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ABSTRACT ' %

T This monograph defines humanistic and positivistic- ~
geography, explores the dichotomy between these two thought systems,
and suggests how qeograplers can work toward creating a humanistic :

~ postitivism. Positivistic geoaraphy is interpreted as being based on a
- concept ‘of *rational?' .man who perceives a single objective world - ° /.
' - which has ornly spatial ‘characteristics and is percelved uniformly by,
all human beings. Humanistic geography is interpreted as’'a thought /-
system which las emerged as a reaction to positivism's stress on N
nbiective space and rationalism. Humanistic. geography--vhich is based "
on existential philosophy--is characterized by a focus on human '
. thought processes, recoqnition of the importance of-the ihteractgbn'
. of people and the environment, and the consideration that all human
\\\\_, phenomera must be analyzed without makihg any presuppositions about
*hem. Accordina to humanistic geoqraphers, the world is subjective,
complex, and full of variety, rather than obiective, simpla, and
uniform. Tdeally, the humanistic ageographer investigates the world as
3t ig, urlike the positivistic geographer wvho begins by simp}ifyinq
- agssumptions abou* the world. Rather than reinforcing differences
betveen these two approaches +o geography, geographers should .
recognize the need for mutual compromise. Por example, geographers
can accept the basic focuses of humanistic geography on interaction
of people and the environmen* and on the relativity of an object
rather than its absoluteness and can, at the same time, recognize the
importarce of positivism's methodological sophistication in areas .
such as creatinag generalizations, theories, and models. (DB)
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random number tables, and plaﬁes have become Iocatlons ‘on tﬂé edges<of poly-
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Humanlstlc geography is a thought*system wh1ch has emerged as a reactlon -
: ) A D -
to the’ dom1nance of « p051t1v1§m in human geogrpahy, and part1cu1ar1y to the

ba51c positivistic concepts. that relate to ‘the env1ronment and to man - ob-

jective space %ﬁd ratlonallsm P051t1v1stic geography, by negating the.

religious, metaphysical and soc1a1 elements of human thought processes has

,_tmeated a "rational" man who perce1ves ‘a srngle ob;ectlve world which has -

1 s

only spatial characterlstlcs and is supposed to be percelved unlformly by

3

a11 human belngs
{
¥

Humanistic geography takes exceptlon to such 51mp1101ty, with regard
. . . 2

both to space and to man hlmself. Humanistic geographers‘have characterlzed
" 2

v .

positivistic geography as "geography without man" (Ley, 1980) and as-Vﬁlace
and placelessness" (Relph,~1976)._ In their view, poaitivistiC'human.geography

has lost the linkage with man and his énvironment' ‘Man has become a number in

-gons or steps in an urban h1erarchy.

.

- . Humanistit geography, which is based on the existential phiiosophy,

&

starts fro the idea that in order to understand the real human being, all

theories an models about him and his relationships with his environment must -

' be "bracketed". All human phenomena must be analyzed without maklng any

presuppositions about them. Humanlstlc geographers also argue.that man's
. A /

.actions have to be understood within their 51tuatlona1 framework, that is,

!



man\s experience with .and awareness of the historical, social, and environ-
, . - i e

T . . . iy . . f

mental contexts of his actions. The meaning assigned by'man to various

essentes is to be found in an understanding of the sum total of his experlence

v,

with the.world within which he lives. The world thus becomes subjective,
multiple, and full of variety, rather than objettive, single,” and uniform?

The hhmanistig geographer first investigates all these worlds as they are, ;
unlike the positivistic geographer who hegins_with simplifying assumptions .

about theif. According to humanistic geographers, this approach avoids the

-

- major sin of positivism - that of imposing the conceptual and value systems

of the researcher on the squect‘of his study.

. Y
Does the humanistic philosophy stand the test of scientific reality?

Several 11nes of cr1t1c1sm, ‘which have been rev1ewed e15ewhere (Meir, 1979),

_can be raised aga1nst the 1deallsm fnherent in this approach . The f1rst

conceptual argument concerns the ab111ty of the researcher to penetrate the
thought of a human be1ng in order to unravel the real meaning and signifi-
cance he assigns th other human-beings and his environment. The researcher
cannot penetrate into pr1vate thoughts nor can be reach their real meanlng,
because to do so he must 1nvolve hlS own personal concepts and values in

s

the research process.

