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ABSTRACT

The concept of 'territoriality' has become a fairly
common term within social scientific literature - and yet
its application in the analysis of human behaviour appears to
have been made with little reference to, or regard for, the
concept's original form. The present investigation serves two
purposes - first, to attempt to use the concept in the des-
cription and explanation of the etiology of social disturbances
in school settings; and second, to look closely at the concept
and assess its general worth in the analysis of human behaviour.

Before investigating the possibility of a correlation
between disturbances and the manifestation of territoriality,
observations were made of the school pupil population during
intervals to establish whether or not the pupils tended to
occupy specific locations for protracted lengths of time -
perhaps the most basic requisite of territorial behaviour.
Observers gathered data in terms of the specific activities
occurring and the sex and number of players. Time sampling
was used, and the data confirmed that pupils do tend to
return to the same geographical location to perform the same
activity over a period of time.

The stability of the pupil activity groups over time
provided the foundation for a participant observer subsequently
to investigate a second feature of territoriality - that terri-
tories are defended. The observer's task was to interview
those involved in identified disturbances, and attempt to

establish the etiology of the disturbance. The hypothesis
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was that the disturbances would be a function of the terri-
torial behaviour of the groups. In so far as territorial
behaviour can be defined in terms of Barker's (1968)
'maintenance mechanisms', the hypothesis was supported.

83% of disturbances were deemed to involve at least one feature
of territoriality - be it membership, equipment, space,
boundaries, or a combination of these.

A further feature of the concept of 'territoriality'
within animal behavioural research is that the territorial
group members recognise each other on the basis of certain
membership criteria. Within the pupil activity groups
observed to investigate this feature among humans, membership
criteria were also found to exist. These criteria were
identified as being sex, class level, the amount of space
available, family relationships, and physical size. On the
basis of these criteria pupils were observed to be accepted
or rejected from activity groups during school intervals.

The findings of these initial investigations into the
existence of three features of animal territoriality within
human group behaviour, lend weight to an acceptance of the
concept of territoriality as an adequate unit of analysis in
the explanation of human group behaviour. However, through-
out the investigations certain assumptions which underlie the
concept tended to surface from time to time and raise doubts
about the concept's applicability in human behavioural ana-
lysis. These assumptions included the idea that the terri-
torial behaviour was manifested by members of both sexes;
that territorial groups were family groups only; and that

territorial behaviour was designed to repel intruders. All



iii

of these were shown in the present study to be not accurate.
Added to these assumptions, the ethological literature re-
flects two crucial points of dissention. Ethologists, it
seems, can not agree whether or not man is a territorial
species. Again, among those who do accept that man is a
territorial species, there is an argument over whether the
territorial behaviour manifested by man is learned or in-
stinctive.

There are apparent problems in transferring a unit of
analysis of animal behaviour to cover human behaviour as well.
The problems are accentuated in the assumptions and debates
outlined above, and compounded by the fact that within the
social sciences there already exists a number of other theories
and concepts which serve to explain the same human behaviour
as territoriality attempts to do. While not completely
rejecting the applicability of the concept of territoriality
within human behavioural analysis, the conclusion arrived at
was that the concept was of limited utility to the social

scientist.
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INTRODUCTION

Much research into the function and performance of
the role 'teacher' concerns itself with the interactions
which occur within the classroom. However, an important
teacher function occurs outside the classroom - when the
teacher is on duty. If teachers were asked to state that
which they enjoyed least about their occupation, the chances
are that a majority would mention 'duty'. From attitudes
expressed by many, duty produces a certain amount of anxiety
and stress in some teachers. This stress appears to be
rooted in the expectations of misbehaviour by certain identi-
fiable groups of pupils. In staffroom conversations

reference is not uncommon to 'that group which is always

under the trees'; or 'that group which is always near the
bike sheds'; or 'that group which is always near the tractor
shed'.

Duty teachers have observed that certain groups of
pupils regularly inhabit a certain part of the school play-
ground during intervals. Not only do these groups regularly
return to the same geographical location, they also appear
to contain the same membership from day to day. It is from
these regularly formed groups that many duty teachers antici-
pate and report trouble, within a climate which reports in-
creasing belligerance by pupils towards teachers.

To ease duty teacher stress, then, some investigation
into the behaviour of school playground groups, and the dis-

turbances associated with them, would seem appropriate.
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Given that the groups tend to congregate in the same location
day after day, they could be said to be occupying a territory.
If such terminology were accepted, then the behaviour termed
'territoriality' would also become an acceptable descriptive
term within the school playground context. Could it be that
the defence of space by the occupiers of that space, which

is so characteristic of animal territoriality, is at the root
of school playground disturbances? 1In fact, it could be
claimed that the concept of 'territoriality' is the most
appropriate concept within which to analyse group behaviour
in the playground because of the observed existence of
features characteristic of animal territoriality. The follow-

ing thesis develops answers to these two conjectures.





