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Scope of Social Geography

The scope of social geography we can study with following heads

     1. Primary ways
  Social Geography is primarily concerned with the ways in which social relations, identities and inequalities are created.
        How these social creations vary over space and the role of space in their construction is the principle distinction between sociology and social geography.
2. Social Interaction and relations
        According to PANOPIO, 1997, Social interaction refers to the mutual inter stimulation and response between two or more persons and groups through symbols, language, gestures and expression of ideas.
         Social interaction is the foundation of society. Without interaction there would be no group life.
Social interaction has different form of interaction:
1. Between individual to individual
2. Between Individual to Groups
3. Between groups to groups 4. Between individual and culture
    


3. Formation of Social Groups

       Unit of interacting personalities with interdependence of roles and statuses existing between and among themselves • Collection of people where members interact on a regular basis, guide by structure and agreements, defined by roles and responsibilities.
      4. Characteristics of Social groups
    Group members interact on a fairly regular basis through communication.
      Members should develop a structure where each member assumes a specific status and adopts a particular role.
       Certain orderly procedures and values are agreed upon. • The members of the group feel a sense of identity.
    5. Types of Social Groups
Below are the types of Social Groups:
1. Primary Group (Families, Play groups)
2. Secondary Group (industrial workers, Faculty Staff)
3. According Self-identification
4. According to purpose
5. According to geographic location

    6.  Community and Society
 The Primary difference between a community and Society is that a community is limited to a specific geographic location, but a society can be made up of people who live in different places.Another difference is that a society is made up of direct and indirect social connections between people, but a community is made up of individuals who are more closely connected. For example, people who live in town represent a community, whereas everyone who lives in the state the town is located in makes up a society.
Several communities can be located within a society but each society is separate from another.
• Societies often include more diversity, with people from different backgrounds, social classes and races.
People in communities most often share similar characteristics.
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Emrys Jones, the doyen of British social geographers and author of a classic piece
of social geographical research notcd (1975) that ‘a subject dealing with so wide a
topic as the spatial component of human behaviour is not casy o define. A brief
review, however, leads his to the statement that. The social geographer is more
concerned with describing and explaining spatial clements of the society in terms of
the structure of that society. Holistic and regional or fragmentary and systematic, all
approaches have in common that they begin with social groups. He defined as that
social geography, involves the understanding of the patiers which arise from the use
social groups make of space as they sce il, and of the processes involved in making
and changing such patterns,

Social geography is concemed with the ways in which social relations, social
identities and social inequalities are produced, their spatial variation and the role of
space ill constructing them. It places particular emphasis on the welfare issues which
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afffct people’s life, and aims to expose the forms of power which lead to social and
spatial incquality and oppression.

Although it is traditional to study human geography within the sphere of social
geography, economic geography, political geography and cultural geography, there
can be no clear distinctions between the four, Increasingly, the subject matter of each
crosses the artificial boundarics which academics haye drawn in the past.

Throughout the period of quantification and mathematicization in the carly 1960s,
philosophical discussions in social geography was rare and the imperatives issued by
logical positivism were scarcely acknowledged. During the 1970's, the myth of
gcography as ‘value free science’ was exploded (Pahl 1967, Harvey 1973, Buttimer
1974) and geographers began to shake themselves free from the implicit bonds of
positivism. In the latc 1970s and carly 19805, geographers began to cngage morc
readily in philosophical discourse exploring in particular a wide variety of ‘radical®
doctrines. Peet (1977) for instance, sought not only for explanations but also for
revolutionary change involving ‘a total attack on the philosophy, social function and
practice of geography as it is presently known.* Muir (1978), in contrast, urged that
greater attention be given to non Marxist forms of radical geography, opposing those
who argued that a radical geography must be Marxist (Folke, 1972).




image6.png
Peet (1977) described his radical geography as a study in the quality of life, and
in a more practical vein, D.M. Smith’s (1977) attempt to explain spatial variation in
social welfare. A concern for man, his wellbeing and his status in the world likewise
permeates geographical writing on the humanistic philosophies idealism (Guelke,
1974, 1981, Entrikin 1976, Ley 1978, Relph 1976, Tuan 1971), and Marxian humanism
(Gregory 1981).

Today, then social geographers arc sccking viable philosophical orientations in
contexts ranging from rationalism to phenomenology and existentialism, from idealism
to realism and matcrialism, Harvey and Holly (1981) and Stoddart (I981) reveals the
extent to which discussion now centres on predominantly philosophical issues.
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1.1 SOCIAL GEOGRAPHY

Social geagraphy is of recent origin. Though this connotation exists from the fime
of Strabo and Herodotus, yet it assumed an identity only very rccently, probably in
1945.

It is been defined as the analysis of social phenomenon in space and hence Social
Geography can properly be said to be the recent sub- discipline of Human geography,
which explicit the social whercabouts over space,

The Geographical study has tend to split the field into two_parts, (i) Physical
Geography : a geography of the natural world and (ii) Human Geography: a
geography of the man made world.

In 1932, French geographer, Camillie Vallaux used the term ‘Human Geography"
by defining it as ‘synthetic study of the relationship between human societics and the
earth’s surface (following Ratzel, 1882-1851), Again, another French geographer,
Vidal De La Blache, has made a holistic approach of the field and restricted the
human geography to man-cnvironment relationship. In 1930, cultural geography and
cconomic geography found to be within human geography and its spectrum widened
with political geography, social geography and statistical geography.
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1.3 DEFINITION

‘Whilc one accept that the term ‘social geography’ has sometimes evoked ambiguity
than clarity (Buttimer, 1971), one shrink from providing any hard and fast definition
of the academic territory occupied by social geography.

According to Anne Buttimer, social geography can be considered as a field created
and cultivated by number of individual scholars rather than an academic tradition
built up within particular schaols. Social geography is the subdivision of geography
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that deals specifically with the social order, or that it is the systematic study of the
social dimension in a real differcntiation.

‘The virtually intorchangeable use of the tefms *human’ and ‘social by several
geographers in the British and the Dutch schools sorves to emphasize the logical
(etymological) basis for this question.

o

Bobek, (1959) Van Passen, (1965) : an idea that social elements could be
systematized in to a general framework for geographical analysis .

Watson (1957) : the identification of different regions of the earth’s surface
according to association of social phenomena related to the total environment.
Pahl (1965) : the study of the pattems and processes in understanding socially
defined populations in a spatial setting.

Buttimer (1968) : the study of the a real (spatial) pattems and functional
relations of social groups in the context of their social environment ; the
internal structure and extemal relations of the nodes of social activity, and
articulation of various channels of social communication,

Eyles (1974) : the analysis of the social patteris and processes arising from the
distribution of, and access to, scarce resources and... an examination of the
socictal causes of, and suggested solutions to, social and environmental
problems.

Jones (1975) : the understanding of the pattems which arisc from the use
social groups make of space as they sec it, and of the processes inyolved in
making and changing such patterns.

Johnston (1981) : the study of consumption, whether by individuals or by
groups.





