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gaffe#1

Isand, Walter. Location &Space- economy

Chapman & Hall Ltd., 56

gaffe #2

gaffe #3M

at

p. 202, assumes cost

w. distance from

aing
thecore. "

sumes "costfur, relating to landuse A are invariant

This is not for simpling but besin

due to terrain, theyvary
generality. I altho in reality casts do

in a regular fashion from any w.w. distance from

do not vary

any given pertinent focalpt.
expanding

to clearly his concept of

I thesite. Bes central landis clearer And raine AC Inc.concept of cost cloes not include

p.247 he has

-firm may
Intensity falls off

He never

p. 183 refersto

Thus his inadequacy

p. 184 Discusses

this misses thisaspect
More. two goeson,

onden :

p.243-53. Location they embraced&quilzed."

Notes that Brinkmann, Losch, & Dunn all acumeag

conet. intensity. Isand discards assumption,p.2x4.

-But retains aum.of prodes.fus invariant w.

Showing a residual
Not relatingscale to

does
Also, why

Latter still dimensionless

And one

L

specifies

allow

dietana.p. 244.
of how much bound tome.



- saud, 2

entirely fus.of city size w/o regard to intensity.
This is " urbanization economin ." Dimensionler firms.

p.188 Traditional duation in location thy, Thüren for ag

undy.
Welenfor

Butf.195 they
include it

p.190,totesi. Again, costcuramfer firm excluderent.Iof currenberrowed

Doesn't consider b.v. expansion offirm. tomy

from Duenn. to are s.r.
Elsewhen Isand dans comsider effectof

"slot" criticism is warranted.

xptur costson intercity alonga continuum. Butnot for.ofrentpromoting

intensity. price
Bunn, Isand shows how

p.193, ff.
higher land,

subking of other inputsfor land. But doesn't relate to

Runn has landpricessice &I intensity

Taken from Deum, p.30.
Again, whilehe lets firm grow more intenes, his mainadvanceis to

let them do it own a continuum. Stillshow no relation toxpte

costs.
don't. "

1He

causu

xptu savings.
too subs. ather inputs forland.

"Now you seeit, now

Accepts xptu rates.

Lacker palicy focus

Rationalefor rent is largely it reserves sites for those who benefit

most.



Lösch

Lorch speaker of "points "oflocation. nodapanesete. two are clearly

moresticking tham fitting landuns into
points. This is even moresticking than

In Chat Industrial Location Thy."**

loci ofpoints.
slots.

cu.5 "The Thy ofAg.Location.
How can

lines between

Zett rings,
Thunan rings. get

rings w/o intensity? By accumg intensity.. "plan yield E centuen

9₂ nohai" provision for intensity changing w.priceof
38p.per

outputor inputs.
several times refers to spatial order ofuses. Strictly ordinal.

247-48 Landyou to highestbidder. Lots, whosesizedoesn't

again,p.
253-54pp.

come into qu. as

p. 248, point out his own accumption re industry on located

Actual dimensions wd.distort his hexagon ,
at a pt..

(to"ring" thy goesw. ag location", conceived as subject to

diff. principles from industrial hes indy. in
dimensionlar.

at optipto)
Get ag rings, but indy just

(Ag.rings arepromising, but intemning notallowedto change

continuously & effect on xptu net not discussed.)
center Dimensions become



Ratcliff,R.U.

372

Urban Land Ees NY : McGraw -H. 49

rent due to " savings in xptu casti". Docsitymentionp.
Ad use ofxptu.

Here Ratcliff, citing

But only theeffectofxpter

also Haig, does relate rent &xptr cast.
Is sketchy.cost of rent, not v.v.

Areni't say saving relation to whatpoint.
But this is something Isard doesn'tdo.



Weber, Alfred. Theeryofthe Location of Industros . Chi: Ucun, 1929.
3d Impression, 1958. Xtd w. Intro.Inoth by Carlf. Friedrich.

p.xxi (by Friedrich) Thüner assumed fixed intensity. Friedrich noty

assumption not valid.
xxvii $ 7r.sapP.

factor. Ifso, hinge

agglom. wd. be

Wehn called rent atcentu a

ever.

deglammatis

Fr. rpts,p.xxix, saysifl.v. didn't rise,

greater

Weker doessay to, pp. 138-34



distance fromcenter is advertiging. Infact
some ecsts hv. seemned, by selecting this in preference to other aspect, to
attach primary importance to thisfactor. So Isard

111-21E.g. Bldg, '48ed.,

Another cost that As

M.

Chumblu, Chap 586

are

W.

Traditionally, theanalysis ofurban land-usepatterns han fallen outside

the realm oflocation theory."theory." Isand,

Bring

L. Abbott, Vertical Eq., AER 12-53 1826-45

Sorfman &Steiner, Optimal Adverting, A&R 12-54 :826-36

200.p. He giver

appendie here to Ch . 8 on urban landuse, but w . min. substance.

says

Hoover, Location theory & shwe& leather, p. 24, " transport corts

generally less than a distance ...

op cit.p. 26

an

Even if xptn costs are & distance, central

lands produce
is

moreper acre, therefore theirrent peracre

nearby xptn costsper unit of output, and rent gradient is steeper
that asyou movefrom center, 904xptu cast falls rapidly.center.

