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The Decline of Downtown and the Rise of the Outer City 

More than a quarter century ago the traditional Industrial city In the 
UnIted States began to disperse geographically, which profoundly changed the 
hierarchy of central places In America. As more and more people settled In 
the suburbs, the city centers lost their dominance as retail centers and places 
of work within the metropolitan regions. The suburbs increasingly assumed new 
functions and became the "Outer City" (Blumenfeld 1954. Gottmann and Harper 
1967; Rosenthal 1971; Greenhouse 1971; Muller 1981). More recently, small 
country towns and other rural communities, together with wider and wider 
areas of open countryside, were urbanized, If only extremely loosely and 
widely scattered (exurbia). Today, the settlement structure of the American 
metropolises and their enormously far-flung, almost amorphous, poly-nucleated 
urbanized zones in between are dIspersed to such a degree that the geographer 
Peirce Lewis has called this new pattern a "galactic metropol is. 1I He des
cribed it as follows: IIResidentlal subdivisions, the shopping centers, and 
industrial parks - all seemed to float in space, and seen together they 
resembled a galaxy of stars and planets, held together by mutual gravitational 
attraction, but with large empty spaces between the clusters (Lewis 1983, 34) . 

Until 1960 approximately equal numbers of Americans lived in the central 
cities, the suburbs, and the rural areas. By 1970 the ratio had changed in 
favor of the suburbs. which had become home for 40 percent of the nation's 
total population as compared to 30 percent who stilI lived In the central 
cities. In 1985 almost 60 percent of all Americans live in the enormous 
outer urban zones of the country, while only 28 percent continue to live In 
the central cities. This popUlation redistribution has caused the city 
centers to lose their dominant role as main shopping districts of the metro
politan areas in favor of the almost 18,000 "regional shopping centers." 
Recently, the downtowns have generated an average of only 5 to 7 percent of 
the total retail revenue of American metropolitan areas (Hartshorn 1980. 
322) (Figure I). 

The downtowns have also lost their dominant role as employment centers 
in metropolitan America. At present, only 12 to 14 percent of the metropoli 
tan labor force commutes to work In the downtown districts (Corgel 1976; 
Hartshorn 1980, 312). Even the central cities as a whole have been surpassed 
by the outer cities in metropolitan employment because of increasing decen t ral 
ization of job opportunities. Since 1973. over half of all jobs In U.S. 

*Orlglnally published In German in Geographlsche Zeltschrlft 73 (1985): 191-205. 
Translation by the author. 
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Figure I. Retail sales of downtown Milwaukee and shopping centers 
In percent of total metropolitan retail sales. 

metropolitan areas have been located outside central city boundaries (Muller 
1981; Conzen 1983, 146-147). Today 72 percent of all employed and self
employed suburbanites l ive and work in suburbs. Plane (1981) reports that 
only 3 to 4 percent of the worker commuter movements In the urban areas of 
New England are between suburbs and downtowns, while 61 percent take place 
among the suburbs themselves, and the remaining 35 percent between suburbs 

•and central cities (except downtown) In both directions. This pattern is 
decidedly different from the traditional city hinterland relationships of 
yesteryear. 

Urban freeways and multi-lane boulevards, laid out Increasingly In fish
net patterns throughout the wide and diffusively urbanized zones, have 
diminished the old advantages of the centrality of downtowns. Practically 
any given point in this new sprawling urban land Is now just as accessible 
a s only the downtowns were before 1960 (Figure 2). The functional and econ
omic independence of the outer city from the central city Is above all based 
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upon the diffuse distribution of multiple regional growth and concentrati on 
nuclei. These should by no means be called "sub centers. 1I since they are 
not tributary to any other centers. The hearts of these new nuclei are most 
often "regional shopping centers" with extensive malls (Figure 3). 

