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Table1 Basic statistics for econan i setors in ChiagoM etropolitan A rea ( 13 Counties 1997)
( ) ( ) %
14 080 145 631 728 24 785 382 660 689 197
30 27 81 073 764 8 015 866 442 052 132
19 484 30 309 530 12 893 563 433390 129
10 648 14 683 489 6 466 068 318 696 Q5
16 640 11 833 158 3195 233 292 805 87
17 360 237 956 781 11 659 991 271372 81
14 603 47 595 920 13 750 701 267 643 80
25 861 31 494 413 12 01 871 261 968 78
35 909 41 966 845 10 153 182 400 206 120
184 912 594 949 708 103 011 857 3 348 821 100

(U. S Census ofEconany), 1997

« ”»

) , 211980 100



178 30
, : GNP190  ; :
, GNP80 ( )
’ ( ) . 20 50 60
1996 , “ (bedwan city)”,
$ 562 ( ) )
$ 400) ( $ 248) " ,
( 12 8% ,
23% ~ 3% ), . (Jm Bower) ,
GNPDC Tony “ ,
H emandez « , 7
» [3] [3]
, ; (
)
( Cook) (Lake) (Cran’ s Chicago Business)
(DuPage) 1996 = 10
( ) 20 ; 490 000
, 164 000 , 1/3
4 o 2 2 2
, 20 50 60 ; )
R , 300 miles s s
(480 km) 500~ 600 miles( 800~ 1000 ,
km)
) 5 ( ) )
( ) ( )
, (
Fs
[F5] ), ,
( )
3



179

20
31 19
19 ,
[ 4] «
19 T0% ;
[5]
32 2
, 20
’ o 2 [SJ ( 2)
( )s
, A B
) A
A B , K
K ,
Fi 22 Th i d Chi B ’
Wnen rmg aroun 1cago
B g ag A B
A B
19 ( )s
( )
( ) ( )
33
19 ,
( ) 60
19 30 , ( ) )
19 ,
, 19 , 3 , 3

19

, 1865~ 1900
1865

[ 6]

K
[

2

10%

50



180 30
) ) ; 20 )
<« ”»
) (7
“ ” (snowbel) ” ( sun-
be i) “

For | owmE | AomE
mRi o mmi | RER
——ht———p——p

v

3

Fig 3 Freight rate versus distance by wate mail and trudk
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M anufacturing D evelopm ent in Chicago and Location Theories

WANG Fa-hui, HU Y rdong’

(1 De@arment of Geography and Anithropclogy, Louisiana state University, Baton Rouge LA 70803 USA;
2 WuhanA cadeny of Urban P lanning and Design Wuhan Hubei 430014 China)

Abstract Chiagg one of the three largest cities in theU. S., has been amaprmanufacuring city in theM -
western “ Rusty Beli” sncem id— 1800s A s illistrated by he famous geograph ic historianW illam Cronon Chrt
cago is a“nature’ smetropolis”, and its grow th is largely attributed to its un que geographic beation In its early
stage of development throughout the 19th century up to the early 1900s Chicago’ s ndustries relied on its h nter
land for bmber gran and m eat supplies and also provided the surrounding rural areas w ith agricu luralm ach in-
ery and other ndustrial goods Iis nterdependencew ith the mral hinterland and its surround ng agricu llural pat
tems can be explaned by the von Thiinen model Fmm the early 1900s to 19705 Chicago ganed sign ificant
growth n heavy ndustries ( ion and stee] transportation equipmen} chemical and constmction m aterialy

elc ). Its econam ic prosperity benefited fran its proxim ity to the Great Lakes and access to M ississippi R iver
( through Illinois R iver) for cheap waterway transportatbn aswell as a rad bl railvay netw ok centered at Chica-
ga Weber s ndustrial locatbn theory particularly the role of transportaton cost sheds licht on understand ng
Chicago’ s indusirial deve bpm ent durng this perbd In the later 1900s likemany cities in the od “ Rusty Bel?”
( fim the M dwest to the N ortheast) n theU. S, Chicago lostmuch of its manufacturing to the suburbig to the
south and even overseas In addition to the drive for cheaper labor more spacious land easy access to nterstate
highw ays or betier clm atg non-trad itional locatbn factors partcularly goverrm ent policy and planning have
played an mportant role Chicago has m nin ized the inpact of bss of manufacturng enploym ent to a lage ex
tent by dversifying its econany. The purpose of his siudy is wo-fold to understand the history of Chicago’ s
manufacturing deve bym ent n light of the classic locatbn theories and also in the hope 1o leam sane valuable
lessons fum Chicago’ s experence and help us crafi effectve plans and polices n same old manufacturng re-

gions n Chna

Key words Chicagg manufacturng development bcation theories



