
 

"The vital social life once offered by an urban 

environment, one replete with busy streets, 

markets, parks, promenades and squares, is being 

transformed. The social life of public space now 

competes with media technology that shifts 

interaction inward, away from less predictable 

public contacts." (pg1) As Habermas discussed, the 

public sphere should be a space where individuals 

come together to freely discuss societal issues. 

Therefore, urban spaces such as a public transport 

like a bus or bus station should be a space where 

citizens converse about topics such as politics, 

weather or local events. 

However, when I made my bus journey from my flat 

to my university campus, it was evident this is no 

longer what occurs in the public space. At the bus 

station, people don’t converse unless it is one of 

their friends they came to the bus stop with. As 

Sherry Turkle discusses in ‘Always -on/ Always-on- 

you: The Tethered Self’, "increasingly, what people 

want out of public spaces is that they offer a place 

to be private with tethering technologies" (Turkle 

2006). People wait at the bus station with 

headphones in or scrolling through their phones. 

Both of these actions suggest to those around them 

that they do not want to be disturbed. This 

reinforces another point of Turkles, public spaces 

such as a bus station are now spaces “of social 

collection: tethered selves come together, but do 

not speak to each other. Each person is more likely 

to be having an encounter with someone miles 

away than with the person in the next chair." 

(Turkle 2006) 

Furthermore, during the bus journey, few people 

have conversations to pass the time. Most use it as a 

time to disconnect from everyone, whether that be 

scrolling through Facebook or Instagram, texting, 

calling or listening to music. Admittedly, sometimes 

I like to use my 20 minute journey as a time to 

simply relax and listen to music. Although, I do 

think we are becoming too tethered to our devices 

in the public space. You could now suggest that the 

public sphere in public space is becoming less 

present and we now have a virtual public sphere.  

Mass media is the place where “vast populations of 

people can come together to exchange ideas” 

(McKee 2005:5). Those on their phones during their 

bus journey may be reading the news, learning 

about the latest news in politics or world issues, 

which they may then discuss with friends via 

messaging or calls. From looking at my Facebook, 

there are certainly many people with opinions on 

social events such as Emma Watsons UN speech on 

feminism or the latest updates about Ebola. These 

are discussions that before “palm-size computing 

and cellular technologies” (Turkle 2006) would have 

occurred on public transport through face to face 

conversations. Although many conversations 

revolve around celebrity gossip or football matches, 

you cannot dismiss that it is a space where people 

are free to form opinions, so it is a public sphere. 

Therefore, you could suggest that due to advances 

in technology, public spaces such as public 

transport are not the only spaces where a public 

sphere can be formed; it now has to compete with 

the internet. The only issue with a virtual public 

sphere becoming more prominent is the loss of face 

to face communication. Will we lose the ability to 

hold these opinionated conversations when we are 

not sat in a front a screen?   

 

 


