a record of a short but fruitful gathering. Oddly, as Blouet pointed out, there was no contribution on geographical societies and these have received little attention at meetings of the Commission, though the jubilees or centenaries of such organizations stimulate publications, such as P. E. James and G.J. Martin, The Association of American Geographers: the first seventy-five years, 1904-1979; E. H. Brown (ed), Geography yesterday and tomorrow, Oxford, 1980 on the Royal Geographical Society; G.L. Herries Davies (ed), Irish Geography: the Geographical Society of Ireland golden jubilee, 1934-1984, Dublin, 1984; I. H. Adams, A.J. Crosbie and G. Gordon, The making of Scottish geography: 100 years of the R.S.G.S., Edinburgh, 1984; R.W. Steel, The Institute of British Geographers: the first fifty years, London, 1984; T.W. Freeman, ‘The Manchester Geographical Society’, Manchr. Geogr., n.s., vol 5, 1984, 2-19, with seventeen papers chosen from earlier issues of the Society’s Journal, 20-124. There is an earlier literature on the history of geographical societies, such as H. R. Mill, The record of the Royal Geographical Society, London, 1930; and J. K. Wright, Geography in the making: the American Geo¬graphical Society, 1851-1951, New York, 1952.

By 1980 much interest had been aroused in the presentation of geography and this was reflected in the theme of the pre-Congress colloquium at Kyoto on ‘The languages of geography and of geographers’. A direct approach was seen in Ph. Pinchemel’s paper on an historical and epistemological vocabulary of geography, on which work is now in progress at the Centre Géohistoire in Paris: in this paper reference was made to earlier works such as the Glossary of geographical terms, edited by L. Dudley Stamp, 1961 and 1966, but since then there have been many developments in geographical terminology, which is drawn in part from other disciplines. In the past the compilation of a geographical vocabulary has proved to be a task of some difficulty, as the present writer’s short paper, ‘Vocabulary, epistemology and jargon’, Hist. Geogr. Newsletter, no. 2, 1982, 4-13, shows. But such work is of value and at present the International Cartographical Association is working on the compilation of an historical lexicon of ‘cartographical innovations and their diffusion from antiquity to 1900’ under the direction of Dr. Helen Wallis of the Map section of the British Library: the ‘innovations’ include such terms as ‘cadastral plan, terrestrial globe, portulans, quadrillage, isoline’. In France a file of geographers from antiquity to the eighteenth century is now being compiled at the Centre Géohistoire in association with the staff of the Map Room of the Bibliothèque Nationale.

Other contributions at Kyoto ranged wide in area, time and circumstances, though in all of them the ‘language’ element in geographical expression emerged: reliance on a map or model did not appear to be adequate. A paper by Bintarto showed what was meant by ‘underdevelopment’ and how geography could contribute to the development of Indonesia. Anne Buttimer showed that as geographers found ways of expressing their findings through research, so a beneficial dialogue could develop between occidental and oriental geographers. Gary Dunbar considered the terms ‘geosophy’ and ‘geohistory’ associated respectively with J. K. Wright (1947) and F. Braudel (1949): with these he also noted the emergence of a new historical geography after the International Congress on Historical Geography of 1930 in Belgium. ‘Until fifty years ago’, he observed, ‘historical geography was nearly monopolized by historians, who then inexplicably retired from the field’. Delving into the past, A. Funakoshi showed the conception of China and of the rest of the world held by the Chinese intelligentsia during the seventeenth, eighteenth and nineteenth centuries and so raised the idea of the ‘Middle Kingdom’ and the ‘Outer Dependencies’ familiar to western students and writers. Words have their vogue, as van Ginkel showed for ‘habitat’, now widely used in biology, sociology and even architecture though discarded by geographers in favour of such terms as ‘social area’, ‘milieu’, ‘environment’ and ‘situation’, all words sharing the vagueness of ‘habitat’, which in his view might be used once more. David Hooson dealt with the recent history of geographical practice in the U.S.A. and the U.S.S.R. and showed that by the mid-1950s there was ‘a largely physical science in the Soviet Union, separated by official doctrine from human studies, and a largely human science in the United States’: since then in the U.S.A. there has been a new emphasis on physical geography and in the U.S.S.R. on human geography, bringing the subject into direct comparability but not exact conformity. A. Hufty showed that modern climatology faces the challenge of its physical basis and of its effects on other aspects of the environment, but why not study both?