The malls of 	the regIonal shopping centers are as a rule financed and 
.. 	 buil t through private initiative and capital. They are usually of two s tories 

and are flanked by two to four department stores. such as Sears or J.C. Penney. 
Through these the customers reach the roofed double gallery Interior of t he 
mall rtself. Here. trees and flowers with waterfalls or fountains suggest 
a garden or park In which people may stroll about or sit and rest. The malls 
have replaced the market-squares of yesteryear. They contain between 100 and 
250 stores of various sizes. quality. and kind (Shopping Center Directory 1985) . 
Spread around this complex are vast parking areas for thousands of automobiles . 
These new nuclei often occupy an area several times larger than the downtowns 
of the nearby city centers. Around these malls numerous other functions 
have assembled. such as Industrial p.rks. office complexes. storage facilities 
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Figure 3. Example of a shopping center with secondary functions 
(Northbridge, Milwaukee). 

and warehouses, food supermarkets, quick marts, hotels and motels, condo
miniums, apartment houses, retirement homes, restaurants and branch banks 
in great numbers, sport and recreational facilitIes of various kinds including 
fitness centers and racquet ball courts, discotheques, movie theaters, auto 
repair and sales shops, gas stations, builder's supply and lumber yards, 
garden centers and many mor~ These new multi-functional centers are in fact 
small cities of which many, in their own rights, have surpassed the old 
downtown In economic potential, attractiveness, business revenue, number of 
customers, and residential population. This is true even where downtowns 
have experienced a "renalssancell or revival (Hofmeister 1980), which usually 
entails construction of a suburban-style regional shopping mall wlthlh the 
otherwise partly deserted or dilapidated city center. This might best be 
called the suburbanlzatlon of downtown. 

The New Urban Land U.S.A. 

The new poly-nuclear American urban land no longer fits the traditional 
urban models described in the literature (Burgess 1925; Hoyt 1939; Harris 
and Ullmann 1945; Shevsky and Bel l 1955; Holzner 1972). Even the socio
economic and demographic distribution pattern of the resident population 
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appears more compartmentalized, or better put, cellularly arranged, th naIl 
known models suggest. Only the ghettoized concentration of blacks in the old 
central cities seems a lasting phenomenon. 

The new American cultural landscape of the dispersed city, without an 
obviously dominant main nucleus and with Its new poly-nuclear spatial order, 
is a truly American creation, historically and geographically unique or 
specific. In the precise meaning Eugen Wirth has given these words (Wirth
1984, 7-8, II). This new urban-rural landscape is thus fundamentally different 
In a cultural-genetic sense than, for example, present urban settlements 
In Europe (Holzner 1981, 177-178). 

Neither the original pre-Industrial Amerclan city, which was a European 
offshoot transplanted Initially to North America, nor the Industrial American 
city of the nineteenth and early t entieth centuries exists today. A new 
cultural landscape which Is, to be sure, comprised of the elements of urban
Ism and organized by urban functions has replaced them. But the new landscape 
is only superficially reminiscent of previous city forms and functions. 
Even where similarity persists, It Is mostly In the fossil forms of former 
spatial organizations and buildings. Consequently, instead of continuing to 
refer to American "cities" we are wont to use terms such as "urban areas," 
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"urban regions." "cltyfleld scenes" (Watson 1982, 29), or "urban galaxies" 
to describe the new pattern. One could perhaps even suggest the term 
"polls alOOrphos." It would seem best, however, to refer to this new American 
cultural landscape as "Urban land U.S.A••" This emphasizes the functional 
and geographical dispersal and new spatial order that emerged from the tradi
tional compact cIty of the American Industrial age, rendering obsolete the old 
dichotomy between urban and rural. 

The sheer areal distribution of the new urban land U.S.A. has assumed 
a truly gigantic scale, particularly in comparison to European countries. 
As early as 1970, the U.S. urbanized areas defined by the U.S. Bureau of the 
Census as the more densely and continuously built-up portions of Standard 
Hetropolitan Statistical Areas (SHSA), covered 140,000 square km. By 1985 
they grew to a total of 180,000 square km. (Figure 5). The entire territory 
of the Federal Republic of Germany is only 248,534 square kID. and all of 
Great Britain including Northern Ireland is only 244,000 square km. 

Given a resident population in urbanized areas of approximately 153 
million, 65 percent of the total, the average urban population density in 
the U.S. urbanized areas Is a very low 850 persons per square km. (Hart 
1976, esp. 8). This does not include the so-called rural-urban fringe, i.e., 
the much less densely populated outer zones of the SHSAs, in which another 
10 percent resides. The figure Is in this case not a meaningless figure 
because the population declined In the central cities, stagnated or declined 
In the older suburbs, and Increased in the outer newer suburbs, bringing 
population densities In all parts of urbanized areas ever closer to actual 
mean values (Clark 1981). 
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The Detour of the Compact City of the Industrial Age 