’

The second cOncept&al argument is that the actions of an individual,
even gf his intentiens are different from those of other'individuals, are
not 1ndependent of “them. ThlS dependancy leads to a compromlse in 1ntent10ns
and a narrowing of the gaps between them. The net result is a more un1f1ed
world than, that suggested by the extreme idealistic view.: .

&
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oy ' N /’The third argument agdainst humanism is methodological in'nature. ‘There

.?1ﬁ a 11mit +to the researcher s log15t1c C&p?Clty for conductlng humanistic

- - -

aﬂd comprehen51ve research capable of y1e1d1ﬂg generalized conclusions that

o ~~

contr1bute s1gn1f1cant1y towards our understanding of man-env1ronment Te-

.lationships.

2 _! X ' ~
" G2 ! :

o _Huﬁanistic'geographeri/themselves admit the limitations of their-approach,

=

and tend therefore to moderate the polarization between humanism ahd positivism..

They recognlze the 1nab111ty of human1sm to become a-dominant paradigm in

i . NS

yhuman geography. Indeed, human1st1c geography has not become one (Talarcheli7 e

¢

1977).. On the other hand, it can be regarded as a vital and dominant cr1t1oar

perspective on‘positiviem in'geography.(Entrikin,'1976).

It may be difffcult ahd_ﬁerhaps impossible for geography to—diseociate

[\ o itself from positivism and still remain a science. A scientific discipl{ﬁe -? .

| can’deyelop:only by creating generalizatrons, theories; and models, which are ’

rejected and nullified'by humanistic scientiéts. A divorce from positivism
would'imply an end to the process ofvgenerating a‘geographic language and '
vocahulary. Withoot the symbols and concepts which constitute a languaée
geographere would be unable to commuinicate among themselteS'ahd with members
of other-disciplines. Such‘a lack of communication woulo result in a "cultural"

4 . - scientific underdevelopment‘and'laggardness compared to other scientific |
discipiinesl ‘ ‘ g

»

. At the same time, however, gedgraphers must ensure that their discipline
does not drift back into sterile_positivism. A bridge between.positivism and

humanism mst be sought, recoghizing the need for mutual compromise. One




.
)

possible path t‘ward‘snc'-a,bridge in geography is to bring the diseiprine

y

closer to the humanities. Calls for a move from the social sciences toward

'

formal integratibn ifito the liberal arts are already being voiced éMikessel;

: . . v
1980). ' ' '-g : -

It is not d‘ ficuit-toﬂnndenstand.why geography, via positivism, has
drifted toward the social sciences in the recent past. Positivism draws to
5 large extent from industriai and oost-industrial urban development of the.
meetern‘world. This development, aided by the.push-to a mass culture proL
vided by the mass communication'media, has brought a graoual shift from
cultural pluraiism to o ltural ‘singularism: The individual human being
"d%ssolyes" into this ework and becomes a relatively‘unimnortent element
within'the largegsystem. The homogeneity of the western-style mass culture
deprlves the human being of the cushion, inherent in cultural’ heterogenelty,

w%1ch can effectively absorb the soc1a1 conflicts of class struggle. In the

absence of the cultural cushlon, in this state of monoCulture social con-

flicts become more severe and occupy a more domlnant role at the research

front1er of the sciences. Geographers Justlflably become aware of the need

s H
~

to be aligned with the social sciences 1n<order to participate in solving

social problems. o . .
4.

' s

This sole affiliation with the social sciences, however, especially

'prominent in the United States, is perhaps the main, deficiency'of geography.

-

¥nder the 1nfhuence of the social sc1ences geographers come to V1ew the
human being as be1ng conditioned primarily by the external 1mpaqt of the
ecOnomic system,hand 1225 by that of the ecological enymronmental system

or Bf the human personal and internal system.' Behavioral geography has in
' RS r i o

/ . . »

/ v
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» ‘ ' o k] ' . “‘.: : t‘\ ' : ) : .
fact made ‘substantial cbngributions in this direction, but only within the «
positiﬁistic'framework«whére the researcher dé&termines a-priori categories

LI A7 . : o . ' - .

. of perceptual modes whiéh'are'divorced_from'the §itﬁational context of the

®

subject under<ftudy;

‘'

-
-~
+ B 1 ——

‘. Thus, in sgite of all iie.deficiengies of modern human geography, it is

. _ . ; . .
,plausible to assume that pdsitivism will remain its dominant philosophy..

