Week 2
Readings
The Origin and growth of Urbanism in the World
Urban Phenomena attract sociological attention because:
· It is relatively recent (compared to language, religion, etc…).
· A revolutionary change in the pattern of social life.
· They act as centers of power and influence throughout the nation.
· Because the process of urbanization is still occurring.
Urban areas started as low density farming towns.
Between 6000 BC and 4000 BC inventions such as the ox drawn plow made farming more productive. Mixed with good location created strong economy in agriculture. This is coined “Sine Qua Non”, meaning an area where people don’t grow their OWN food.
Overall, urbanization was limited due to static technology in agriculture. The static production meant cities could not grow past a certain point.
A weak economy was substituted with a strong army. With this could take instead of buy.
Urbanism as a way of Life
Urbanism is more than population, but is defined by characteristics (concentration of public/private institutions)
‘A serviceable definition of urbanism should not only denote the essential characteristics which all cities – at least those in our culture – have in common, but should lend itself to the discovery of their variations.”
Class Notes
Objectives:

Reading: origins and growth of urbanism; main points
· Some cities in ancient time, but all small (Thebes = 200,000 people)
· At the time: urbanization level = urban population/total population.
· During the Neolithic era (10,000 BCE – 2,000 BCE) is when we found the first evidence of people starting to become sedentary (first permanent human settlements).
· Heavily links agriculture to urbanization. We can only maintain what we can feed. New agricultural technology allows further urbanization/larger cities.
· Main inventions include the ox-drawn plow, wheeled cart, sailboats, basic metallurgy (aka metalworking), irrigation, and the domestication of new/better plants (also selectively breeding crops).
· Village->Town->City. As agriculture advanced it became possible to have people specialize in things besides farming. So they would be fed by others while providing new utility to the rest.
· A village is a place with only farming, a town had some specialists, and a city was much more diverse.
· Davis lists the first cities that are distinct from town can be found from 6,000-5,000 BCE.
· These first cities were in Egypt, Mesoamerica, Northern China, Mesopotamia, and India. They were small cities at the time.
· While agriculture become more efficient, it was still labor intensive, cumbersome, and static.
· Only way to move things for mass consumption was by sailboat or ox. At the time both were also very labor intensive and short distance. Transport technologies (or lack thereof) limited the size of cities.
· Political limitations existed. City expansion was constrained.
· Lack of modern medicine. This is deadly because disease spreads faster in dense areas.
· Fixity of peasants on land.
· Absence of manufacturing.
· Bureaucratic control of peasants.
· Traditionalism and religiosity.
· Rome was the first major city
· After Rome falls we have medieval times. Revert to smaller cities.
· Resume growth at renascence and modern age.
· Davis notes that growing cities are sprawling. Keeping the same density while population is growing.
Measuring of urban population; a review of UN figures
· Nations conduct census’
· UN world Urbanization prospects.
Reading: Urbanism as a way of Life
· In NY around the time of this article there was a central business district growing.
· It was an area where people would work in centrally placed office towers where people would commute to, work, then commute home. It was called downtown and this is generally where the term downtown came from. Name came because it was located on the southern (down on the map) part of the city. The same explanation can be given to mid-town and uptown.
· Living conditions were more crowded than today. Most people are renters because they cannot afford homes in the early 20th century.
· Urbanization level: the share of the population of a place that is classified as urban compared to the total population (non-urban + urban population).
· Urbanization: the process in which persons are attracted to a place called the city. 
· Urban Density: how many people on a single unit of land (ex: population per square KM). 
· Classifying classes/people into urban can be a mistake if we don’t take into account their way of life.
· Urbanism = a way of life
· We are understating the urban population because lots of people outside the city live the urban lifestyle.
· This is because cities have influence that stretches outside the physical confides of the city. Rural people are influenced/integrated into the economy and social aspects of the city.
· Describes Folk Society where everyone knows each other where people do many things, as opposed to specialized work like in cities.
· In order for specialization to occur in a market we need to see a growth in that market.
· At the time Wirth was writing, urban was defined as 10,000 people per square mile. 
· Urbanism is different from industrialism and capitalism.
· Defined as a relatively densely populated and culturally heterogeneous people.
· As density goes up people become more differentiated from each other.
· People live and work in different areas.
· As population grows there are too many to know everyone so people segregate into communities of similar properties.
· Individuals gain freedom from ____ but lose social connections/self-expression/morale/sense of participation due to the overflow of unknown people.
· There is a problem with census estimates because some of the urban area grows outside the city boundary. People are integrated into larger area and physically connected but are cut off of the census due to administrative boundaries. 
Defining Metropolitan Areas in Canada.
· In Montreal we start by seeing people in their homes (distributed population). Later on we see a rush to downtown (central business district) and then return home at night. These areas that migrate are the Montreal metropolitan area.
· Statistics Canada defined urban as 100,000 in the core of a city.  To calculate density we can take a whole are by its population, but that takes a lot of farm land and other things like parks into consideration.
Measuring Urban Density and Defining Urban in Canada:
· Urban now = “population center”. Anywhere with 1000+ people and minimum density of 400 people per KM^2 was defined as urban (population center).
· CMA = Census Metropolitan Area.
· Hectare = 100mx100m = 10,000m^2
· Kilometer = 1,000mx1,000m = 1,000,000m^2
· Remember that while the same data may be present different people/organizations may define urban differently.

Week 3
Readings
The Economy of Cities
· Jane suggests that rural economies are directly built upon city economies and city work, as opposed to the opposite.
· Our understanding of the economic development of cities has been clouded with the dogma of agricultural primacy, and it has hung onto planning theory for too long.
· Agricultural primacy = agriculture first, cities later.
· If cities could not develop before agricultural settlements, then we assume that development of agricultural and rural resources are is basic and that cities are secondary. Thus, villages and towns would seem to be more important to human life than cities. It follows also that cities would differ from lesser settlements primarily by being bigger and more complicated or by being seats of power.
· Cities are primary organs of economic development.
· Agriculture today is gains productivity from goods/services incorporated from cities. Urbanized areas see higher agricultural productivity than non-urbanized areas.
History of Urban Form before the Industrial Revolutions.

