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Abstract 
The digital divide remains a persistent barrier to civic participation and so-
cial inclusion in urban America, particularly in historically underserved 
communities. This mixed-methods study investigates how digital lack of ac-
cess affects civic engagement, social capital, and community cohesion in 
U.S. cities, with a focus on Chicago’s South Side, Harlem New York, St. 
Louis, and Orlando. Drawing on quantitative data from recent surveys and 
qualitative insights from peer-reviewed literature, the research applies four 
sociological frameworks, Urban Sociology, Social Capital Theory, Critical 
Race Theory, and Symbolic Interactionism. These were used to examine the 
structural and interpretive aspects of digital isolation. Findings reveal that 
limited access to broadband and digital literacy disproportionately affects 
low-income and racialized populations, reducing their participation in vot-
ing, advocacy, and public discourse. The study also highlights community-
based strategies for maintaining civic ties in digitally disconnected neigh-
borhoods. Policy recommendations emphasize the need for equitable broad-
band infrastructure, digital literacy programs, and inclusive smart city plan-
ning. This research contributes to a deeper understanding of how digital in-
equality reinforces urban marginalization and offers actionable pathways to-
ward digital justice. 
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1. Urban Isolation in the Digital Age: Examining the  
Sociological Impact of the Digital Divide on Civic  
Life in U.S. Cities 

In today’s digitally driven society, access to the internet is not merely a conven-
ience, it is a prerequisite for full participation in civic life. Yet, across many urban 
centers in the United States, digital lack of access remains a persistent barrier, 
particularly in communities historically shaped by racial segregation, economic 
disinvestment, and infrastructural neglect. The digital divide appears not only in 
the absence of broadband infrastructure but also in the lack of affordable service, 
digital literacy, and access to devices. These gaps have profound implications for 
civic engagement, social capital, and community cohesion. 

This study explores the sociological effect of digital isolation in four urban com-
munities: Chicago’s South Side, Harlem New York, St. Louis, and Orlando. Each 
city presents a unique landscape of digital inequality. On Chicago’s South Side, 
people face high internet costs and unreliable service, despite citywide efforts to 
promote digital equity. Harlem has seen a rise in community-led tech initiatives, 
yet many people still struggle with connectivity and digital literacy. St. Louis grap-
ples with widespread digital lack of access, particularly in its northern neighbor-
hoods, where nearly half of households lack adequate internet access. Orlando, 
while rapidly modernizing, continues to confront challenges in ensuring equitable 
digital access for low- and moderate-income people. 

These urban contexts serve as the foundation for a broader inquiry into how 
digital lack of access affects civic participation—such as voting, advocacy, and at-
tending public meetings—and how people in disconnected neighborhoods main-
tain community ties. The research is guided by four sociological frameworks: Ur-
ban Sociology, which examines how city infrastructure and spatial inequality 
shape digital access; Social Capital Theory, which explores the role of digital con-
nectivity in fostering trust and civic networks; Critical Race Theory, which inter-
rogates the systemic nature of digital lack of access in racialized communities; and 
Symbolic Interactionism, which considers how people interpret and respond to 
digital isolation in their civic environments. 

Using a mixed-methods approach, this study integrates quantitative data from 
national and city-level surveys with qualitative insights from recent literature. 
Through this lens, the paper aims to illuminate the lived realities of digital lack of 
access and offer policy recommendations for fostering digital equity and civic in-
clusion in the digital age. 

2. Literature Review 

The digital divide has emerged as a critical axis of social inequality, particularly in 
the context of education, civic engagement, and technological advancement. 
Cheshmehzangi et al. (2023) provide a comprehensive overview of how the 
COVID-19 pandemic exacerbated educational disparities among primary and 
secondary school children. Their study highlights that students from lower socio-
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economic backgrounds faced significant barriers to digital access, including inad-
equate internet connectivity and lack of digital devices, which in turn hindered 
their ability to participate in remote learning. This digital exclusion not only dis-
rupted educational continuity but also deepened pre-existing social inequalities, 
particularly in marginalized communities. 

Building on the theoretical underpinnings of digital inequality, Halford and 
Savage (2010) argue for a reconceptualization of the digital divide beyond mere 
access to technology. They emphasize the importance of understanding how dig-
ital technologies are embedded within broader social structures and cultural prac-
tices. Their work introduces the concept of “digital social inequality,” which con-
siders how digital skills, usage patterns, and the ability to leverage technology for 
social mobility are unevenly distributed across different social groups. This per-
spective shifts the focus from technological determinism to the sociological di-
mensions of digital engagement. 