Dispersal and new spatial order similar to the new urban land U.S.A. 
can hardly be expected to occur In Europe, despite predictions to the contrary, 
not 50 much because technological waste, geographic llmlts,or, above all, 
lack of space for European cities to sprawl out would ake It Impractical , 
but quite simply because Ideology and societal values would preclude it as 
not conforming to the European Ideal. Dispersal of the city and wholesale 
urban sprawl Is considered an American aberration which would be undesirable 
to Europeans, who seem to resent and resist American urban Influences as much 
as possible. Of the Influences In urbanism that have occurred between Europe 
and America, most have actually been from Europe to America and not vice 
versa. The very first towns In North America were colonial offshoots of 
Europe, Imports of pre-industrial European settlement fonns and economic 
practices. Urban developments remained Initially quite modest and slow 
In America. When London reached one million Inhabitants In 1800, New York 
and PhiladelphIa, the largest cities In the U.S.A•• barely counted ~O,OOO 
souls each. Even the IndustrIal revolution, whIch was to change Western 
cities so profoundly, had its origin In Europe and burgeoned In the United 
States only a full century after It had begun In Great Britain, not the 
least because of the aversion for Industrialism expressed by leading 
American political and cultural figures. Industrialization, as much as It 
brought changes of economrc and urban forms, was only superl osed upon pre
existing cities In Europe. Society clearly had to accept and adjust to It, 
but Inherited cultural traditions and emotional preferences always permitted 
it to be absorbed rather than becoming dominant In the life of cities. In 
the United States, on the other nand, Industrialization, Initially slow to 
gain momentum, became the almighty central engine of urban evolution, expressed 
In a geographic sense as settlement nuclei for countless new towns. Indus
trialization hit Its stride In the United States around 1870, when new modes 
of transport, above all the railroad, were fully developed and new methods of 
production and Increasingly automated assembly lines were being initiated. 

The United States lacked both the ballast and the moderating Influence 
of the centuries-old traditions of the Eoropean bourgeoisie, such as craft 
guilds and church guidance. Americans did not have to struggle with stifling 
national frontiers nor tolerate government intervention In the capitalist 
market mechanism. Thus, the United States blazed new trails In the industrial 
era, and allover the country quickly built cities which no longer followed 
the contemporary European Industrial city model. The reSUlting Industrial 
city In the United States was Ideal for the efficient capitalistic "emplre 
bulldlng" of the age. The American industrial city was an effective machine, 
no more and no less; It was Inhuman, without culture, but so robust and una
bashedly profit-oriented that the United States surpassed Europe as the 
world's strongest economic power less than fifty years after entering the 
industrial age. The Industrial cities of the United States were the recipients 
of and work camps for at least 25 million European immigrants between 1865 
and 1914 alone. plus perhaps as many former peasant settlers from rural 
areas within the country. Both constituted a willing and Inexpensive army 
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of workers that was somewhat later replenished and eventually largely replaced 
by the masses of black sharecroppers and farmhands from Southern states, 
Hispanics, and other new arrIvals. They all lived as well as they could In 
the tenement houses and other hovels of the citIes, Including, more recently, 
government housIng projects. They worked and struggled, pursuing the American 
dream WhIch was, then as now, to become independent, to leave the city 
behind, and move to the country. If one could only afford It. 

The IndustrIal urbanization in the United States took place in a social 
an~ cultural atmosphere that was fundamentally different from that of Europe. 
In particular, U.S. city people lacked powerful urban bourgeois-patrician 
values, urban social-liberal traditions and Institutions, protective labor 
laws, and strong national urban traditions of religion, culture, arts, and 
folklore, all of which in Europe were incorporated in cIties where most 
inhabitants felt at home. In the conscIousness of American society, the city 
was a not altogether desirable facet of culture, it was not elevated or 
enhanced by cultural, national, or regional symbolism, so common in Europe 
as expressed through countless songs, tales, and folklore that lovingly 
glorIfIes many European cities. American popular and intellectual tradition 
displays many more anti-urban than pro-urban sentIments. There were hardly 
any real cities In the European sense, except perhaps Boston, Philadelphia, 
New York, New Orleans, and San Francisco, that provided culture and beauty 
and a charac~er of their own. Those few cities that did possess some of 
these traIts early on appeared to European travellers or emigrants, such as 
Carl Schurz, as strIkingly unfinished, provisional products of a colonial 
frontier society. Even the capital of the highly admired republic, Washington 
D.C., gave him feelings of disappointment and sorry compassion, rather than 
admiration. He, who knew London, Berlin, Paris, and Madrid, wrote: liMy 
first Impressions of the political capital of the American Republic were 
rather dismal. Washington looked •••• llke a big, sprawling village, consisting 
of scattered groups of houses which were overtopped by a few public bulldings
the Capitol •••• the White House; and the Patent Office, which also harbored 
the Department of the Interior•••• There was not one solidly built-up street 
in the whole city - scarcely a block without gaps of dreary emptiness ••• • 
Washington was called lithe city of magnificent dlstances." But there was 
nothing at the ends of those distances, and, excepting the few public buIld
Ings, very little that was In any way Interesting or pleasIng" (Schurz 
1961, 110-111). A century later, these words stilI fit, or better, fit once 
more. Now, as In so many American cities, there is the emptiness of cleared 
slums and abandoned blocks. Farther towards the periphery, only the dimen
sions have increased, while the overall unsophisticated, unfinished city, 
or rather, village scene, of Washington described by Schurz has been retained 
to the present day, only enormously extended outward. 