Lecture – Explanations of Early Urban Expansion
Jane Jacobs
· Written at a time where the rural population was greater than the urban population (globally).
· Life and death of great American cities: what planners and engineers were doing at the time was killing cities. 
· Jane was involved in a political movement. People wanted to build a highway through the island of Manhattan. She fought against the idea that if we built more roads we would conquer traffic. She won this specific fight.
Main points from “The Economy of Cities”
· Challenges dogma of agricultural primacy, described as a set of beliefs/doctrine with little evidence supporting its multiple assumptions.
· She “conjected” work that we usually consider rural has originated in cities. It is in cities that new services and goods are created.
· Cities are primary economic organs.
· In japan agricultural growth came after the urbanization of the country. Made possible only by the technological advancements created in cities.
· Agricultural, factory, and general industrialization were transplanted from cities to rural areas due to labor costs being cheaper. 
· “Cottage industry” such as weaving grew via the industrial revolution from cities. Production process was created in the city then transplanted into rural areas. Apple industry advanced from apple coolers form city. Meat processing and packing form cities moved to rural areas. Innovation occurs in the city and then moves to rural area.
· Challenges the sequence that settlements, villages, and towns came before cities. She implies that cities came first. People learnt how to grow things in a group then split up (dafuq?!)
· Evolution of crop rotation. One field wheat/rye, one barley/oats, and one empty (fallow). This technique later in Rome for hundreds of years. When Rome fell this tech was lost and cities got smaller, agriculture declined. In the city found a tech with growing alfalfa instead of letting the field go fallow allowed animals to graze (improved livestock production) and allowed more fertilizer to be produced (better agriculture). This technology that originated in the city spread out from cities and along trade routes. The last areas to adopt this agricultural tech was the most non-urbanized areas.
Sample Quiz Questions:
Simply check the Moodle for the PP presentation for the class.
· Remember what author has which idea.
Changes to CMA Population in Canada:
· CMAs have at least 100,000 in its urban core.
· Metropolitan areas are defined by those whose economy is attached.
· 5 large metropolitan areas. Toronto, Montreal, Vancouver, Edmonton, Calgary, Ottawa.
· Outer areas then connect to larger metropolitan areas via commuting.
· Census TRACTS are smaller sections to get more detailed info about the metropolitan area.
· Any area is considered urban if it has a population at least 1,000 people and the density has to be at least 400 people per km^2.
· In 2011 there were 33 CMAs and 114 CAs. 942 cities ranging from 1000 population to 5,769,800 population.
Main points from Roman-British cities. “Rome and the Empire”
· Rome = first 1 millionish population city. (200 AD)
· London = first 2 million population city. (1800s)
· New York = first 7 million people city. (1900’s)
· Tokyo = first 20 million person city (1960’s)
· Rome declines and new capital is Constantinople (new eastern Roman Empire). In western Rome people left cities and went back to farming. This was considered the start of the medieval era.
· Roman cities had more spectacular public areas. Today we see a more “private” city.
· Roman cities had an “overloard” planner as opposed to a more lasses-faire approach. Rulers in Rome made decisions in their cities planning. Cities were usually based off of Rome. Usually cities were more modest/smaller versions of Rome, the largest city.
· Londonium was a roman city that would become modern London. Londonium was an interesting space because if sat in the middle of multiple other competing tribes (Celtic).
· Rome moves into England (celt area), latin infused. Germans invade Rome and abandon it. English come from Germanic tree of language.
· First roman invasion of Britain occurred in 55BC under Julius Caesar. England, Whales, Southern Scotland is conquered.
· Roman power was crated and consolidated through the building of cities. Allowed increase of strength and the stationing of an administered system in cities.
· Colonia/coloniae (colony) was a type of settlement. The other was a municipium (municipality).
· Colonia was a smaller settlement like a military outpost. Municipium was more of a town.
· In Canada the constitution states that the Canada is formed of a confederation of provinces, but municipalities are “creatures of the provinces”. Municipalities are simply there because provinces made them, not the federal government.
· Roman cities had a skeleton of streets called the gridiron (grid like NYC). There were always a forum, senate house, temples, and a spectacular public space (a coliseum).
· In 395 AD the Roman Empire divided into east and west. There were barbarian invasions in much of western Rome. In 410 AD Rome itself fell to a group called the Goths.
· Rome as a city was significant because it was the largest at a period in time and was for a long time. Rome itself had a physical impact on other citied built in its time.
· Urbanization in Western Europe reached a peak during the roman occupation and urbanization actually decreased with the fall of the Roman Empire. 
Middle ages and their cities
· The Western Roman Empire existed from 50 BC-AD 450. Roughly 500 years.
· The Eastern Roman Empire existed from 50 BC-AD 1500.
· Middle ages/medieval times were from AD 500-AD 1500.
· During the “Dark Ages” cities shrunk and Europe was in disarray while they scrambled over the fallen Roman Empire.
· During this time there were the rise of many city-states, which is the centering of a state around a single city. First they were considered towns, so above villages. Eventually grew larger into something that can be considered a city.
Religion and revivalism of commerce, and feudalism were important factors of this period.