It is also plausible-to assume, however, thét.these deficiencies will bé re-

[ N

. duced if that vulnerable flank - the geography without man -- is strengthened.
. " )- . - -
! . . \ ' . , W " -~ . ) ) .
/ " . ~ Hoy can humanistic gedgraphy assist positivistic geography and geography
? % ' : . . .
in general? . What is the value system inherent in humanistic” geogrpahy which /

mst be emphasized in education for values? The very question enables us to

.make a distinction, at a high level of generalization;, between the value of

humanism in general and the signié&qance for géoéraphy in specific -- in othenr
& ' ‘ ‘ . 4 ,
© words, its significaﬁce to the human being and his relationship with his en-
\ - ot

"virqnment. ‘} e
7 . . by | )
: e e ﬁ‘éﬁﬁzi e e e e e

The first significant value of humanism, drawing from existential philo-
- ~ N

sbphy, refers to the Bub' ian "I - Thou' di?logue. Educa_t'ors must teach the

acceptance of the human "Self," of the human being as he is -- and not as we
¢ ‘wé?t him to be;.tha§¢i5,>we4pust view man to the extent possible, without any
. . - ’.q~7 3' .

¢ ] N ' . . .
. presuppositions about him”. The basic fact to be recognized is that a man is

! ' \\ . .
a human being, and not an|organism which can be observed and manipulated im
- ~ - " — IS .
a laboratory. We must apprgciate and understand his value system, and above

AL I

_ all emphasize his ability\_'llearn from his own experience and to construct

[ )

categories dfxperngption and beﬁ?&ior. By severing him from his own

‘'

’ P \ ? . ﬁ‘:"' N
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j.‘ " '/‘.;\L . ‘ ":
experiende, as positivlsm soeks to do we depriwﬁ\bim of all his cuhfural

valueb. If culture s defined as tho sum total of his accumu]ating human

[y

experience in all p0551ble areas relevant to his life (Sponcer and Thomas,

, 1969), then positivism has created a homo a-culturus, a non- cultural man.

! |
P051trv1st1c geograph@rs must recognize the cultural relat1v1ty in which

man lives and marry%the "homo ecohomiCUs" with the "Hbmo culturus."
\d b .

*'The second significant talue of humanism, related to the recognition
and acceptance of the human';self " refers to his weaknesses. The industrial
and pOst 1ndustriai soc1ety empth1zes hnman achievement and his socially
desirable traits. it-is easy, therefore, to understand why modern geography,
via positivism, ﬁends to emphasize location in tetms of optimization} Lack
-5t awereness of'human weaknesses is facilitated considerably by the altena-
tion and'eccentricity charactefistic of the urban-industrial society.
Humanism eneblesf;s to construct a different categorization of human beings,
as basically.composed of weaknessness and other traits with varying degrees
of acceptance by society. After all, tﬁéée are human beings who need under-
'standing, ;rotection and tolerance, not ‘only from those with decision-making
‘authority on ;hom they depend, but also from those who prOV1de the expertise
s .and information to the decision-makers, namely, scientists in all disciplines,
including geography. This emphasis on human nature must be built into the ‘
.- .

educational process from its early stage, as axiometic, and not only in

advanced education. ’ . ’ . .

\

Recognizing the importance of the personal experience and frailty of

human beings, and combinihg them enables us to understand the meaning given




- -

' to the same object by different human boings. We can thus understand the

differences in the modning assigned to public housing projects, for'oxnmplb,
b N .

among Los Angeles ghotto residents, and between them and residents of the

Holy City of Jerusalem (Hasson and Aroni, 1980). The education process must

‘'

. . : / :

emphasize the relativity of an object rather than its absoluteness. This
- ‘ . ‘ ‘

relativity is a cornerstone @f our ability to relate to one another.

EN o

The third significént value of humanism relates to the environment, and

is of major importance in geography bgcausé it.refers to the dia10gué between

man and his environment. Such a dialogue can be given two interpretations.

.In first interpretation, his actions take place within a specific sitﬁational
context composed of internal as well as external circuhstanqes,'both of which
have historical dimension of aécUmulating experience. Positivistic geograﬁhy,,
following the economic optimal man notion, lifts man out of the real situatiqn-

al context of his actions. Humanistic(geography argues that man cannot be -
taken out of his context. The educatipnal process must emphasize this value

of humanism in understanding human behavibr.