American Anti-urbanism In the Post-Industrial Age 

It appears that American society was, almost against Its Intention, 
drIven from such humble, non-urban beginnings into the Industrial era with 
Its large cities, because It was necessary for Industrialization to create 
large urban agglomeratIons. Peter O. Muller writes: "Quite literally, America 



awoke one morning near the turn of the twentieth century to discover It had 
built a number of large cities, even though they ran counter to some funda
mental values of American culture (Huller 1981, 191). 

The values of American culture have been described repeatedly, based on 
documents and the testimonies of American literature and politics from the begin
nIng of American history to the present and are believed to Include Innova
tion; ~eslre to be near nature; freedom to move (geographic and social mobil
Ity), Individualism, social acceptance, aggressive pursuit of goals (Including 
violence); a manifest sense of national destiny; and a work ethic ( Creve
coeur 1782 (1908); de Toqueville 19~8-1956; Griswold '9~8; Schlesinger 19~9; 
DuBois 1955; Gillin 1955; Lerner 1955-1957; Holzner 1970, 20~-356; Berry 
1975, 175-185, Huller 1981, 30, Huller 1983. 202, Raelthel 1981; Koch-Linde 
1984. 49ff. 220-242; Bellah et al 1985). 

Due to an unbroken two hundred year tradition. these values have main
tained a remarkable degreee of acceptance In America to the present day. 
There prevails In the United States a strong consciousness of history. con
tradicting European cliches of the a-historical, even anti-historical sentiment 
of the American people. Peter J. Parish, Director. Institute of the United 
States at the University of London. writes: "If non-Americans are to under
stand contemporary American attitudes and preoccupations, they must understand 
the historical forces that have shaped them. Eighteenth and nlnefeenth centu.ry 
heroes, such as George Washington, Thomas Jefferson, or Abraham Lincoln. to 
name but a few, are alive and Influential in the United States. Perhaps only 
In America. despite Its possessing one of the most complex, most technologic
ally advanced and urbanized societies In the world, could presidents be 
elected on the basis of the old Ideals of the "farm boy," as with President 
Jimmy Carter, or on the basis of a cowboy Image. symbolizing older, simpler, 
and purer values, as with Ronald Reagan" (Parish 1985, 28). 

In light of these values we can better understand many behavioral patterns 
of the American people during the entire course of American urban history. 
They also allow better understanding of the evolution of the new urban land 
In today's post-Industrial era. The rural Ideal that Thomas Jefferson above 
all others had supported so eloquently and the concommltant Ideal of a rural 
democratic society Is fundamental. Jefferson, by background and conviction 
a country man~ voiced his strong aversion to the corrupt and corrupting 
city In favor of a rural Individualistic way of life. He by no means envis
Ioned booriSh peasant simplicity but believed Instead that the non-urban world 
of America produced "more virtuous citizens," which to him meant, above all, 
Independent, responsible, self-relying citizens of an active living democracy 
(Jackson 1965-1966, I; Peden 1955, 164, 175; Holzner 1981. 181). 