Week 4
Readings
The Urban Revolution:
· Presents the city as a symbol of a “revolution”. Lead to a progressive change in economic structure and social organization of communities followed by a large increase in population.
· Class of civs are savagery, barbarism, and civilization.
· Savagery = living on wild food, barbarians supply themselves with food.
· All known human societies were savage once. Barbarism began 10,000 years ago.
· Though archeologists say that discovering the presence of writing, Childe says that whenever cities have been built, villages of pre-literate farmers existed previously.
· Density of population is determined by food supply which is determined by natural resources, techniques for exploitation, means of transport, and food-preservation available.
· Neolithic farmers could of course, and certainly did, live together in permanent villages, though, owing to the extravagant rural economy generally practiced, unless the crops were watered by irrigation, the villages had to be shifted at least every twenty years. But on the whole the growth of population was not reflected so much in the enlargement of the settlement unit as in a multiplication of settlements.
· Low figures of population in Neolithic groups are the result of technological limitations.
· Neolithic revolution made it that farmers had to produce for more than themselves. It allowed the regular production of a “social surplus”. The surplus would be increased until it demanded a reorganization of society.
· In the Stone Age everyone produced food, no room for specialists. Experts like chiefs or craftsmen were not full Tim occupations.
· People grouped together based on ancestry, though the main relation of these people was an industrious one.
· The first full time specialists may have been those who travelled to different villages all year round. While one village could not support an expert year round it is possible that many villages needed one for small periods of time.
· Around 5000 years ago irrigation cultivation, stock breeding & fishing, held grow a large social surplus. Large enough to support many local specialists.
· The Mayas are an outlier because they used none of these new techniques (they used “slash and burn”, where a lot of fields lay fallow each year). Their inclusion in the discussion of ancient cities reduces the “minimum” definition of a city.
· THESE 10 ABSTRACT Criteria SERVE TO DISTINGUISH THE EARLIEST CITIES FROM MORE CONTEMPORARY VILLAGE.
1) Population. Early cities were dense for their time but nothing compared to now.
2) Contemporary villages had specialists.
3) Each producer paid their surplus as a tax.
4) Monumental public buildings. These buildings often connected to service buildings too. Such as a temple having a “royal granary”. 
5) All those not engaged in food-production were supported by the surplus accumulated. Originally, leaders in culture, politics, and military drain the most from the surplus. This was the start of the first ruling class.
6) They were in fact compelled to invent systems of recording and exact, but practically useful, sciences.
7) The invention of writing
8) Other specialists, supported by the concentrated social surplus, gave a new direction to artistic expression.
9) A further part of the concentrated social surplus was used to pay for the importation of raw materials, needed for industry or cult and not available locally. Regular foreign trade over quite long distances was a feature of all early civilizations.
10) So in the city, specialist craftsmen were both provided with raw materials needed for the employment of their skill and also guaranteed security in a State organization based now on residence rather than kinship. Itinerancy (traveling from place to place) was no longer obligatory. The city was a community to which a craftsman could belong politically as well as economically.
· “Yet in return for security they became dependent on temple or court and were relegated to the lower classes.” Basically, they needed food which the ruling class controlled, so they served under, making the ruling class more powerful.

Lecture
REQUIERNMENTS FOR THE FIRST ASSIGNMENT:
· Essay outline/annotated bibliography.
· List sources and what you will take from them.
· Locate sources of information and write about those sources of information. Also choose a topic.
· Due February 9th by 10pm using moodle. Assignment details can be found on moodle.
· USE APA
Main points from “Mediaeval Towns”
· Roman Empire 500 BC-AD 400.
· Mediaeval times AD 400 – AD 1500.
· Early mediaeval times (dark ages) were a period of instability. Lots of conflicts/invasions and a reduction in agricultural production. AD 400 – AD 800.
· Towns shrink‘d and held distinctive traits over this time.
· Refers to these smaller mediaeval-time’s settlements as purgs (fortified military bases that became towns). 
· He called some “organic growth towns” meaning unplanned towns that lack gridiron. It is basically people building out when they need to.
· Also writes about “bastide towns.” They were defensive towns.
· Purgs = military bases that turn to towns. Bastide = town that becomes militarized/defended.
· Planted towns = new towns that had started anew.
· Religion started the revival of commerce. Commerce was tied to the Christin church. Started the Feudal system.
· Cities start to grow again after AD 800.
· People’s social roles were very fixed and people rarely changed occupation. This could be an explanation as to why cities developed so slowly.
Mediaeval Industry in England
· The industry at the time was highly decentralized.
· Cities were more of a place where knowledge was centralized and trade was taking place.
· In rural areas is where the industry was located.
· The city was a marketplace for goods and ideas.
· Industry was in rural areas because it was closer to raw materials, which were hard to transport (the most common natural resources were iron ore and timber).
· The entire city was, in sense, a market. 
· Streets served as marketplaces. Instead of being used for movement like today.
· Many of these streets were narrow with irregular lanes (inorganic, unplanned). In places where there was a main street leading from the gate to the center of the city there was a major marketplace on that street.
· Mediaeval cities were relatively compact and dense.
· Aesthetic A-F.
· At the time beautiful cities were not made beautiful on purpose, but due to the fact that cities were built over long periods of time.
· Cities were built to be aesthetic starting in the renaissance era, which led to the rediscovery of art and culture.
TOPIC: TRANSITIONS
Important questions up to this point:
· Where and when were some of the first cities built?
· What defines or distinguishes cities as different types of human settlements?
· What caused or encouraged people to live in cities?
· How and where did urbanization grow in Europe?
· What were the major stages and historic periods of the history of cities of Europe?
A: pre Roman Empire (Neolithic), Roman Empire (their cities in Europe), mediaeval times (after Rome shrank).
The Renaissance:
· Florence, a city state in Italy, is where the Renaissance started (1300s-1700s).
· Industrial revolution came after (1760-1840).
· In medieval times cities had strong agriculture, a social system (with a class system, specialists, and a division of labor), transportation technology was strong.
· There were three large medieval industries. Textiles (wool), coal, and iron.
· Mercantilism become more present, with more people making products and selling them.
· In the renaissance there was the emergence of exploration/colonialism.
· Mercantilism and the increasing importance of trade were a part of the renaissance.
· “mercantile capitalism”
· In the renaissance era a religion played an important role in motivation.
· Mercantile states created trading companies (ex: Hudson’s bay company).
Cities in Europe’s middle ages (500 AD – 1500 AD).
· Small and overall low level of urbanization
· As certain people gained wealth people started to question the authority of the king/queen.
· In pre industrial cities the elite lived in the center, and as you moved down the social ladder you lived further away from the center.
· IMPROTANT: religion played a role in early city development
· Renaissance cause a change in the way work was organized. In medieval times people were trained by professionals in guilds. This knowledge was held by guilds (because it was valuable) and was passed on when someone was admitted to the guild. This is an explanation why people lived for 100’s of years with small changes. Tech was hoarded so innovation was stagnated.
Preconditions of Western Europe’s industrial revolution:
·  Abolition of guilds.
· Non-agricultural workforce growth.
· Competitive open markets (labor and agriculture)
· Colonialism
· Mining.
· At this time there were two elite, the traditional elite (kings/queens) and the merchant class. As the merchant class grew they challenged the traditional elite, starting classical liberalism.
· Classical liberalism stated that those should be able to change their lives, and that people should not be stuck under feudalism.
· There was a period of change, part of what was bringing about the change was change in society, technology for everything, culture/art. People discovered ways for machines to do work instead of man.
· During the renaissance wealth increased, the standing of merchants/craftspeople increased (non-agricultural specialists), there was also the rise of the “petite bourgeoisie” or middle the class (above peasants). Bourgeoisie challenged the inherited privileges of traditional leaders and called for less restrictions and people should be free to make money (more economic freedom). This was the birth of liberalism.
· Until this time, capitalism as an economic system was limited to serving the hereditary elite and religion. Petit-bourgeoisie called for a more open system in which private business owners were free to produce goods and services and to profit from them.
· There was also a birth of Protestantism (as opposed to Catholicism).
· Catholicism said that work was a punishment, while Protestantism said that work was a blessing and brought you closer to god. 
· There was “development”, in which “development” meant a better life for all.
· There was also flourishes in the understanding of the natural world. The idea of HUMAN REASON.


