
f 

'{ 

Report Number 10 

A Cognitive Atlas: 
Explorations into the 

Psychological Geography 
of Four Mexican Cities 

David stea 
and 

Denis Wood 

-tNVIRONMt.1iTAL ~JfJl~ll G/(CUP • CUICAGO 



.. 

A CCGNITIVE ATLAS: EXPLORATIONS INI'O 

THE PSYCHOLCGICAL GEOGRAPHY OF FOUR MEXICAN CITIES 

David Stea 

& 

Denis Wood 

Copyright 1971 by David Stea and Denis Wood 



September 1971 

General Editors: Irene Mauro and David Stea 

Copies of this report can be obtained at a cost of $2.00 by 
writing to: 

Environmental Research Group 
529 South Wabash Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60605 



A COMMENT 

The history of this document is either amusing or tragic, depending 
on your viewpoint. We've taken both viewpoints at various times in 
the past and have alternately laughed and cried, been filled with 
hope, and then despair. Perhaps this is not unusual for authors of 
academic documents but then again it is amply possible that the 
history of this report is unique. You see, it's been complete and 
ready for publication for three years now and yet it is only with 
this publication that our work sees the light of day. Can this be 
explained? Of course it can. Ulysses never intended to take ten 
years to cross a short stretch of ocean and the manuscript of this 
report has seen as many, nay more, adventures than Homer even 
imagined for his hero. We shall not burden you with the story of 
its voyages. A single example will suffice. An early and only 
copy of this manuscript was about to be transported. You may argue 
that not copying it was a sign of incipient senility, but late hours 
and closed offices do not always augur well for Xerox availability. 
At any event the manuscript was carefully locked in the trunk of 
the car to insure that thieves in search of cameras and the like 
not carry it off again inadvertently. Of course we stopped for 
dinner at an all night diner where we feasted on ravioli and black 
coffee. After a postprandial smoke at our leisure we repaired to 
the car to continue our journey. car? The car had vanished! 
Obviously the thieves had not been content with the car's contents 
and had made off with the car itself. Nor was it ever recovered. 
Bye-bye Cognitive Atlas. 

So it has gone. Foiled by fate at every turn we at last decided 
that rather than try to produce a polished final definitive version 
of the by now many versioned Cognitive Atlas, we would simply throw 
together this report. Perhaps, we argued, in this state, fate 
wouldn't bother with us. We were mistaken. Never was Juno so 
implacable a foe as we have faced in fate! Nonetheless this report 
has reached its Ithaca at long last, but the boat bears many scars 
of past futile efforts. Perhaps, in this extremis the reader will 
excuse the multitudinous errors infesting this report. Our anxiety 
was that the report see the light of day in any shape. Thus, we 
submit it as is in the hopes that it is at least legible and 
valuable for its contents, no matter what is desired in regard to 
neatness. One of us once had an English teacher who failed students 
for the violation of margins no matter the brilliancy of the contents 
of the paper. Be, dear reader, more reasonable with us than that. 
We have traveled far and come weary to bed at a long journey's 
ending. 

Denis Wood 
David Stea 
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PREF]\CE 

The years between Kevin Lynch's pioneer work on urban imagery in 
the united States and the studies performed in the Republic of Mexico by 
Denis Wood and myself have seen the introduction of some new ideas and a 
few new techniques. More remarkable, perhaps, has been an event so rare 
in the behavioral sciences as to be worthy of special note: a search of 
literature published years in the past. If imagery is an old concept with
in the psychology of perception, geographical imagery is not a very much 
more recent area of study. Kept alive, if barely breathing, by geographers, 
educators, and others, it survived the behaviorist purge and is enjoying 
renewed P9pularity during the current decade. 

But to paraphrase the immortal words of an immortal comic strip 
heroine: tlWhat does it all mean?" Here, in a very different city from 
those of Mexico, historical and cultural values are even more important 
in determining what are, for the inhabitants , the impor tant characteristics 
of the urban landscape . The purely visual aspects of urban form fade into 
the background, the image seems less of an image and more of a cognitive 
map - a conceptual integration of what one has seen, has heard, has known, 
has felt about a piece of geography. 

A few moments ago, my friend Jim Blaut burst into the room with 
a new phrase. "What do you call a collection of cognitive maps?tI he asked. 
I frowned, and shook my head. "A cognitive atlas!" he said, gleefully, 
and thus, the title of this collection of Mexican cognitive maps was born. 
It reflects, in part, another problem of the behavioral sciences: the 
search for new words, for shorthand notations and collective nouns, which 
has so often resulted in the proliferation of jargon without the enhance
ment of clarity. Despite attempts to avoid this pitfall, to make the repsrt 
that follows available to readers in many fields of specialization, it is 
probably as culpable as any other in the above respect. For this failing, 
the authors take complete responsibility and extend their apologies. Fi
nally, to avoid endless, tedious, and unaesthetic footnoting, the IIpsycho
logical system" for referencing has been utilized throughout: the name 
of the author of a publication and the date in parentheses refer to the 
bibliographic listing included as tlAppendix V." 

Jerusalem", Isrc3el 
June, 1969 
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