
University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee 
Urban Studies 360-001 

Perspectives on the Urban Scene: 
Cities, Crisis & Public Space 

Spring semester 2013 
 

______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Meeting Times and Location:  Tuesday  4:30 pm - 7:10 pm  LAP 252 
Instructor:    Georgios Papakis 
Office Hours:  Tuesday, 2:57 pm – 4:04 pm (or by appointment) 
 Northwest Quadrant B -- Room # 5495 
Telephone:     (414) 229-5312 
Email:      papakis@uwm.edu 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
COURSE OVERVIEW 
 
Lately, we witness a new wave of movements that attempt to reclaim the public space of cities 
around the world.  From the Arab spring, to the indignados in Spain, the Syntagma square 
movement in Greece, and to the Occupy movements in the United States, people are making 
their presence and their demands visible by occupying central public urban spaces.  In this 
process they attempt to repossess those places that have been historically associated with 
democratic values and civic spirit, but which have been gradually commodified and transformed.  
In this class we will try to answer those critical questions that recently have re-emerged in the 
public discourse on what constitutes an urban public space, what types of activities are allowed 
in such a space, whose space is it, and moreover, whose city is it.  
During the semester, we will scrutinize the thesis of the diminishing importance of public spaces 
in contemporary cities, and we will explain the dynamics that influence the commodification and 
privatization of these spaces that have been historically recognized as the quintessential centers 
of civic life.  Special attention will be paid to how changes in the economy have influenced the 
discussion on public spaces, and related to this, how the on-going economic and fiscal crisis is 
already affecting public spaces.   
 
 
Course material  (all reading material is placed on library reserve) 
 

1. The Politics of Public Space /edited by Setha Low & Neil Smith. New York: Routledge, 2006. 
(The book is placed on library reserve) 

2. Readings on D2L and library reserve. 
3. Series of video footage presented in class. 
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COURSE POLICIES 
 

Special Accommodations: To request academic accommodations due to a special need, please 
contact the UWM Student Accessibility Center and inform me as soon as possible so that I can 
best meet your needs.  Student Accessibility Center, Mitchell Hall Room 112, (414) 229-6287. 
 

Accommodation of religious beliefs 
Please notify me within the first three weeks of the beginning of class of the specific days or 
dates on which you might be absent due to religious observance. 
http://www4.uwm.edu/secu/docs/other/S1.5.htm 
 

Academic Contact: This is a university level class and you are expected to perform accordingly 
in a productive learning environment by showing diligence, civility and honesty.  Please debate 
and challenge the ideas discussed in class but be sure to do it in a polite and constructive manner, 
based on respect for the opinions and values of your classmates. 
The objective of the assignments is to show an understanding of the reading material and 
develop your own arguments.  However, using someone’s material as your own will not be 
tolerated. 
 

Use of electronic devices, eating and other distracting behavior is not allowed in class. 
 
Credit Hour Policy: This 3-credit course meets for 3 hours per week during the semester.  
Students are expected to put in seven (7) additional hours per week studying and working on 
assignments to achieve the learning goals of this course. 
 

Incompletes:  Incompletes will not be given except in unavoidable and dire circumstances. 
 
 
COURSE GRADING AND REQUIREMENTS 
 

Attendance       5 % 
Attendance and punctuality are expected in all classes.  You will be considered absent if you 
leave class early without prior notice.  You are granted two (2) excused absences.  For any 
absence beyond two, one percent will be subtracted from your grade.  
 

Preparedness and Participation  15 % 
Participation and discussion are at the heart of this class.  Keep in mind that participating is a 
matter of active engagement, rather than passive observation. 
 
You are expected to  
 Be well prepared in advance 
 Come to class with the assigned readings printed out and marked up for discussion 
 Actively participate in discussion and ask questions 
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 Listen actively and show understanding by paraphrasing or by acknowledging and 
building on others’ ideas 

Graduate students will be asked to take a more active role in discussions. 
In addition, graduate students will prepare a lecture presentation. 
 