Pright. seems to me
sanspays tevice asmuch as Lot I, but lot 11 arly 10%, our lov 10.2

His reasoning is that these lands, conceived asfarm lands.
produingfora central inkt. & central ones have more mobile inputs/ane

more affected

are



becauseprice is higher.
When Land"quality" good in sense offlat,friable &fertile,

land maysub.for laker I be used less intensivly . But whengood in

only seeb. for xpth impuss.(oneofwhich is land,
being usedused intensively,

hi gross

sense.of central, land

incidentally) which it does by

output, hi turnover.

is

can



In Ratcliffe I do not find any

occupying space &Ag xptu costs.OFF

hint of idea of landrent

I wonder
as constraint

whence that idea?

Try Haig, af€ 40 : 422. And Wendt- Ratcliffe debateff.



Wendt, TheoryofUrbanLV,

merely

queen perimeter need

( Impactofany

given 4 xptuA is uneven. If clowntown is forpedestrians, better bur service

will tap new mkets for downtown,butnot lessen critical valueof

best downtown sites. Will take customers from peripheralsubcenters.

Agus -Agon external en in 2 cas,
balance wd.be netgain.

highen liv. or higheris not theybe expressed in highen liv. on

Problematical, dependson intensity of landure. Probly

maybe offsetbyArealquality.

LE 8-57

p.231 re Haig thesis Wendt has good point
inside

reducing differential sent by better xptu

not reduce { liv.

Now qui
& i.r.

Will reduce some &Aothers.

Whether net A or -A l.v. depends

Presumably, thoreturns, etc.
un

wagen

4 effective supplyof land, but ma

much dependson aggreg
new land supply may

Wendt doesn't touchan above, but raime goodpt.
landsupply. 26

Ifnew xptu brings

d I also
wellI aggregate urban l.v.

lower unit values. Also A unit values at center, which benefit

an extension , the of the

That

from new customen (this is just

ficed perimeter case).

in



Ratcliff Commentary on Wendt, LE, 360-62

first to sayAxptu wd reclure mban l.v., In this makes it
problypartofhis anti - Gurge campaign .suspect, was

Ratcliff seems to misspoint reaggreg. supply, p. 361, argues

of reduced differentiation.

Ely
was

on basis



Jarisson etal. 1959

p.61 Haig, 1926, is still considered to haveprovided tonic

theory ofurban landuse. Later writers havejust restated him.



Hoone not thinkingof public costs ofxpte, shown by his acceeming

den, want per mile.
Publica fixed

of higher

cort Aspermile, kes as

ac bes narrower. (& lessured)
leavecenter, hit miles



Leg., Dist. Nets.

Beckmann etal, Studies in Eu.ofXptu.

a thought: They take location of origins

asgivery min. xptn cost.
My contribon then is to

affect location

havepsystem



Location theorich give
criterion how for extend nets.

w no



Weintraub , Sidney . PRICE THEORY . NY : Pitman Publishing Corpn . ,
1949 .

Chap . 12 , " Spatial Interdependence , " , pp . 270-88 .

Discusses several issues in space analysis , citing
Hoover & some others . But never gets into rent , or why firms
are separated from each other by space which is because they
occupy space .

"Firms are separated from each other by space for the reason
that firms occupy space . The function of rent is to constrain this
occupancy to that area whose benefits/eÁÁÁľ marginal benefits
equal or exceed the inconveniences imposed on others . " This is
the principle of which I find no clear statement anywhere .

Weintraub discusses competition in zones of indifference be
tween firms ; deduction of xptn cost from demand curves but
nothing about rent implications of this .

His emphasis solely on price behavior offirms . Effect on
competitive behavior .

But the unit is the firm , a disembodied spirit of no dimensions .
Location , but no dimension . Function of rent is not discussed even
as it affects location ; much less dimension .



Warnitz, Wm. Toward a Geographyof Price Philo : Upa Press, 1959

p.26, credits Lösch w. treating "both aspectofspace-economy theny,

1..., location of activity &spatialprice equilibrium ", vs. Hoover, whorework, like

Webe's, is "partial."

to Lösch is widely acclaimed on the master &generalist. If his

aren't anywhere,
contribin to "spatial price eqm.

p . 36 et parim "space patential

land
things. E.g.

for wheating .

" dossn't include matter, they probly

for each, etc.

most

... the accessibility of location to ureful

har
accessible to most wheatoutput

lowest price shouldprevail there.
max. spacepotential

Note "potential ". The latency concept.

There in commodity supply spacepotential; & demandpolentirel. Contour

[It is curious, space

ess, as

space crti cite Thunenets, but regond classical

handly that,
dimensionless. Let Ricards & rent were

the it is time Ric. seemed to emphasize fertility. Yet theverywhately

of cultivation " implic space, as element in
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