Week 5
Readings
Condition of the working class in England:
· Engles noted English workers as “brutally indifferent, isolated, unequal, crowded, and poor.
· People constantly exploit each other. The rich few tread of the weak many.
· All disadvantages of a state fall on the poor. When people die of hunger the bourgeoisie find ways to avoid declaring death by starvation.
· He claims, while only one person starves, the working man must ask how secure are they, and who really gets to choose that. Engles says that if your boss fires you tomorrow you are now in a struggle similar to those who starve to death.
· Working people’s homes are separated from middle class homes.
· Those who are rich live completely isolated from the ills of the conditions their workers live in.
· Working class homes were systematically separated from the rest of the city. Nicer shops were placed along more busy streets.
· Engels says that Manchester was not very planned, and believes that the middle/upper class may have a part in keeping working class housing segregated.
· As time passed space between buildings has been developed on, making density extreme for the time.
· Filth and stench made it hard to even consider living in working class districts.
· One person wide twisting back alleys connect houses. Limited ventilation
· Multiple rows of houses. First row was on the Main Street, others were inside the first row.
· Contractors loaned land from people and built on it. Because of this they wanted to minimize building costs, leading to the poor construction of housing and the extreme density.
· More poor = less meat and more bread/potatoes.
· We see that hunger often prevails despite regular work.

Lecture
· First industrialization occurred in England and then moved to other European countries. Even today we have “developing” countries.
Introducing Engels, Mumford, and industrialism:
· Engels: family owned a factory. Engels disliked what he saw in society, started studying. Engels ended up in Manchester, which is considered to be the first industrial city.
· Mumford: born the same year Engels died. Wrote a history of cities. Lived in NYC. Also disliked what he saw.  He came up with a theory that cities go through a set of specific stages. Termed ``coke town``. Coke is the residue of coal, the main power source of the time.
Basics:
· We see a move from handcraft to industrial production. Industry now = machine production.
· This is in a time where urbanization was well underway. Mumford wrote his work around 100 year in to the process of urbanization.
· Mumford was more academic, whereas Engels was more of a journalist.
Industrialization:
· First we see a fall of feudalism. Society began to change. Engels and Mumford don’t like the change in the social/economic system. They wrote about the transformation to industrial capitalism.
· They also speak of a new city, an industrial metropolis. This was larger than a mediaeval town and was centered on industry.
· In the industrial city, there were the bourgeois, who were the owners of capital (capitalists). These people could refer to small shop owners to large factory owners. Capital could refer to physical structures/machines, financial assets, etc… 
· In the industrial city we see an increase of capital. More is being produced, though, this capital was not equally distributed.
· This leaves the second group, the proletariat. The proletariat did not own capital, and they only had their own labor to sell. They usually came from farming villages and would move into the city’s working class.
· In the rural areas, there were “factory towns” that took advantage of lower wages. Factories were transplanted into rural areas, transforming the countryside. Where people would have a farming village, a capitalist would place a factory and hire the locals.
· This whole system was sustained on the fact that births > deaths.
· In the time Engels was writing, London had become the first metropolis of 2 million.
Reading: conditions of the working class:
· Engels first describes London as a grand and huge city, but quickly moves over to its faults. 
· The city was on of financing, warehouses, administration, industry, etc…
· Manchester was the first industrial city.
· 1790-1820 industrialization starts up in Manchester. From 1820-1900 we see rapid spreading (provincial cities and factory towns).
· Cities were closely tied together.
· Steam engine was a huge technological innovation. Burnt coal to generate steam power to run machines/transportation.
· New class structure (bourgeoisie and proletariat).
· Urban form influenced by factories, railroad, and slums.
· Engels and Mumford see these social changes as a warfare between two groups, a struggle for power.
· Engels says cities are like warfare. He was worried about the working class. He felt that the proletariat was being exploited by the capitalists (bourgeoisie). This caused tension.
· The city itself too. Old buildings were removed and new ones built and every little bit of land was developed.
Steam Engine:
· Watt’s engine one of the first.
· When these machines broke down or coal caught fire it was very dangerous.
· By products of burning coal were extreme air pollution and water pollution.
Back to conditions of working class:
· Engles talks how people were living in pollution and people were slaughtering animals in the city.
· Instead of religious buildings being the tallest, smoke stacks became the new tallest building.
· Manchester was also big on textiles.
· There are many way to explain why Manchester was the first industrial city. Many say it was the finding of coal around Manchester, some say the inventors were simply in Manchester.
· Manchester saw a burst in population compared to other cities in England.
· Overall, the first industrialized cities were those that had found/acquired coal deposits around them.
Engels:
· How did he end up in Manchester?
· He because a university student and met up with people with who were also critiquing industrial capitalism.
· His family was unhappy so they sent him to Manchester to become an accountant. On his way there he find Karl Marx and they share ideas. When he gets to Manchester he writes the book we got our reading from and convinces many people that the living conditions of the proletariat are unacceptable.
· After this book he works with Marx and writes the communist manifesto (1848).
Manchester:
· Engels was horrified by the rampant pollution and extreme poverty.
· There were areas where the poor lived, and areas where the rich lived. At this time the working class were flooding the city, and the bourgeoisie was now confronted with the sight of poverty. There was now a visible mix of wealth and poverty.
· Two thirds of the population in Manchester were of working class.
· Criticized close spacing, all open space was filled with more buildings.
· Lack of ventilation in slums.
· The reason people moved into the city was because of increased opportunity. Though it sucked there was a chance/dream to become bourgeoisie.
· The government would use new techs (sewage system, for example) and welfare systems to fix many of the problems present in the industrial city.
CLASS 2
· Engels claims that the ills of the industrial city was due to the class warfare going on. The poor conditions of the working man (proletariat) was due to their exploitation by the owners of capital (bourgeoisie).
· Mumford look back on the industrial city. He notes the technologies have changed and eliminated the ills of the industrial city.
· Both Engels and Mumford are critical to the pecuniary aspect of society (the society focused around money).
· Both said that the lack of planning was bad. Private developers are all doing their own thing. There all wanted more real-estate. No parks and big roads like in other eras.