Leading Discussion    10 % 
During the semester each student will be assigned at least two readings which they must present 
in class.  The discussion leader will be responsible for the following: 
 At the beginning of the session, the discussion leader will give a short presentation (under 

six minutes) 
 Moderate and lead an insightful discussion about specific concepts that you think are 

important from the text 
 Propose fundamental questions about the text 
 Put forward inventive and/or alternative ideas for discussion 
 Experiment with the form of presentation 
 Generate excitement about the ideas in the text 

 

The students that are not leading the discussions for the week will be responsible for the 
following: 
 Come to class with three questions and/or perspectives that you would like to discuss 
 Present these questions and perspectives in class 

 
Book Review     20 % 
For this assignment you will read one of the books below and then write a review.  Keep in mind 
that a book review is not a book report.  The point of a scholarly book review is not to 
summarize the content of the book.  Rather, a book review is a critical evaluation of the author’s 
purpose, thesis, contentions, and methods of analysis.  It is an analytical reading of the text 
whereby the reviewer describes the quality, meaning and significance of the book.  Hence, the 
bulk of the body of your review essay will be an evaluation of how convincing was the author's 
presentation of his thesis, and a commentary on the book's contribution to one's understanding on 
the issue of public space. 
I will provide specific guidelines in class. 
 

Book reviews are due on Tuesday, February 19, 2013 and they should be four (4) double-spaced 
typed pages, in 12-point font (Times New Roman), grammar and spell checked with one-inch 
margins.  
 

 The Right to the City: Social Justice and the Fight for Public Space / Don Mitchell.  New 
York: Guilford Press, 2003. 

 Brave New Neighborhoods: The Privatization of Public Space / Margaret Kohn.  New 
York: Routledge, 2004. 
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Milwaukee Public Space Assignment 10% 
For this assignment you will need to choose a homework partner.  Then you will select as 
specific place in Milwaukee and analyze its function as a public space.  Your analysis should be 
no more than four typed pages although illustrations may be in addition to this text.  You will 
have the opportunity to present your findings in class.  A list of places will be chosen collectively 
during our first meeting.  I will provide more guidelines in class.  
 

Final Paper Presentation     5 % 
You will be required to present to the class your final research paper.  You are expected to 
present for ten minutes and I highly recommend you use power point as a presentation aid.  
 

Final paper 35 % 
Select any of the readings you like and write a paper that expands on the theme of the readings 
with additional secondary and/or primary readings/citations.  The paper will be on a topic of your 
choosing in consultation with me.  The topic is purposefully not specific but open-ended to allow 
for a variety of research subjects. 
Papers are due on Tuesday, May 14, 2013. 
Please prepare a two-page proposal by Tuesday, April 4, 2013. 
The paper should be between eight and ten double-spaced typed pages, in 12-point font (Times 
New Roman), grammar and spell checked with one-inch margins. 
Graduate students will write a 20-page paper.  
 
Paper grade profile: 
 
D / C– : 
Structure and focus: paper displays little understanding of the material and the issues.  It has 
some structure but this may be under-developed and the argument may be incomplete.  Some 
descriptive and factual material will be deployed but without any critical reflection on its 
significance and relevance. 
 
Quality of argument and expression: writing will generally be grammatical but will lack 
sophistication of vocabulary and construction to sustain an argument of any complexity.  A sort 
of "this is my opinion-period" attitude. 
 
Range of knowledge: insufficient knowledge to form a basic answer to the question (s).  Writer 
may be prone to excessive narrative and summary without analysis. 
 
C: 
Structure and focus: this paper engages with text or ideas on some level more than summary or 
straight unsupported assertions of opinion. 
 
Quality of argument and expression: there will be some inaccuracy, but sufficient knowledge to 
form a basic answer to the question (s). 
 
Range of knowledge: sufficient information to launch an answer, but not to sustain a complete 
response.  Information may be used uncritically as if always self-explanatory. 
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C+: 
Structure and focus: this paper does everything that a C paper does and it also starts to point to 
more interesting and original thinking, but critical reflection on the issue(s) will be limited. 
 
Quality of argument and expression: paper has a definite sense of direction and organization but 
has only a rudimentary appreciation of the complexities of the topic. 
 
Range of knowledge: there will be some understanding of the topic at hand but it will be 
underdeveloped and the ideas of other writers may be muddled or misrepresented. 
 
B– /B: 
Structure and focus: paper is well organized, and from the outset, it gives a sense of the larger 
arguments or issues with which it will be concerned. 
 