Korupp and Szydlik (2005) further contextualize the digital divide by examin-
ing its causes and trends across Europe. They identify education, income, and age 
as key determinants of digital access and usage. Their longitudinal analysis reveals 
that while overall access to digital technologies has increased, the gap between 
high and low socioeconomic groups persists, particularly in terms of the quality 
and frequency of internet use. This finding underscores the need for policy inter-
ventions that address not just access but also digital literacy and meaningful en-
gagement. 

Reisdorf et al. (2020) explore the relationship between internet access types and 
social capital in Detroit, a city marked by stark racial and economic disparities. 
Their study finds that mobile-only internet user often from lower-income back-
grounds, engage in fewer online activities that build local social capital compared 
to those with home broadband access. This suggests that the type of internet access 
significantly mediates the benefits individuals can derive from digital connectiv-
ity, reinforcing the notion that not all forms of access are equal. 

From a human rights perspective, Sanders and Scanlon (2021) argue that the 
digital divide should be framed as a social justice issue. They advocate for social 
work professionals to engage in digital advocacy, emphasizing that equitable ac-
cess to technology is essential for full participation in society. Their work high-
lights the intersectionality of digital exclusion, particularly how it disproportion-
ately affects people of color, low-income families, and rural communities, thereby 
compounding other forms of marginalization. 

Shin et al. (2021) examine the digital divide within the context of smart city 
innovations, revealing that even in technologically advanced urban environments, 
disparities in digital access and literacy persist. Their study shows that smart city 
initiatives often fail to consider the needs of digitally marginalized populations, 
leading to uneven benefits and reinforcing urban inequalities. This calls for more 
inclusive planning and policy frameworks that prioritize digital equity in urban 
development. 

De Coninck et al. (2025) present a paradoxical finding in their study of Euro-

https://doi.org/10.4236/jss.2025.1312002


D. Clark 
 

 

DOI: 10.4236/jss.2025.1312002 16 Open Journal of Social Sciences 
 

pean youth: despite being digitally vulnerable, many young people exhibit high 
levels of civic engagement online. This suggests that digital platforms can serve as 
powerful tools for political and social participation, even among those with lim-
ited resources. However, the authors caution that this engagement is not evenly 
distributed and may reflect broader patterns of social stratification. 

Finally, Robinson (2018) delves into the emotional and identity-related dimen-
sions of digital inequality. Her study explores how individuals curate their online 
identities and manage emotions in digital spaces, revealing that those with fewer 
digital resources often experience heightened stress and performative pressure. 
This emotional labor, coupled with limited access, contributes to a deeper sense 
of exclusion and reinforces social hierarchies in the digital realm. 

3. Methodology 

This study employs a mixed-methods research design to examine the sociological 
impact of the digital divide on civic life in urban communities. The approach in-
tegrates quantitative analysis of survey data with qualitative thematic synthesis of 
peer-reviewed literature and city-specific case studies, providing a comprehensive 
understanding of digital lack of access and its effects on civic engagement, social 
capital, and community cohesion. 

Quantitative Component 
The quantitative analysis draws on: 

• National-level data from the American Community Survey (ACS) and Pew 
Research Center Internet & Technology Surveys (2019-2023). 

• City-level data from municipal digital equity plans and local surveys, including 
Chicago’s Digital Equity Council reports, Harlem’s community tech assess-
ments, St. Louis’s Digital Inclusion Action Plan, and Orlando’s Future-Ready 
City metrics. 

Two composite indicators were constructed: 
• Civic Engagement Score: Adapted from Pew and ACS measures, combining 

frequency of online civic activities (e.g., accessing government services, partic-
ipating in community forums, contacting officials) and offline participation 
(e.g., voting, attending meetings). Scores were normalized on a 0 - 100 scale. 

• Lack of Access Score: Derived from city-level data on broadband availability, 
affordability, and device access. Weighted components included percentage of 
households without home broadband, reliance on mobile-only access, and ab-
sence of public Wi-Fi options. 

Qualitative Component 
The qualitative analysis is based on thematic synthesis of peer-reviewed litera-

ture and ethnographic accounts. Sources were coded for recurring themes such 
as: 
• Community responses to digital isolation. 
• Interpretive experiences of exclusion. 
• Policy and infrastructure gaps. 
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City Selection Criteria 
The four focus cities, South Side Chicago, Harlem, St. Louis, and Orlando, were 

chosen for: 
• Documented disparities in digital access. 
• Variation in socioeconomic and racial demographics. 
• Availability of municipal digital equity initiatives for comparative analysis. 