Mumford:
· Separated cities into three main factors. The slums, the factory, and the railroad.
· Mumford was more of a reformer of the current system, as opposed to a revolutionary (like Engels).
19th century Montreal:
· Montreal starts to grow rapidly in 1800’s.
· The area where Montreal is was found by Jacques Cartier. 
· Samuel de Champlain founded Montreal.
· Montreal was formally founded 1642.
· Around 1775 there was a revolution in the colonies and the 13 colonies fought for independence.
· Around 1791 British land across Canada spread.
· Around 1867 the first provinces (Quebec, Ontario, N.B, and P.E.I) formed Canada.
· Tariffs were set up between the hard border between US and Canada.
· In 1863 there was a lot of trading between Canada and Europe. Around 1890-1914 there was much less trade between North America and Europe. This is because North America was becoming industrialized and making their own sources of production. 
· At this time, Montreal had much more imports than exports.
· Eventually Montreal expands. At 1888 we can clearly see factories and ships powered by coal.
· Lachine Canal was built and became a major industry sector. Larger ships could now come in. Factories were placed along the canal in order to receive imports and load exports.
· Lachine canal allowed boats to come further inland and avoid the Lachine rapids.
· Of course, workers housing was around these factories. An example is Griffintown.
· Eventually, the Lachine canal was cleaned up. Factories by the canal were closed down, and places along the canal were converted to parks and recreational landscape.
· Another key piece of infrastructure was the railroad in Montreal/Canada. These trains were steam-run locomotives. Tracks were laid down. Where these railroads were laid down land values increased, and developments were built around them. 
· In general, the most valuable land is located where the best mobility is. Generally the downtown business district near multiple variation of transportation.
· The main line from Quebec City, Montreal, Toronto, and Ottawa, was the Trunk railroad. “Grand Trunk Railway Company”.
· One of Mumford’s criticisms was that when you built railroads into old cities it resulted in a lot of destruction.
· Railways required the use of railyards (marshalling yards/freight yards) and stations, and took a lot of space. This meant that a lot of pre-existing buildings had to be knocked down. Mumford felt that the railroads should stay outside the city.
· Montreal expands rapidly from 1846 to 1900.

Mumford’s Slum, Railway, and Factory:
· The slum was an area that held the working class of the industrial area. It had a negative connotation that came with it: low incomes, poor health, poverty, etc. event today slum is used as a derogatory term.
· The slum = residential component for those who worked in factories.
· The factory was where people worked. It is what was bringing people into the city. Though the work was bad, wages were low, and health conditions deplorable, people from rural areas saw a benefit to coming to work for factories.
· Contained large machinery that was central to the industrial revolution 
· The fact that these machines were so huge was the reason for their placement. They absolutely had to be near accessible transportation.
· The industrial city was different from the mediaeval cities due to the fact that there were spate areas for living and working. In the mediaeval city we saw these two happening in close proximity.
· The railroad was a critical piece of infrastructure. Infrastructure = the development of land between buildings.
· The railroad was a crucial piece of transportation infrastructure, allowing higher levels of mobility for both people and goods.
· First form of public transport was simply a horse with a larger carriage. First seen in London but eventually came to MTL.
· This form of transportation was replaced by the railway, which was superior in terms of mobility.
· Railcars required railroad because it allowed for a hard surface for the steel wheels to run on. Caused less friction when horse pulled the cart. Eventually steam power was discovered and replaced horses, thus fully completing the steam locomotive.
· The use of railroad allowed people to live further out away from central districts, where we mentioned earlier, has cheaper rent.


Week 6
Readings
Nada
Lecture
Day 1
Railroads and Cities
Burgess: the idea of race
· On page 56 Burgess says slums as places of poor dwellings and filled with immigrants. This was dangerous because when slums containing a concentration of immigrants was officially labeled “slum” it would often become a target of urban renewal and would destroy these areas.
· Burgess also suggests that labor should be segregated by race (certain races are good at certain tasks).
· He also associates immigrant population as socially unorganized.
· Of course these statements are outdated.
Railroads:
· The railroad was an invention dating from the industrial revolution (1830).
· It allowed people to travel further and increased production by making transportation more efficient and less hands on (more people to produce, less to transport).
· A huge amount of railways were built from 1830 to 1857. These railroads allowed much better access the inner US. These railroads had a hub: Chicago, which would soon become the second largest city in the US.
· In 1870 there were 85000 km of rail, in 1890 there were 262000 km.
· The first railways allowed expansion of cities outward, but still denser than suburbs today. The railway also connected multiple cities to each other. 
· Railway resulted in higher population cities but at a lower density.
· Density gradient = bumpy line because there were railroad stations every few km, and populations were centered on them. We usually look at a flattened density gradient.
· The next advancement was the use of electric powered trains; the subway.
· The first subway was under the Thames River.
· The first subway line was built in 1863 in England. Originally used steam power but later converted to electricity.
· In New York, there were elevated train tracks. They would soon become subways. In areas in the cities a lot were demolished and moved underground.
· In Chicago we still have these elevated trains that run in a loop (like the first line in England) this area enclosed is now called the Chicago “loop”.
· The structure and growth of residential neighbourhoods in American cities. Hoyt, 1939