{ . .
The second interpretation of the dialogue between man and his environment,
. . . ‘\
not dissociated from the situational context interpretation, is place aware-

ness, or sense of place. To be human is; according to Heideggef (1958), to
come to know and sense the place you. live in. The p;ace provides the hpman
being with the external liAkage of living and the internal linkage of being
(the "self"). The place is the focus of geography, and geographical facts are
facts about places. As Ley a?gues (1977), facts about placeé have their own

N

personalities. Positivistic geography has sterilized the personalities of




facts by assuming the notion of bbjectivo and isotropic spaco. lnstead of

educating for the abstraction Inhoront In posltivistie goography, wo mst
educaté “for uﬁ?ronoés‘of placo and environment, for the rolative weaning of

placo und oenvironment, aund not only for the goomotrical relativity of spaco.
. . .

What is the meaning of education, for awarcness of place and onvironment?

It means of course recdgnition of the relativity of the meaning assigned to

placé and environment. But most importantly it means a recognition of the

~

fact that the place is not only the ''where'" of something: - the place is the
- location plus everything else that exists there, that is, an integrated multi-
/ meaning view of phenomena (Relph, 1976). The accumulated expériénce of man,

that is his culture, is the product of the multi-meaning nature of phenomena
~ >

in place, as assigned by different.human'beings.

4"

Modern geography, via positivism, has largely severed man from his aware;‘;

v - -

: ness of his environment. Man has been presented as having no appreciation of

the environment. Modern geography ‘thus argued indircctly that the environmental

* LY

" system is capable of functioning and solving its own problems. Man has failed
\\J' to recognize one of the basic thermodynamic laws -- that every system is dy-
. namic and_tendbspontaneougly‘tqward.a state of disorder (Miller, 1975). Bg
'Eefering to an-isotropic plain, positivism has in fact ruled away the reality
of heterdgeneity in environmental quqlity and the meénings attached to itz

\ The neglect by positivistic geographers of the relativity of environmentays‘

3 . . . -
values is, among other causes, responsible for the current ecological crisis.

Geographers are today beginning to recognize their sin, primarily via the

. humanistic criticism which calls for a revival of the immediacy of man's aware-

ness of his enviranment and piace. Place and environment are the main sources

@ +  of man's cultural power. '




us do not appreciate this attempt.

-9-—;

Thore 1a a strong ﬁutuul rolationship bat&can plucolnﬁﬁnass, soenso of
pluqa and plnco (or lecal) roots, on tha one hand, and thoe alienation 'of
tho indivtdunl in tho urban po it-industrial soclety, on lhe othor hagnd. An
individual who cannot identify br rolate with his environmont and plncé can-
not identify with his soclety ind culture, and vice vorsa. Thereforo, re-
duction of social a{ienatioﬁ.can bo facilitated by education in environmental
values and awareness of the place and region within which man lives. Bven
the most modern approaches to rogfonal planniﬂg today emphasize the importance

h ]

of the\p0pu1ation's territorial-environmental-local awareness (Weaver, 1978).

In huﬂhn geography, voices are being heard against positivism's neglect ‘of

reglonal geography (Guelke, 1977)

The way tp achieving the goals set by humanism is still long and strewn
with barriers. In anyfcage our intention is not a shift from pure positivism
to pure humanism, but rather to a'ﬁumanistic positivism (Meir, 1979). The
shift is a diffficult process and .inv®lves a conceptual transformation which
is difficulﬁ, if not impossible, for geogfapﬁers to perform a; human beings.

In addition to their isolation as minori;y,‘humanistic geographers have problems
finding their way and crystallizing their ideology -and mefhodology. Theix
value is that tﬁey are aware of the limitations and problems of modern geo:\

graphy and its ability to understand properly man and his environment. The&

are making a genuine effort to open the eyes of the positivists, but most of

4

It is possible that the goals set by humanistic geography are idealistic

and naive to some extent. But one must recall that all revolutions, scientific,

: e

11



- 10 -

soclal, and pnlltlcul; have bogun from tdonlism and moved to progmastism,
‘One cun hope that the dialogle hetween positivism and humanism will - create
o valunhla pragmatism with respoect ta goographical problems nnd tho contri-

bution of godgruphy to oducation for values.
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