How people perceive the world is a constant source of fascination. For Japan T. Muto showed that as new cities arose Kyoto lost its former ‘brilliance’ in popular esteem for inevitably attention was given to powerful and growing rivals. K. Nakagawa showed that geography as a recognized study developed late in Japan, and owed much to the influence of various European and American travellers for whom handbooks were prepared: a crucial event was the publication of Nihon Fukeiron (On the landscapes of Japan) in 1894 by Shigetaka Shiga (1863-1927). Looking far back into historical time M. Senda showed that in Japan during the seventh and eighth centuries official decree ordered that in the countryside the basic plan was based on a cross, so that expansion on a rectangular pattern was possible, while in towns the basic unit was a rectangle, enclosing a palace, tower or other building: therefore the rectangular grid pattern developed in each case but with a centrifugal element in rural and a centripetal result in urban areas. Y. Tonatsuri considered just two Japanese words, sato, a place for living, a house, and mura, a collection of dwelling houses, or a group of people living in one place. And as a complement to this paper K. Unno showed that the term for geography in Japan, pronounced chiri, came from the Chinese word, ti-li, originally meaning divination of a fortunate site for one’s home and the location of family tombs on which prosperity depended: geography could therefore be conceived as a science of location with many mythical features. Clearly Japan and indeed the Far East in general offered a fascinating background for studies in the history of geographical thought, on which a research group was formed at Kyoto University in 1978 under the direction of Professor Ichiro Suizu. This group organized the 1980 meeting and published Geographical languages in different times and places: Japanese contributions to the history of geographical thought, Kyoto, 1980 which was followed in 1984 by Languages, paradigms and schools in geography, compiled and edited by Keiichi Takeuchi, Tokyo.

How then do the people considered in this volume of Geographers fit in with the many aspects of the history of geographical thought so far considered, if only partially? Darwin is included with the firm proviso that he was not in name a geographer, but a Victorian polymath whose work influenced a wide range of field sciences, including geography, particularly for his emphasis on distributions, on the adaptation of species to their environment, on the essential unity of the organic and inorganic environment. This was basic in the thought of Mackinder, especially in his advocacy of regionalism, of his conception of analysis, correlation and synthesis as an essential geographical approach, though as time went on it was his political geography that attracted most attention. The essay on Mackinger rightly stresses his emphasis on school as well as university education in geography, and indeed the care lavished on the textbooks he wrote. He came later than Hughes, a major writer of textbooks less inspired than his general conception of geography, revealed in a few essays forming only a small proportion of his printed work. Arden-Close’s fame rests on his major work for British and international cartography as a serving Army officer and in his long retirement for societies, conferences and congresses at which he became a major international figure.

In the 1930s population study attracted geographers young and old and were regarded as basic for regional and political geography. The question of overpopulation was widely discussed in terms of both quantity and quality of communities differing in racial and other characteristics, real or imagined. Arden-Close was deeply interested in eugenics, then a fashionable if pseudo-science gaining disciples in a world of unemployment and trade recession. Arden-Close was fully aware of the dangers of such doctrines as racial or national superiority, clearly shown at such gatherings as the conference of the International Union for the Scientific Study of Population at Berlin in 1935 and the International Geographical Congress at Amsterdam in 1938. Not all Germans held the increasingly prevalent Nazi views, and of these Volz is a fine example. He acquired initial fame as an explorer of Borneo, Java and Sumatra and his interest in the East Indies, based on a broad university training in geology and anthropology, remained an interest throughout his life. He accepted the view that the 1919 Treaty of Versailles was vindictive and with other German geographers fought for its revision. As professor of geography in Leipzig from 1918 he worked on the German and Polish populations of Silesia, and was much concerned with economic planning to absorb the growing population. A man of liberal mind, caring more for realistic scientific research than political wishful thinking, he spent his long period of retirement from 1935 to 1958 at his country home near Leipzig, enjoying his hobbies and publishing some of his research material.

Rosberg and Hult, though both widely travelled, achieved their main success in Finland, where they managed to establish geography firmly on a scientific basis. Hult’s interests lay mainly in vegetation and climate and Rosberg’s in physical geography, notably in Lappland, and their work was a notable contribution to the analysis of the quality of the natural
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