Burgess:
· The Chicago school based their urban planning model on the growth of Chicago itself.
· THE CONCENTRIC ZONE MODEL.
· It was the idea that different zones existed from different distances from the center, all being a circular zone around the previous one. Each zone contained different purpose, or different people.
· The inner part was the loop, the main zone surrounded by a line of transit. Rich outside, poor inside. This made the city suck.
· At the time people were so racist that they were racist to other white people such as Greeks, Italians, and Jews.
· Occupational segregation.
· He kind of suggests that occupation is segregated by race because people “are how they are” and they will do what they are “naturally good at.”
· NETWORK BRO
Chicago Loop
· Surrounds downtown area.
DAY 2:
Midterm next Thursday
Early 20th century expansion of US cities:
· Burgess proposes the idea of race from the Chicago school. They focused their planning ideas around the development of Chicago.
· Burgess separated the city into many sections, and was concerned about where each ethnicity lived and what they did, and tried to explain everything with race.
· Talks about the Central Business District, a new area of the city distinct of the developing 20th century. Another important district was the metropolitan district. He states that it stretched beyond the political limits (boundary) of the city. This was new to the 20th century. And in New York we saw developments extending over state borders.
· The metropolitan area was a process of succession. Succession is when one of these zones (in the middle) grows outward, consuming the other areas around it (called invasion). The result of this is the other more outer rings all growing to offset invasion while adding their own growth as well.
· Burgess discusses mobility. He says growth attracts more growth. He states that cities cause more stimulation/enhanced social contact and thus is desirable and brings more people in, and repeat, causing a snowball effect.
Peter Hall:
· Argues that some cities have “golden ages” and become a center of innovation. 
· These cities produce innovations, culture, and new forms of organization.
· He identifies Athens, Rome, Florence, London, Manchester, Vienna, Berlin, Paris, New York, Detroit, Tokyo, Los Angeles, LA, Stockholm, Memphis, San Francisco.
· Detroit was essential because there the mass manufacturing of automobiles for the mass market.
· Cities are a center of idea sharing and thus innovation.
· The city is the ultimate NETWORK, BRO.
· He states that innovation happens in many small increments. The fact that these innovations are within a close area, the city, allows better cooperation or competition.
· Detroit and Manchester are similar, just in different times. It was similar as in there were key individuals, and that they were not the area of all the inventions, but the combination of many (automobile +  internal combustion engine + factory)
Why Detroit?
· Henry Ford grew up and lived in Detroit and was an innovator.
· At the time there were many different technologies being worked with, such as steam and electric cars.
· There were many small innovations made during the competition of the multiple variation of automobile. The eventual winner was the internal combustion engine.
· The first internal combustion engine in 1885 was implemented.
· Fordism refers to the type of industrial production, the economic system of mass production.
· In America we did not see the invention of the car, but re-invented it, turning it from a luxury for the few into a more basic convenience for the many.
· Detroit took on New England (NE refers to the northern states of the original 13 colonies).\
· Soon Michigan and Detroit took over the industry.
· The Erie Canal allowed better accessibility and there was greater # of idea sharing and entrepreneurship opportunities.
· It depends on things like change such as certain people meeting people, and set things like the infrastructure of the area (production facilities, accessibility, etc…)
· Automobile manufacturing did not have to be in one place, but it ended up that way.
· One of the key innovations of ford was the moving assembly line (meaning people stayed in one place and did the same specific part of the job indefinitely).  This allowed worker specialization in very specific tasks, increasing productivity, and created more affordable cars.
· Mass manufacturing spread across America.


Week 7
Readings
Fishman
· Suburbia is a product of the bourgeois society. It holds a collection of class wealth and privilege.
· The true center of any bourgeoisie society is the middle-class house.
· Suburbia is a representation of bourgeoisie culture.
· Suburbia has segregated the middle class from everything, including the urban industrial world they were creating.
· Suburbs means “beyond the city”
· The basic principles of the modern city had no precedents in the pre-modern city.
· The emergence of suburbia required a total transformation of urban values. Suburbia was a cultural creation.

Lecture
Detroit and the mass manufacturing of automobiles:
· Was significant because it led to ownership of cars by the masses.
· This allowed a process that we call suburbanization.
· Suburbanization = the process of the development considered suburban. Suburban people = suburbanites, and often everything is called suburbia.
· The typical process is developers buying parts of agricultural land and then building housing lots on it. Single family homes.
· First came infrastructure (roads) with utilities on top, and often these roads had many cul-des-sac.
· 

Bourgeois Suburbanization:
· 66% of Canada is suburban. 80% of population from CMA’s is suburban.
· The ideal form of a suburb does not exist, it varies depending on culture.
· “Single family homes surrounded by greenery/in settings that look like parks.”
· Suburbs where a domestication/solidification of women’s roles in the family.
· Suburbs first showed up in London and Manchester. Manchester being the very first suburbanized city.
· “Bourgeois Utopias.” Bourgeois meaning the social class with capital/old money/landed gentry. Landowners, hereditary aristocracy, etc…
· Utopia meaning an ideal that did not exist.
· Fishman says the suburb was consciously created by a segment of the bourgeoisie in 17th century England.
· He also says that the subway was a radical break from past/traditional city.
· Distance from the city center.
· While once the outside of the city was considered bad it was later changed and people saw suburbs as the best of town and country, “town country” was how Howard citied it in his garden city theory.
· In the 17th century the suburbs were considered slums, and suburbanite was even an insult.
· The main physical feature of the suburbs was the middle class house. It was the idea that a single family would live in that home, and that they lived in a district where there were no poorer people, they were surrounded by nature, and there was an absence of work in the area.
· Fishman points out, ironically, that the middle class people that were moving out were those that were benefiting from the industrial urban area yet were running from it. There was an alienation from the middle class and the urban industrial world.
· The home became a place of domestic refuge.
· The suburbs are built to keep traffic off local residential streets and on secondary streets.
· Curvy streets.
This was overall a light week.


Week 9
Readings
All readings covered in lecture notes
Lectures
Glass, R
· Writes about the period between the end of WW2 and 1960.
Gottmann

Lecture
· From the late 1800’s until the 1930’s railways were very important means for decentralization/transportation. In the 40’s onward rail was replaced by the automobile.
· Street railways were removed in the 1940’s because they were getting in the way of cars.
· In New York the subways system was built in the early 1900’s. 1900-1940.
· Some subways were built in the 50’s.
· 1914-1918 was ww1, left 16 million dead and lead to Mexican and Russian peasant revolution. 
· 1920’s prosperity: the time modern city planning came to be. Carter school of planning 1923.
· 1930’s great depression: 
· Around the time of 1939 a problem arose. The problem of getting cars to move around the city. It was super congested. People thought about how they could increase automobile mobility in the city. Ideas included removing everything but cars from the streets, building more freeways, and building freeways into/through cities.
· 1939-1945 ww2. 50-80 million dead. Many cities were destroyed in this war. 
· 1945-1960 post WW2 prosperity: baby boom, mass production, Fordism, modernist planning and architecture, Keynesian economics, expansion of state, de colonialization.
· In this time people think they can apply the sciences to solve social problems. This is important for planning because we see very scientific forms of planning. EX: mathematical models for traffic. Better quality public housing.
Post WW2 Metropolitan Transformations 1945-1950s
This whole week is super simple, especially if you’re taking 240 the same semester. This was the first week back from reading week. Also super light.



