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Regional. gystems

T think we shall came %0 study ragional systems. We shall
study sueh systems nob, as we now Lend To do, from the
viewpoint of some one small local communiiy looking outward,
but frem the viewpoint of an obgsarvar who looks down upon
tha whole luwper ruglonal system,

Redfield (1956128)

wsy anthropologists have hastoned to implement Redileld's suggestions
the erpliiyiczl dnte necessary for such a perspective are unreliableg
ingccassibls . or enbirely lacking in most parts of the world, and &
single fieldiorker cannot possioly collect them himself, using only
tke methodology of participent observation. Indeod, both Leach
(1924:321=12) and Skinner (personal communication) confess tlat thay
would never have undertaken %heir exemplary vegional formlations
but for the loss of their detailed field data, which consacuently
necessitated & nore gensralized view of social crganization.

The study of regionmal systems is concerned with analysis of the
processes by which institutions and organizations integrave individual
comiunities into larger sccial units. It is clear that many irportant
aspechs of sccial erganization transcsnd the boundaries of the small
sommuxity, &nd tha® it is rarely useful to conaider communibies as if

Lhey vars ivclated, cleosed. unchanging, and 3ubtunomous socio~culbural

(TR °F S 90

Boler lovels of social and enltural orgsnizaticn have always

beon cacognised iz thy abaivact (2g, a culiture or society is of couwrse

noghid bR erondanty o
IR R Ty OA loeel popmiatieong), but anthropolegy itsell posseuses

qay coveiouec coneepbs for the differertiation and integzration of the
Cotued ohermediste levels. Marksting systems, hierarchies of
ned ool sousrol., and ethnle snd linguistic subgroupings clearly

e o0y Suoh naeo social organiszationed forms (and ¢learly possess
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spatial referents), and are beginning to receive anthropologists!
attentions as such; but much of tha work of analysis must be done
with comcepts and ressarch methods borrowed from other disciplinasﬁ*

The concept of the region as an organizational lsvel of human
settlement and activity has been most fully developad in geography,
a diséipline vhich has been concernsd with gpatial organization and
process and with explanetion of the areal distribution of phenomena.
For geographers, regions are significant partitions of space which
subdivide larger spatizl units according to uniformly~applied formal
or functional criteria (see above, page 1); funciionally-defined
regions (such as that discussed in this proposal) represent levels
of integration within a hierarchy which theoretically culminates in
a single all-inclusive spatial entity --a nation, a continent, or
perhaps the whole world., At lower levels, functional regions are
seen as transaotionally~defined (and, implicitly, interacting)
components of such larger landscapss.

This approach may be readily applied to the spetial configuration
of human ssttlemenis, territorial systems, and activities; human
groups and commnities of any scale can be seen as lamdscape entities
ghick cccupy space, exploit resources, and interact with one anothor
ie patterned ways. The regularlties (and, of courss, gross irregularities)
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A olowely related develcpghint has been observed among workers on

g friages of asconcmices:

The coencept of ths functional economic area seems o emerge

&% 2 weak polnt near the intersection of seversl specialized
Jielas -~gsography, regional economics, agricultural economics,
isbor ecoaomics, wban economics, macroeconomics, demography
end parhass othar speclalidiss. It is basically an ecological
consept .

- Fox (1969:6L1)
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of human activities form physical patterns™ and, over time, may be
read as "a palimpsest of landscepes, dead, airophisd, and flourishing®
(Bradford 1957:viii). .

The development of quantitative techniques for the study of landscape
patterns and areal distributions is a rapidly growing part of geographys
pattems mey be studied directly by means of network analysis on
syatems of nodes (Hagzett and Chorlay 1969, Kansky 1963) and in relation
to various theoretical landscapes developed in loocation theory (Abler
et al 1971, Haggett 1965), Other approaches involve the abstraction
of a landiscape as an zy area on which individusl spatially=distributed
variables may be plotted as an orthogonal z-dimension, and the result
presented as an isarithmic surface (Heggett 1965:21Ls cf Monkhouse and
Wilkinson 1971:39-43). Time-ssries analysis of such svrfaces can be
done for single variables, and reclationships among areal distributions
of two or more variables mey 2lso be studied (Neft 19663h). Any
contimuous spatial distribution can be genoralized as a potential
surfaces in this case, 2 g-value

sonindicates the geogrsphical distribubion of proximityeoco
vhere the space potential of a commodity is highast, there
is vhe point which has the greatest proximity of accessi-
bility 4o the commedity.
Warnbz (1959: 36)
o' e,i::v-a},r:xpment ¢f gravity and potential models is discussed by Olsson

D555, end furkbar detail is given bslow in the methodological
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La stave thet "the fundamsntal properties of patiern
Lozation (position), relabive location {geomstry),
E 3
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The geographars® concept of region seems capable of filling the
intermediate~level gap in anthropologists' models of social organiza-
tion, Geographers have generally been primarily concerned with
systems of regions (eg, partitioning a national economy into its
regional components --cf Borry and Hankins 1963, Berry 1966), and
relatively few methodologically significant descriptive studies of
regional units have been published (Broek 1932 and Marshall 1969 are
important excepti.ns). Most ;ampirica]_. research using central-place
theory has concentrated upon relations between nodes (eg, systems of
central places), and the siructure and operation of} node~hinterland
relat.ionsh;lps has received relatively less attention (Chisholm 1962
is a principal excebtiofx_; it should also be remembered that Christaller
specifically defined centrality as "the relative importance of a place
in regaxd to the reg'ion"s"u;?ounding it" «~Thomas et al 1962:117);
regional units have been identified, bul their operation has baen
considered primarily in .terézs of characteristics of their central
places, with the tacit assumption (following the model of rurel
spatial organization proposed by von Thiinsn) tuat land- and resource~
use patterns within the nodal hinterland are a function of cogte
distance from the central place. Further, the tendency hag been to
treat central place systems as if thelr configuration, once established,
was permanent and sitatis, ignor'_ing the notioz; that it is the flow
ot c‘ommodities {gocds, servieces, information, people) through the
network of central places that structures and maintains internodal
relations kcf Richardson 1969:227-8; Skinner 196li<5).
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The integration of communities into larger units must be sesn as a
continuing process. It is useful (at least as a preliminary device)
to consider communities as performing functions --eg, growing food,
producing and socializing subsequent gensrations, extraeting resources.
Rarely are individual communities entirely self=-sufficient, and often
they are highly specialized, and therefore highly dependent upon
other compm.t-iesa This interdepsndence 1is structured in both time
and space,.and may be studied in terms of recurrent patterns of
interactive events. Thus, one might study interconnected systems of
marketplaces as temporal phenomena (Good 1970, Hill 1966, Skinner
1964~5) and as spatial matrices for socio=cultural activities (Mints
1959, Skinner 1964=5). In either case; it is the flow of commodities
through a system of places that constitutes empirical data.



