xthe metropolis and mental life (1908): 

· guiding question(s): IF NIETZSCHE HATES THE CITY SO MUCH, WHY DO CITY SLICKERS LOVE NIETZSCHE SO MUCH? 

· differences between city and rural: urban dwellers more “intellectual”  -- does that mean they are smarter?  Not really… what it means is that they have a more rational, intellectual (as opposed to emotional) take on the world.  How did they get there? 

· the intellectualism of city life is associated with sensory overload. reacting emotionally to all the stimuli would be overwhelming. an additional cause is the reliance upon the money economy, which tends to pull exchange out of particular contexts because everything can be translated into a economic value. 

· These combine to create a very busy, complex life, one which in turn requires a great deal of rationalization (hmmmmm…. Weber?)  like this: “if all the clocks and watches in berlin would suddenly go wrong in different ways…all economic life and communication would be disrupted for a long time.”  “punctuality, calculability, exactness are forced upon life by the complexity and extension of metropolitan existence” (413) 

· the urbanite is defined by her blasé attitude, which has same causes as above, and means that she is not strongly affected by all the activity of the city. this is also reflected in her reserve towards others, which is often seen as coldness by small towns folks, and is usually manifested as a slight aversion towards others. what is important is that it is not indifference.  In fact, “reserve” protects the city dweller from both indifference and indiscriminate suggestibility.  conflict/antagonism is necessary to maintain city life. "what appears here directly as dissociation is in reality only one of the elementary forms of socialization". 

· this environment assures individual huge amount of personal freedom. analogous to "the stranger", in that individual is both part of the group and not fully integrated into it. the urbanite is free from the trivialities and prejudices which bind the small town person. but freedom also can mean loneliness---"lost in the crowd". (“it is by no means necessary that the freedom of man be reflected in his emotional life as comfort” (418).) 

· why are there so many kooks and oddballs in the city? 

· Danger/sense of being swallowed by the “machine” and desire to individuate oneself 

· objective vs. subjective culture/spirit 

· weber’s formal vs substantive rationality? 

· So many people, so little time –this requires more differentiation in order to get people’s attention 

· The form (“being different”) is more important than the actual content. 

· there are two (only apparently conflicting) tendencies in the modern metropolis 

               towards the impersonal: based on money economy where everything is interchangeable 

                     (high impersonality)

               towards increased individuality: increased division of labor, and a greater need to differentiate yourself 
                     (high personal subjectivity)

Wirth: “urbanism as way of life”

· “for sociological purposes a city may be defined as a relatively large, dense and permanent settlement of socially heterogeneous individuals.”  Emphasis on the “relatively”  What do you make of that?

· “the central problem of the sociologist of the city is to discover the forms of social action and organization that typically emerge in relatively permanent, compact settlements of large number of heterogeneous individuals.”  More aspects = more urban action

Size of population

· greater numbers of people ( greater POTENTIAL for differences

· city: know more people, but (in general) less well

· relationships are partial, segmented (secondary, not primary)

· relationships more instrumental/utilitarian

· freedom comes with loss of feeling of belonging

· interests made effective through representation

Density

· reinforces effect of larger population – more interaction/unit space – increases differentiation

· puts emphasis on visual representation/recognition

· city space is differentiated/specialized

· increases competition, mutual exploitation

Heterogeneity

· breaks down rigid class/caste lines

· greater acceptance of instability/insecurity as norm

· group membership turnover increases

· also exercises a leveling influence( efficiency requires standardization

urban social research

ecological perspective

· as a physical structure

form of social organization

· breakdown of traditional relationships/institutions

personality & collective behavior

· sets of attitudes and ideas/personalities/engagement in collective behavior

Fischer

Claude Fischer's (1975, 1995) urban theory is designed to explain how and why social relationships vary by size of population in settlements. According to the theory, urban life is bifurcated into public and private domains. In the public domain social relationships are typically superficial because people are usually interacting with others whom they do not know personally and may not see again. Such interactions are based mainly on the obvious roles people are playing at the time, such as bus rider, store clerk or customer, and pedestrian. Thus, the public domain, which varies directly with the size of the population, is characterized by anonymity, impersonality, tolerance, and lack of social bonding with others. However, urbanites, even those in settlements with very large populations, have private lives characterized by interpersonal networks of friends, associates, and family, just as do people in smaller settlements. In addition, urbanites are more likely to be involved in other private networks with people who share interests that are somewhat uncommon and often unconventional. Through interaction concerning those peculiar interests, people within such networks develop distinct norms, a particular set of meanings and legitimations, status systems, and other social characteristics that distinguish them as subcultures