Week 10
Fordism Cities and Suburbs: 1940’s to 1970’s

Day 1:
Megalopolis by Gottman:
· Says that at some point there were no natural resources at the original point. It was growing to its own economic growth.
· Megalopolis refers to a chain of cities/suburbs along the North/east seaboard.
· Suburban sprawl meant the scattering of suburban residences and industrial facilities outside of municipal borders.
· From 1900-1950 there were more than 66 million new urban inhabitants along the megalopolis.
· People moved to the megalopolis because there was concentrated economic opportunity.
· This is why there was so much immigration in New York City. That and the fact that it was a port city.
· When looking at New York he noticed that there was no natural resources around the city during this time of growth. His answer to this conundrum was that New York City was self-promoting, meaning that the more people who lived there the more attractive it became. Kind of like how we all use Facebook because everyone else is on it.
· The only natural resources in the area was the ocean; for its ports and food, and a coal deposit in North Pennsylvania. Its main resource was its LABOR MARKET.
· This is due to its ports. There is a lot of economic activity tied to ports. Ports also allowed wholesale trade. Insurance agencies emerge to secure shipments. Insurance agencies require borrowing which leads to banking. 
· By the beginning of the 1960’s the economy was moving towards a service based economy.
· A move from blue collar professions to white collar professions.
· He notes that in the 18th and 19th century saw growth centered on natural resources. By the time Gottman was writing this was less of a requirement due to increased agricultural and transport technologies.
· Also at this time many manual jobs were being replaced by technology. So by shifting to services megalopolis had become the “financial and managerial main street of the world”. Other activities included advertising, publishing, marketing, mass media, and scientific research.
· “Main roads” of nations (the line connecting strings of cities).
Building of freeways in states:
· During the expansion of highways in NYC many communities were displaced.
· As people’s income increased they bought houses further and further away. This was enabled by the building of new infrastructure.
· The main attractive feature of NYC downtown was its accessibility, interaction, and potential exchange. Also easy to hire people due to large job market.
· Accessibility is produced/created when people and activities located in close proximity.
· Proximity can be substituted by connectivity through telecom technology.
· Proximity can also be substituted by better transportation. You don’t have to be as close to something if you can now travel more distance in the same time.
· Better transportation -> better mobility -> better accessibility.
· Mobility requires space, using more space decreases proximity.

Day 2:
· Ends: accessibility means: Mobility, Proximity, and Connectivity. (Mobility and proximity are counterproductive).
· Mobility is measured by how fast we move.
· The focus in the 20’s was the building of infrastructure. Namely infrastructure for automobiles, which took a lot of space.
· Many freeways were built.
Automobile cities:
· Low density, separated uses, arterial grid and cul de sac based.
· Decentralized.
· High mobility and low proximity.
· Moses loved destroying buildings to build what he wanted.
· Federal interstate hwy act of 1956 let the feds pick up 90% of the costs of new highways.


Week 11
Shifting Fortunes in De-industrializing Cities
· Whyte: talks about how the city center is becoming valuable again and that there is a re-centralization.
· Fishman: gentrification
Smith: gentrification
Logan + Molotch: people with capital have increased advantages compared to those less fortunate. They benefit more from the growth of the city.
Day 1: 
Comparative data:
· City center is denser tan suburban ring.
· Canadian cities are denser in the core and have less freeways in their core than most, but not all, American cities.
· NYC stands out in density.
· If all other things are equal, but the population of the CMA is higher, the competition for the land in the center is higher. This should then push up the price of that land, and in return would promote the building of taller buildings on that land.
Freeways:
· Freeways in cities were always built through communities of African americans and immigrant neighborhoods. 
· City building decisions need there to be a class with power to make decisions and a class with low power to get completely shit on cuz capitalism.
· Large Canadian cities (Toronto and Montreal) have a lot more freeways in their outer rings compared to other Canadian cities.
1960’s:
· A decade of protests: in particular the protests against the Vietnam war.
· Protests: civil rights movement. Watts riot in 1965: protest turned riot.
· Era of anti-freeway protests.
· In this time social sciences became more critical.
Inner City Economy Transformed: Post WWII
· Suburbanization and the closure of old industries in the zone of transition around downtown were part of a restructuring of the central city economy.
· Growth of service sector and the CBD as location of corporate head offices and producer services, and growing public sector including education and health care.
· 1973 and 1976 oil price shock: oil price went up a lot in a short period of time.
· Slowing economic growth.
· Loss of manufacturing in high income countries.

Declining Inner City Districts:
· Population loss.
· Decreasing socio economic status in inner city.
· loss of commercial and industrial functions.
· Low pressure for re-development.
· Increasing proportion of non-family units and elderly.


Week 12
Post-Industrial and Global Cities: 1970’s to Present

Logan and Molotch:
· growth coalition is a group of people that push growth in the city. They push potentials to make 
· money.
· The rest of us work to simply live our lives.
· When the city grows people don’t benefit equally.
· The people in the growth coalitions are committed to growth because they see profit in it.
· These people are often landlord.
· There has been a shift from infrastructure to a business environment.
· Pro growth elites promote growth. Growth promotes pro growth elites.
· “different people benefit differently from growth.”
Garreau:
· “edge city”
· Focused on the suburbs and noticed office buildings/commercial buildings popping up in the outskirts of us cities.
· These centres of commerce were different then the Central business district of traditional central cities.
· Called growth coalition “civic boosters”
· Defined edge cities as totally car dependent.
· Often built along freeways.
· Lots of parking lots to accommodate cars.
· Super blocks and less gridlock.
· Larger infrastructure (wider streets)
· Edge cities have: 5 million or more square feet of office space, 600,000 or more square feet of retail space. More jobs than bedrooms. Perceived as one place (dense relative to surroundings. New.
· Garreau said it could reduce driving because instead of everyone driving to the central city people would drive to more local jobs.
· 
Day 1:
· Montreal: Place branding.
· When you try to create and identity for a place. (I <3 New York).
· Urban growth has been supported by the elites
· The growth elites see the city as a place for profit.
· In the US a lot of growth before the 1990’s were in edge cities. Edge cities were places of job/shop growth outside the city in the suburbs. Today we are seeing a reversal of the trend.
· Structural changes have occurred: big things going on the shift smaller things going on. Changes in world economy in 1970’s that can change the city.