Themes Explored Include 
Community Responses to Digital Isolation: Grassroots organizing, informal 

networks, and alternative civic practices. 
Interpretive Experiences of Exclusion: How people perceive and navigate digital 

barriers. 
Policy and Infrastructure Gaps: Local government efforts and limitations in 

tackling digital inequality. 
Framework Integration: 
The study is guided by four sociological frameworks: 
Urban Sociology: Used to analyze how spatial inequality and infrastructure 

shape digital access. 
Social Capital Theory: Applied to assess the relationship between digital con-

nectivity and civic networks. 
Critical Race Theory: Provides insight into how systemic racism influences dig-

ital lack of access. 
Symbolic Interactionism: Explores individual and community-level interpreta-

tions of digital isolation. 
By combining statistical analysis with contextual interpretation, this methodol-

ogy allows for a nuanced understanding of how digital lack of access operates 
across different urban landscapes and social strata. 

4. Results 

The findings from this mixed-methods study reveal significant gaps in digital ac-
cess and civic engagement across urban communities, shaped by socioeconomic 
status, race, and geography. The results are organized into three key areas: modes 
of access, civic engagement correlations, and city-specific digital lack of access in-
dicators. 

1) Modes of Digital Access 
Analysis of digital access modes shows that: 
45% of urban people primarily use home broadband. 
30% rely on mobile-only access, often due to affordability constraints. 
25% depend on public access points, such as libraries or community centers. 
Distribution of Internet Access Types Among Urban People 
This bar chart illustrates the prevalence of different internet access types in ur-

ban communities. Home broadband is the most common, but not universally 
available. Mobile-only access is notably prevalent in low-income and racialized 
communities, while public access remains essential but limited by infrastructure 
and privacy concerns. (Figure 1) 

https://doi.org/10.4236/jss.2025.1312002


D. Clark 
 

 

DOI: 10.4236/jss.2025.1312002 18 Open Journal of Social Sciences 
 

 
Figure 1. Distribution of internet access types among urban people. Cheshmehzangi et al. 
(2023), Reisdorf et al. (2020), and Sanders and Scanlon (2021).  

 
Correlation between Access Modes and Civic Engagement 
This line graph shows a clear positive correlation between the number of inter-

net access modes and civic engagement scores. Individuals with multimodal ac-
cess (home, mobile, public) demonstrate the highest civic participation, while 
those with single-mode access (e.g., mobile-only) show significantly lower en-
gagement. (Figure 2) 

 

 
Figure 2. Correlation between access modes and civic engagement. De Coninck et al. 
(2025) and Reisdorf et al. (2020) 
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Comparative Digital Lack of Access by City 
This comparative chart highlights the severity of digital exclusion across four 

cities. Chicago’s South Side and St. Louis exhibit the highest lack of access scores, 
reflecting deep infrastructural and economic barriers. Harlem shows moderate 
exclusion, mitigated by community-led tech initiatives. Orlando has the lowest 
score, though challenges persist in low-income neighborhoods. (Figure 3) 

 

 
Figure 3. Comparative digital lack of access by city. Cheshmehzangi et al. (2023), Robinson 
(2018), and Shin et al. (2021).  

5. Discussion 

The sociological implications of the digital divide in urban America are profound 
and multifaceted, as evidenced by the case studies and literature reviewed in this 
research. Digital lack of access is not merely a technical deficiency but a reflection 
of entrenched social inequalities that appear across racial, economic, and geo-
graphic lines. In cities such as South Side Chicago, Harlem, St. Louis, and Orlando, 
the lack of equitable access to broadband infrastructure, digital literacy resources, 
and affordable devices has created pockets of civic isolation that mirror historical 
patterns of segregation and disinvestment.  

Historical Context and Structural Inequality 
Historically, urban infrastructure development has mirrored racial segregation 

and economic disinvestment. Redlining, discriminatory zoning, and unequal pub-
lic investment have created uneven access to basic services, including broadband 
internet. In cities like Chicago’s South Side and St. Louis, digital redlining persists, 
where internet service providers avoid low-income and minority neighborhoods 
(NAACP, 2024). This exclusion reflects systemic neglect and market priorities 
that prioritize profit over equity. 