Since early times, an anti-urban mentality or sentiment seems to have 
been widespread among the American people. Durin the era of urban Indus
trialism, a sort of InterIm period of American urban history, when Indus
trialism necessitated a more compact and soc ially exploitative urban settle
ment and way of life, this sentiment encouraged those who could liberate them
selves from the dreaded city to move Into the quickly developIng suburbs 
(Innovation). There they could pursue a more "natural" life In a pseudo
rural environment (desire to be near nature). The remaining urban populace. 
replenished by Immigrants. evolved a mosaic of different social, ethnic and 
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racial districts, ever eager to chase the American dream of success 
(aggressive pursuit of goals) and social acceptance, at least for their 
children, through spatial and social mobility, by acting as independently as 
possible except perhaps through the help of the nuclear family (individual
Ism), and believing In the eventual rewards of hard work (work ethic) (Muller 
1983, 202). These commonly recognized and shared basic American values also 
explain why the tradition of criticizing, even rejecting, the city has been 
very strong, even among American intellectuals (White and White 1964). Not 
all critics of the city In the United States were utoplanlsts, romantic 
dreamers, "Apostles,1I or simply crazy, but people like Ralph Waldo Emerson, 
who was not at all an enemy of civilization. He viewed the European city of 
the early nineteenth century as a great danger for American culture and the 
nation: II a man Is stronger than the clty"(Emerson 1903-190", esp. IINature" 
(1836) and "Se I f-Re II ancell (1841». Other renowned cr I tics of ci ties read and 
discussed to the present day In high schools and colleges across America 
include Hector St. Jean de Crevecoeur, Thomas Jefferson, and Henry David 
Thoreau, who wrote about Walden, and walking to Oregon, not to Europe 
(Thoreau 1904, 267). The list could also include Nathaniel Hawthorne, Herman 
Melville, Edgar Allan Poe, Henry James, William Dean Howells, and many more. 
Particularly notable is Horac:e Greeley for his call to "Go West. 1I An Influ
ential journalist, he repeatedly warned settlers to stay in the countryside 
and not move to the cities, by desc:ribing terrible scenarios of unemployment, 
hunger, disease, and dehumanIzation in America's cities (Greeley 1850, 359). 

Also among the American anti-urbanists were some unlikely voices, suc:h as 
the Industrial capitalist Henry Ford I and the architect and city planner 
Frank Lloyd Wright. All of these crttic:s, spread over many decades, seemed 
to agree that American c:ities had been destroying the garden America, the 
agrarian Eden (White and White 1964, 47). The cities were effective economic 
machines, but they were also inhuman, ugly, unpleasant, unplanned, without 
culture, paved over, without tradition, corrupt, dirty, and the domain of 
violence and crime. At the old western frontier, however, and again today 
In the frontier of the new urban land, good has a chance, because it is not 
the urban masses that count, but the individual who has freed himself to 
pursue the new hope of self-determination. In the present era of Ronald 
Reagan and the YUPPies (Young Urban Professionals), common sentiment 
expresses the revived, typically American Ideal of democracy of the self
reliant, emancipated citizen in words like these: IIdemocracy is based upon 
the conviction that there are extraordinary possibilities in ordinary people." 
Such cannot enfold in an urban mass society of mediocrity. Equal opportunity, 
but not equality, Is the ideal; socialism Is bondage. 

The compact Industrial city with its urban masses had never been really 
what America had In mind, and many people were never really happy In it. To 
them, the cities were full of dirty, Illiterate immigrants who could not 
speak English, grew cabbage In their backyards, and kept pigs in the basement. 
Later the even less appreciated blacks and Hispanics moved In. The industrial 
cities were always foreign bodies in the fabric of American culture. Perhaps 
they served as necessary training, education, and transit camps for future 
Americans. Thus, the current dispersal and new spatial order of urban land 
U.S.A. assumes a much deeper culture-Immanent significance, far beyond the 
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superficial explanations of the urban sprawl in America based on the decen
tralizing Influences of the automobile, the freeway, or the telephone. The 
American anti-urban preference for wIdely scattered Individualized dwellings 
even wIthin the urban realm, was observed by European travelers like Charles 
Oickens, long before the inventIon of the automobile. He remarked, for 
example, in his famous "American Notes" of 1842: IIAmerican cities have a 
very quaint appearance: Seeming to brIng about a kind of compromise between 
town and country; as if each had met the other half-way, and shaken hands 
upon It: (Olckens 1957, 77). 

Urban residential areas in America seemed to consist of nothing but 
clapboard houses apparently not built to last. He wondered "If Americans 
ever Intended to settle down". Long before the Invention of the automobIle, 
he observed in the suburbs of Boston that the houses looked as If they had 
been "sprinkled and dropped about In all directions, without seeming to have 
any root at all In the ground". Indeed, It appeared to him as though "the 
whole affair could be taken up piecemeal like a chlld's toy, and crammed into 
a little box" (Dickens 1957, 26). 