Week 13
Third World Cities in the Post-Colonial Era

1. Classifying nations
2. Growth in GDP and Urbanization
3. Perlman on Cities, Squatters, and Rio
4. The Predominance of Informality
Informality = self-built housing (Rio slums). Economic activities without proper license. Making food on carts on the side of the street. Motorcycle taxis, etc…
In countries like Canada there is little informality. Most things are regulated and done legally.
Divisions in national population characteristics:
· In the past, first world = capitalist countries, second world = communist countries of the time, third world = low income countries.
· Third world could refer to countries who’s main industry was still agriculture. Low-middle income, pre industrial.
· Another way to measure is GDP in each country.
· “global North/south” where north = more developed (but some countries in the south are developed so this term is flawed).
Appearance of Global cities in the Developing world:
· Industrialization in many cities. Faster industrialization in middle income countries.
· Urbanization has accelerated in the developing world (mostly after the 1950’s).
· A lot of recent global population growth has occurred in underdeveloped areas.
· Rapid urbanization. We are starting to see mega cities (metropolitan areas of 10 million+).
Pearlman reading:
· Looked at slums of Rio. Called “Favela”. They were squatter settlements.
· In the late 1960’s Favelas were home to about 1/3 of the city’s population.
· They were built by hand by the poor/rural peasants.
· These people also live on an informal economy. Odd jobs, street vending, etc…
· these people would then have children and these informal settlements would grow naturally.
· These settlements are happening all over the world in developing cities. It is due to the fact that “third world cities” are attracting tons of migrants from the rural areas of the country.
· “Myth of marginality”
· There were concerns that these people will move in and engage in crime/change the political system of said country.
· Pearlman says most of these concerns were myths created by the upper classes.
· She says Favela are self-made solutions to the housing shortage.
· Controversies over urbanization: blessing or curse?
· Addresses “overurbanization.” There were concerns in the 1960’s that cities were becoming too big. People were afraid that there would not be enough jobs/economic activity to support all the growth.
· Migrants, who why and how?
· Pearlman claims that migrants to large cities are usually above average for education/skills and today we recognize that these people have more motivation/skill.
· Push vs Pull
· Addresses if the migrants from the rural areas were being pushed of their land due to drought or other circumstances, or if they were being pulled in by opportunities in the city.
· Favelas are simply squatter zones. They are called different things in different parts of the world.
· Pearlman describes squatter settlements:
· They all reflect the same social forces: lack of housing and unaffordable housing.
· Favela’s in Brazil are often built on hillsides where builders would usually avoid. Generally squatter slums are built on undesirable land.
· Favelas = a group of dwellings with a high density of occupation, built in a disorderly fashion with inadequate materials and a lack of zoning laws, no public services, and on land that is illegally used, as well as informal commerce.
Day 2:
The cities of developing countries raises many questions.
· Inequality is more significant in the third world. Poverty in the third world is larger and more persistent.
· What should be done? Practical responses depend on how we conceptualize the problem, solutions change in each social science field and by political views.
· Is urban living for the poor? Better or worse than their alternatives?
· Descriptions, prescriptions/normative.
· Descriptions = what is, prescriptions = what should be.
· In the 1800’s and early 1900’s people looked at problems through the lens of classical, neo-classical/liberal economics, which said the way to fix economic problems was to give businesses less restrictions. This led to workers being abused by those who owned capital. In the early 20th century there was a change which was called reformed liberalism, which stated that it’s good that people/businesses can do what they want, but there should be some limits. This idea led to welfare state capitalism. Often referred to Keynesian economics. From the early 20th century to 1960/70’s. This idea broke down around the end of the 70’s. The rising idea was called neo-liberalism. They believed that there was too much taxing/spending. They wanted to return to previous liberalism economic system. Some people said NO, the real problem is capitalism and Keynesian economics was a band aid, and we need socialism. Basically there is an argument between neoliberals (capitalists) and socialism (pinko’s)
· One of the theories was dependency theory. In Latin America/Mexico, there was a significant economic downturn. It stated that these countries have become underdeveloped, and that this was a part of capitalism. Development and underdevelopment in separate countries were not different processes, but simply different outcomes of the same process.
· Some countries went from middle income to high income really fast. They used a mix of capitalism and socialism (coined state capitalism). Singapore is an example. These governments were called developmental states. Japan was one of the first countries to do this. China (kinda they were like commies and shit), Taiwan, S.Korea also did this.
In review:
· Poverty in third world is more pronounced than those in first world.
· Dependent urbanization is from dependency theory. Means that the cities and countries locked into poverty/underdevelopment through the same processes leading to development in the first world. (Neocolonialism). This theory sees development as a zero sum game. Globalization has a role in this.
· In Latin America they had a solution called important substitution industrialization. 
· “The present forms of urban development in the third world is an outcome of the historical process of expansion by capitalism powers.
· Is urbanization a good thing for reducing poverty? Or does it perpetuate existing problems? What should we do?
NEO-LIBERALISM
· EAT DA POO POO
· The Washington Consensus.
· Institutions such as the world bank and the IMF.
· Mains points of neo-liberalism:
1) Privatization of infrastructure that was previously public.
2) Deregulation.
3) Liberalization of trade. Freedom to choose where they locate or operate.
· This is the opposite of what dem socialists want.
· Then there are these centrist libs who want to advance capitalism in the middle
· Then there are those state capitalists (aka pinko red bastards).
How does Neo Liberalism affect development?
· Sale of existing state owned enterprise.
· Outsourcing or contracting public services
· With new infrastructure, we have private financing and maintenance.
Why PPP’s for new infrastructure:
· Competition.
· No political interference.
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THE END