The COVID-19 pandemic highlighted these disparities. Cheshmehzangi et al. 
(2023) found that remote learning worsened educational gaps among low-income 
students lacking devices, connectivity, and parental support. These challenges 
were especially severe in urban areas with infrastructural deficits. The pandemic 
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revealed the close links between digital access, education, and civic participation. 
Sociological Frameworks and Interpretive Dimensions 
Four sociological frameworks guide this analysis: Urban Sociology, Social Cap-

ital Theory, Critical Race Theory, and Symbolic Interactionism. 
Urban Sociology helps explain how spatial inequality and infrastructural ne-

glect shape digital access. In South Side Chicago and St. Louis, historical pat-
terns of redlining and disinvestment have resulted in neighborhoods with poor 
broadband infrastructure and limited public Wi-Fi. These structural conditions 
perpetuate digital deserts, constraining residents’ ability to participate in civic 
life. 

Putnam’s Social Capital Theory underscores the role of connectivity in foster-
ing trust and civic networks. Findings show that multimodal access (home broad-
band, mobile, public Wi-Fi) correlates with higher civic engagement scores, as 
seen in Detroit and Harlem. Residents with diverse access modes engage more 
frequently in civic-enhancing activities, strengthening local social capital. Con-
versely, mobile-only users—common in South Side Chicago and St. Louis—report 
lower participation in community forums and advocacy efforts. 

Critical Race Theory explains how systemic racism causes digital inequality. 
Sanders and Scanlon (2021) argue that digital exclusion is a human rights issue, 
especially for Black and Latino households. Factors like digital redlining, lack of 
investment in minority neighborhoods, and exclusion from smart city planning 
contribute to this inequity. Shin et al. (2021) also note that smart city technologies 
often favor affluent populations, reinforcing existing hierarchies. 

Symbolic Interactionism examines how individuals interpret and react to digi-
tal isolation. In disconnected neighborhoods, residents often feel excluded from 
civic discourse. Reisdorf et al. (2020) and Robinson (2018) show how digital access 
affects identity, agency, and emotional well-being. Lack of online participation, 
news access, and digital advocacy fosters invisibility and disempowerment. 

Case Studies: Urban Realities of Digital Isolation 
Chicago’s South Side 
On Chicago’s South Side, the Digital Equity Council identified affordability and 

infrastructure as key barriers. Community workshops showed residents often rely 
on mobile data, limiting their participation in remote education, telehealth, and 
civic discourse. These challenges reflect Sampson’s (2012) concept of “concen-
trated disadvantage,” where poverty, segregation, and institutional neglect con-
verge. 

Harlem 
Harlem’s initiatives, like Silicon Harlem and the Harlem E-Project, have ex-

panded public Wi-Fi, offered coding workshops, and promoted AI literacy, show-
casing community-led innovation’s potential. However, Kolotouchkina et al. 
(2024) warn that without inclusive planning, smart city technologies may still ex-
clude marginalized populations. 

St. Louis 
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St. Louis, especially its northern neighborhoods, suffers from widespread digital 
access issues. Nearly half of households lack adequate internet access. The city’s 
Digital Inclusion Action Plan created Learning Labs, but gaps remain, reflecting 
historical redlining and infrastructural neglect. 

Orlando 
Orlando’s Future-Ready City Master Plan has improved digital inclusion by ex-

panding access to Wi-Fi hotspots and tablet checkout in low-income neighbor-
hoods. Junod et al. (2025) recommend embedding digital equity in urban plan-
ning, a strategy Orlando is implementing. However, challenges remain in reach-
ing the most vulnerable populations. 

Emotional and Psychological Impacts 
Digital isolation is an emotional and psychological burden, not just a logistical 

issue. Robinson (2018) explores how individuals curate their online identities and 
manage emotions in digital spaces. Limited access to digital spaces leads to height-
ened stress and performative pressure. Residents in disconnected neighborhoods 
feel voiceless and invisible, unable to participate in civic discourse or advocate for 
their communities. 

Digital lack of access affects how individuals see themselves as citizens, com-
pounding structural barriers to civic engagement. This fosters exclusion, under-
mines trust in institutions, and weakens social cohesion. 

6. Recommendations 

This study has demonstrated that the digital divide is not a peripheral issue but a 
central determinant of civic life in urban America. Through a mixed-methods ap-
proach and the application of sociological frameworks, it has been shown that 
digital lack of access, particularly in communities like Chicago’s South Side, Har-
lem New York, St. Louis, and Orlando, undermines civic participation, weakens 
social capital, and perpetuates systemic inequalities. 