Quality of argument and expression: the writing shows a clear sense of direction, in addition to 
offering a detailed analysis and interpretation, the writer develops an original, problem-posing 
approach.  There is a willingness to grapple with complicated issues.  However the vocabulary 
and understanding needed to follow them through may be lacking. 
 
Range of knowledge: will be significant but may be patchy and limited.  There may be some 
inaccuracy, and the range of reading implied by the answer will be limited. 
 
B+: 
Structure and focus: this represents a superior piece of writing.  Writer shows an appreciation of 
some of the wider implications of the topic and makes a serious and sustained attempt to engage 
with the topic. 
 
Quality of argument and expression: writing will be clear and generally accurate and 
demonstrate an appreciation of the technical and advanced vocabulary used by social scientists.  
Although the answer might not demonstrate real originality, the writer presents ideas with a 
degree of intellectual independence.  
 
Range of knowledge: knowledge is extensive but may be uneven.  Writer shows ability to move 
between generalization and detailed discussion as well as ability to reflect on the nature and 
status of information available. 
 
A /A–: 
Structure and focus: everything a B+ paper does and more.  The paper engages closely with the 
topic and develops a clear, coherent, and compelling thesis and argument.  Descriptive material 
and factual evidence are deployed in support of argument with a vigorous sense of relevance and 
an appropriate economy of expression. 
 
Quality of argument and expression: writing is clear, fluent and accurate, and it will go well 
beyond the effective paraphrasing of other social scientists' ideas . It demonstrates conceptual 
command of the urban issues at stake. 
 
Range of knowledge: relevant knowledge of urbanization is broad and deep.  Paper shows a 
sharp sense of the nature and complexity of urban issues. 
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Extra Credit        2 % 
To be announced in class. 
 
Grading scale:                                                     Grade breakup: 
                                                                                                                                                                                                                       

A 100-95 
A-   94-90 
B+   89-85 
B   84-81 
B-   80-78 
C+   77-75 
C   74-72 
C-   71-69 
D+   68-66 
D   65-63 
D-   62-60 
F   59 and below  

 
 

 

Tentative schedule of class meetings 
 

Topic Date Required Readings 
Course 

Overview 
& 

The Exchange 
Value of 

Urban Space 

01/22 

 
John Logan & Harvey L. Molotch (1987) 
Places as Commodities 
from Urban Fortunes: The Political Economy of Place.  Berkeley: 
University of California Press (17-49). 
 

Definitions of 
Public Space 01/29 

 
Matthew Carmona (2010) 
Contemporary Public Space: Critique and Classification, 
Part One: Critique 
Journal of Urban Design, 15 (1), 123–148. 
 
Matthew Carmona (2010) 
Contemporary Public Space, Part Two: Classification 
Journal of Urban Design, 15 (2), 157–173. 
 

Read 
syllabus 

thoroughly 
 

Attendance  5% 

Participation 15% 

Leading Discussion 10% 

Milwaukee Public Space Assignment 10% 

Book Review 20% 

Final Paper Presentation 5% 

Final paper 35% 

Total 100% 
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Planning for 
Public Space 02/05 

 
Richard E. Klosterman (1985) 
Arguments For and Against Planning  
in S. Campbell & S. S. Fainstein (Eds. 2003),  Readings in Planning Theory.  
Malden, MA: Blackwell Publishers Ltd  (pp. 86-101). 
 
Mark Purcell (2009) 
Resisting Neoliberalization:  Communicative Planning or Counter-
hegemonic Movements? 
Planning Theory, 8 (2),  140-165. 

The Commons 02/12 

Elizabeth Blackmar (2006) 
Appropriating “the Commons”: The Tragedy of Property Rights 
Discourse 
in S. Low & N. Smith (Eds.), The Politics of Public Space.  New York: 
Routledge (pp. 49-80). 
 

Efrat Eizenberg (2012) 
Actually Existing Commons: Three Moments of Space of Community 
Gardens in New York City 
Antipode, (44) 3, 764-782. 
 

Race and the 
Public Sphere 02/19 

 
Kevin m. Kruse (2005) 
The Politics of Race and Public Space:  Desegregation, 
Privatization, and the Tax Revolt in Atlanta 
Journal Of Urban History, 31 (5), 610-633. 
 