The automobile and the city freeway, the telephone and the personal 
computer were actually only means to achieve an end, the technological means 
of the post-industrial age to gain, In a grand way, what Henry Ford and Frank 
Lloyd Wright had tendentiously postulated In the twenties and thirties of 
this century. In the Dearborn Independent, Henry Ford wrote regularly about 
the city: that it has no soul; that It Is artificial; that It Is not a 
community; that it is doomed to extinction; even that it Is a "pestiferous 
growth. 1I Many a reader might have been remInded of Thomas Jefferson's famous 
words learned in school: "I view great cl ties as pestflentlal to the morals, 
the health and the lIberties of man." Ford reconmended that the city be aban
doned for the country. "The ultImate solution will be the abandonment of the 
city, i ts abandonment as a blunder •••• We shall solve the city problem by leaving 
the cI ty" (Burlingame 1955, 3. 11-13, 103-106. Ford 1922, esp. 154-158, 293
296, 425-428; White and White 1964, 200-208). 

Ford might perhaps be accused of self-interest, since after all he 
wanted to sell cars; but this does not hold true at all for Frank Lloyd 
Wright. In his "Autobiography" (Wright 1943) and in liThe Living City" 
(Wright 1958) he wrote about his vision of a wide open city called Broad-
acre City, as the American city of the future. I~he first step is of course 
to decentralize, to spring man from the trap and cage of the crowded city into 
the countryside" (White and White 1964, 199). The city. defined by sociol
ogists and geographers as "agglomerations of people pursuing a variety of 
activities in more or less compact agglomerated settlements,1I would disappear 
gradually, giving way to a decentralized. laterally horizontal sprawl In all 
directions. to become the future urban I nd of America. Wright predicted 
that "Broadacre City. the city of the future , will be everywhere and nowhere, 
the city which embraces the country and becomes the nation" (Wright 1943, 
548; 1985, 119; White and White 1964, 199). Like a visionary. Wright pre
dicted and welcomed the urban land U.S.A. of the post-Industrial age and 
described It thus "The eventual clty ••••will be so greatly different from the 
ancient city or from any city of today that we will probably fail to recognize 
Its coming as the city at all" (Wright 1958, 319-]20). American society has 
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indeed created this new kind of city, the new urban land, a new urban world, 
a new cultural landscape, because It conforms much better wIth the cherished 
values of Americans, which are different frem those held by Europeans. The 
new dispersed urban land allows compromise between two seemingly unreconcllable 
domains of life. On the one hand, it satisfies the ideal of the free, self 
reliant, propertied, democratic-emancipated citizen of Jeffersonian provenance 
In the wide, open, near-nature-world of the small independent hometown. On 
the other hand, It permits optimal participation in the rushed, modern, post
Industrial world of work, business, and pleasure. The struggle for the daily 
necessities, for success. social acceptance, material wealth, profit, and 
the pursuit of happiness and self-fulfillment, can be pursued with maximum 
efficiency, comfort, and personal liberty. 

Conclusion 

The American city's dispersal, in ways and dimensions impossible to dupli 
cate elsewhere, most notably in Europe, has produced a sprawling, seemingly 
chaotic settlement pattern which Is in reality, however, an extremely well 
organized and well-functioning system. It is fueled by the profit motive. 
applied technical efficiency, and the pursuit of happiness and freedom by a 
people with deeply embedded ideals of a democratic society. This new urban 
land U.S.A. constitutes the second land-taking and wholesale landscape change 
in America, the cultural transformation of large parts of the country. The 
first had produced a rural farming and pastoral landscape, interspersed with 
quickly assembled, compact, ugly, polluted urban economic machines. The 
current development has created something very different, the equivalent In 
this form and magnitude would be quite impossible to develop in Europe, not 
only because of limited space but more importantly because of the very differ
ent Ideological values of European society. The new American urban land 
is the grandiose cultural landscape of a totally mobile, post-Industrial 
AmerIcan society in which quality of life, comfort, and the capitalistic 
profit principle have merged In an optimal symbiosis. Without the burden 
of handed-down European prejudices concerning how cities should be organized 
and planned, or the belief that liThe State" should really plan the land and 
everything In it, the Americ~n polls amorphos, the urban land U.S.A., has 
emerged as a "way of life" for American society that permits the largest 
possible number of Its citizens to pursue the most pleasant, comfortable, 
conflict-free and promising existence they can dream of. 
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