The findings underscore that digital access is not just about connectivity; it is 
about empowerment, inclusion, and the ability to participate fully in society. Res-
idents with multimodal access are more civically engaged, better informed, and 
more connected to their communities. In contrast, mobile-only and public-access 
users face significant limitations in how they interact with civic institutions and 
access essential services. 

To tackle these gaps, a comprehensive and equity-focused policy response is 
required. Below are key recommendations for policymakers, urban planners, and 
public administrators: 

1) Expand Multimodal Broadband Infrastructure 
Empirical Link: Figure 2 shows a positive correlation between multimodal ac-

cess and higher civic engagement scores. 
Action: Invest in fiber-optic networks and public Wi-Fi in underserved neigh-

borhoods. Support municipal broadband initiatives to reduce reliance on private 
providers. Prioritize infrastructure development in areas with high lack-of-access 
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scores (Chicago South Side, St. Louis). 
2) Make Internet Access Affordable 
Empirical Link: Affordability barriers identified in Chicago and St. Louis cor-

relate with high lack-of-access scores (Figure 3). 
Action: Implement subsidy programs for low-income households. Regulate 

pricing to prevent exploitative service costs in marginalized communities. En-
courage competition among providers to lower costs and improve service quality. 

3) Promote Digital Literacy and Inclusion 
Empirical Link: Qualitative findings show that even when access exists, lack of 

digital skills limits civic engagement (Harlem case study). 
Action: Fund community-based digital literacy programs tailored to local 

needs. Integrate digital skills training into public education and workforce devel-
opment. Ensure accessibility for seniors, people with disabilities, and non-English 
speakers. 

4) Support Community-Led Tech Initiatives 
Empirical Link: Harlem’s grassroots programs (Silicon Harlem, Harlem E-Pro-

ject) demonstrate success in bridging gaps through local innovation. 
Action: Provide grants and technical support to grassroots organizations. En-

courage participatory governance models for digital infrastructure. Scale success-
ful local programs nationally. 

5) Embed Digital Equity in Urban Planning 
Empirical Link: Smart city initiatives often exacerbate inequities when digital 

access metrics are absent (Shin et al., 2021). 
Action: Include digital access indicators in city master plans and resilience 

strategies. Use data to identify digital deserts and target interventions. Foster 
cross-sector collaboration between government, nonprofits, and tech firms. 

7. Conclusion 

This study has illuminated the profound sociological implications of the digital 
divide in urban America, revealing it as a central determinant of civic life rather 
than a peripheral technological issue. Through a mixed-methods approach and 
the integration of four sociological frameworks of Urban Sociology, Social Capital 
Theory, Critical Race Theory, and Symbolic Interactionism, it has been demon-
strated that digital lack of access is deeply intertwined with historical patterns of 
racial segregation, economic disinvestment, and infrastructural neglect. 

Digital exclusion varies across urban contexts, influenced by local governance, 
community resilience, and infrastructure. Harlem and Orlando exemplify com-
munity-led innovation and municipal planning, while Detroit and St. Louis face 
entrenched digital deserts limiting civic engagement, access to services, and dem-
ocratic participation. 

Digital isolation has a profound emotional and psychological impact. Residents 
in disconnected neighborhoods often feel disconnected from their communities, 
lack agency, and experience a diminished sense of civic identity. Symbolic inter-
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actionism suggests that digital access is not just about connectivity, but also about 
visibility, voice, and belonging. 

The findings also underscore the importance of multimodal access. Individuals 
with access to home broadband, mobile data, and public Wi-Fi are significantly 
more likely to engage in civic-enhancing activities, build social capital, and main-
tain community ties. This reinforces the argument that digital equity must en-
compass not only infrastructure but also affordability, literacy, and inclusive de-
sign. 

As cities become smart, data-driven, the risk of deepening digital inequality in-
creases. Without intentional, equity-focused planning, technological advance-
ment may reinforce existing hierarchies. Therefore, digital equity must be embed-
ded in urban policy, not as an afterthought, but as a fundamental principle of 
democratic governance. 

Bridging the digital divide is a social justice issue, not just a technological one. 
It requires addressing structural barriers, empowering communities, and reimag-
ining civic participation in the digital age. Centering digital inclusion in policy 
and practice can lead to a connected, equitable, resilient, and civically vibrant fu-
ture for urban America. 
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