Steven Gregory( 1995) 
Race, Identity and Political Activism:  The Shifting 
Contours of the African American Public Sphere 
in The Black Public Sphere: A Public Culture Book.  Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press (pp. 151-168). 

Book 
Review 

due 

Suburban 
Public Spaces 02/26 

 

Dolores Hayden (2006) 
Building the American Way: Public Subsidy, Private Space  
in S. Low & N. Smith (Eds.) The Politics of Public Space.  
New York: Routledge (pp. 49-80). 
 

Setha Low 
How Private Interests Take Over Public Space: Zoning, 
Taxes, and Incorporation of Gated Communities 
in S. Low & N. Smith (Eds.) The Politics of Public Space.  
New York: Routledge (pp. 49-80). 

Milwaukee 
assignment 
Team #1 
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The Shopping 
Mall 03/05 

 

Lisabeth Cohen (2003) 
Is there an Urban History of Consumption? 
Journal Of Urban History, 29 (2), 87-106. 
 

Lynn A. Staeheli & Don Mitchell (2008) 
Publicly Private:  Regulating Space and Creating 
Community in Syracuse’s Carousel Center 
from The People’s Property?  Power, Politics, and the Public.  
New York: Routledge (pp. 73-93). 

Milwaukee 
assignment 
Team #2 

The Plaza 03/12 

 

Gregory Smithsimon (2008) 
Dispersing the Crowd : Bonus Plazas and the Creation of 
Public 
Urban Affairs Review, 43 (3) 325-351 
 

Sharon Zukin 
Whose Culture? Whose City? 
in R. T. LeGates & F. Stout (Eds. 2003)  The City Reader.  
New York: Routledge. 

Milwaukee 
assignment 
Team #3 

 03/19 
 

SPRING BREAK RECESS 
 

Third Places 03/26 

Bryant Simon (2009) 
Consuming Third Places: Starbucks and the Illusion of 
Public Space 
in M. Orvell & J. L. Meikle (Eds.), Public Space and the 
Ideology of Place in American Culture. New York: Rodopi  
(pp.243-261) 
 

James Freeman (2008) 
Great, Good, and Divided: The Politics of Public Space in 
Rio de Janeiro 
Journal of Urban Affairs, 30 (5), 529–556. 

Milwaukee 
assignment 
Team #4 

Access to 
Public Space 04/02 

 
Lynn A. Staeheli & Don Mitchell (2008) 
Privately Public: Property Redevelopment, Public Space, 
and Homelessness in San Diego 
from The People’s Property?  Power, Politics, and the Public.  
New York: Routledge (pp. 47-72). 
 

Lynn A. Staeheli  & Albert Thompson (1997) 
Citizenship, Community, and Struggles for Public Space 
The Professional Geographer, 49 (1), 28-38. 

Milwaukee 
assignment 
Team #5 
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Fear and 
Security in 

Public Places 
04/09 

 

Ashley Dawson (2006) 
Geography of Fear: Crime and the Transformation of 
Public Space in Post -apartheid South Africa 
in S. Low & N. Smith (Eds.) The Politics of Public Space.  
New York: Routledge (pp. 123-142). 
 
Peter Marcuse (2006) 
Terrorism and the Right to the Secure City: Safety vs. 
Security in Public Spaces 
in H. Berking et al. (Eds.) Negotiating urban Conflicts: 
Interaction, Space & Control.  Bielefeld: Transcript (pp. 289-
304). 

Milwaukee 
assignment 
Team #6 

Gentrified 
Public Space 04/16 

 
Neil Smith (1992) 
New City, New Frontier: The Lower East Side as Wild, 
Wild West 
in M. Sorkin (Ed.), Variations on a Theme Park.  New York: 
Hill & Wang (pp. 61-93). 
 
Margaret Kohn (2004) 
Brave New Neighborhoods  
from Brave New Neighborhoods: The Privatization of Public 
Space.  New York: Routledge (pp. 115-140). 

Paper 
Proposal 

Due 

 04/23 
 

Individual meetings to discuss your final paper proposal 
 

The Right to 
the City 04/30 

 
 

TBA 

05/07 
 

Final paper presentations 
 

05/14 

 
F I NA L  P AP E R  D U E  

 
by  2:00pm  in my mai lbox 

Northwest  Quadrant  B - -  Room # 5482 
 

 
***This syllabus is subject to modifications throughout the semester 
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