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A Study on the New Methodology of Geography

developed since 1950 in the Western Europe

Summary

The New Geography Movement has caused
us to reflect on basic methodological problems
of geography and to intensify the discussions
about the basic concepts of geography. This
movement has affected especially geography
in Western Europe, including Sweden to
greater extent than the other areas because
this area has an extremely different back-
ground of the development of geography since

the beginning of modern geography.

This paper intends to discuss critically the
traditional basic theories of geography and
some methodological problems of the New
Geography, and to present a reasonable
methodology of geography which is suitable
to serve as a theoretical basis of geography,
especially for the sake of the geography of
Korea.

The writer conducted an intensive analysis
of all the materials on the methodology of
geography published in Western Europe, inc-
luding Sweden since 1950, and other important
international publications in order to avoid
one sided orientation on certain particular
schools of geography.

Geography, Korean Geographical Society, 20, pp. 63~82, 1979,
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Most of the critical discussions on the
methodology of the traditional geography are
focused on the following concepts, that is,
the way of research (ideographic or nomo-
thetic), Landschaft concept, ecology concept.
unity of geography and a new organization
of geography based on new methodology.
With changes in view, the writer has dealt
chiefly with these concepts and problems,

On ideographic and nomothetic methodology:

Geography has been an ideographic discip-
line since Varenius, but as far as geography
remains ideographic, geography might not be
thought scientific, according to the modern
philosophy of science, because it fails to
deduce any laws and find general applicability.
The enormous amount of geographical infor-
mation produced these days and the developed
techniques of analysis is bringing change from
the traditional ideographic methodology toward
the nomothetic concept, even in regional
geography. It is now insisted that the ideo-
graphic methodology should be rejected com-

pletely in geography.

On the object of geography:

The traditional methodology of geography
has overlooked or neglected the differentiation
of real object and formal object demanded by

* Seoul Nat. Univ.



the philosophy of science, and has used a
merely subject-derived concept, which inevi-
tably caused a great confusion in defining the
object of geography. The real object of geo-
graphy is the study of the geosphere, which
is absolutely unchangeable and does not enable
the deduction of any organizational concept
from this object. The formal object is a specific
way of investigating the geosphere, and its
detailed contents are subject to consensus of
those concerned. This nature of the formal
object indicates that the formal object could
vary any time. By defining two different
dimensional objects for geograsphy the vagu-
eness of the purpose of geography can be
eliminated.

On the Landschaft and ecology concept:

The concept of the Landschaft in traditional
geography was critically reviewed and it is
realized that the object and structure of
Landschaft are so differently defined among
geographers that it is at present difficult to
recommend this concept as a basic concept
of geography. In addition to this, the claim
of this concept on universality and its lack
of ontological neutrality have to be critized.
However, if the concept of ecology is intro-
duced to the traditional Landschaft concept,
the nature of the Landschaft concept will
change to an ecological Landschaft, which is
very similar to the concept of geographical
ecosystem.

On the unity of geography:

Taking the new concept of ecological Land-
schaft and the geographical ecosystem into
consideration, the writer insists that there
should not be any fundamental conflict or an
indissoluble dichotomy between physical geo-
graphy and human geography. The division
of systematic geography into physical aspects

and human aspects should be nothing but a
mean for the benefit of more effective geo-
graphical researches. Accordingly, the writer
does not accept any one of the fundamental
demands of modern methodological criticism,
most distinctly articulated by D. Bartels.

On new organization of geography:

Based on the above mentioned new concepts
of geography the writer draws a tentative
organization plan for a new geography which
consists of general, regional systematic geo-
graphy, and complex geography as the main
divisions within the discipline. Systematic
geography is split into its traditional subdis-
ciplines, which have the task of investigation
of the laws and invariances causing and
directing the chorological variations of the
geofactors,

Complex geography includes three subdisci-
plines, that is, general and regional physical
geography, general and regional human geo-
graphy, and general and regional ecogeogra-
phy. The general and regional physical geo-
graphy studies the complex relationships and
system interactions between the physical geo-
factors. It is assigned to discover the laws
and general system interactions involved as.
well as to demonstrate their regional validity.
The general and regional human geography
deals with the complex relationships and
system interactions between the anthropoge-
netic geofactors. The general and regional
ecogeography, which is a new introduction
to the complex geography, is concerned with
those special aspects of the geofactors which
are important for the system interactions
between human society and its physical
environment. Ecogeography, too, has the task
of studing the laws and general system in-
teractions as well as the regional systems of



specific man-environment relationships.

In this modified organizational plan the
Landschaft concept of traditional geography
is substituted by the ontologically neutral
system concept granting the quantification
of the hypothesis and emphasizing the his-
torical aspects of geographical development
as well. The dichotomies of traditional geo-
graphy are of no importance to this newly

conceived organizational plan, -~

This modified methodological system should
not only help to overcome the scientific insu-
fliciencies of the traditional basic concepts
revealed by methodological criticism but also
increase the possibility for geographers to
actively participate in applied geographical
researches.



