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The concept of freedom in America does not restrict the movements of citizens and the formation of communities. Bill Bishop analyzes how these freedoms have led to a culture of like-minded individuals. In the book, ‘The Big Sort: Why the Clustering of Like-Minded America is Tearing us Apart,’ Bishop explores communities with similarities in thought, livelihoods, and voting patterns. Though the country is famous for diversity, the concept is only practicable on a coast to coast basis. According to Bishop, America to aligns in churches, news shows, and neighborhoods that share the same beliefs and lifestyles. Bishop insists that this culture has led to polarization, segregation in the way of life, and ideologically inbred. His focus is the neighborhoods and micro-levels and three decades. Bishop’s analysis is vast, with consideration for everything from the filing of patents to the modes of cars. He also invokes analysis from the levels of education to the protocols mandated in professional attire. Consequentially, the communities are thus incapable of understanding and have no knowledge of others with different views and beliefs within miles of each other. Bishop is exact in the flow of the book. He first assesses the behaviors and tendencies of our lives at the time of writing his book. He then borrows concepts and data from economics and history to illustrate his thesis. Bishop’s book also accounts for the shift in the political landscape that captures the essence of America. 
Bishop covers the essential segregation marker of today’s America, disagreement. He reviews that it is the cause for current trends of demonizing opposing thoughts and beliefs, legislative gridlock, and political partisanship. He begins by capturing the essence and journey between him and his wife as they moved around America before picking a neighborhood in Austin, Texas. In their drive throughout the metropolitan area, they sought for a region that agrees with them and marked it on the map. They ended up to be within a community that held the same liberal democratic views to his. The environment, therefore, culminated to a lifestyle and belief system that shared the same political stance. Bishop also includes data that indicates within the current settlement habits, 48% of the settlements were landslide counties. However, assessment accounts for the same data set at 20% just three decades prior. Bishop defines landslide counties as those where the presidential winning margin was more than 19%. Bishop thus reiterates his stance that most neighbors vote and engage in commonwealth issues in the same patterns. 
In his research, Bishop assessed Congress behavior that seemed extremely divided into two on debate and election platforms. His research uncovered that the right to movement granted to citizens allowed for settlement along with political and geographical homogeneity. The assessment of Congress behavior is a manifestation of the lopsided districts in which they all represent. Most communities settle with increasingly ideological voters. Bishop also provides details of how such marginalization affect communities, and most notably churches. He insists that three decades ago, moderately liberal churches encompassed and accommodated republicans in their midst. The perception of churches is an institution that provides a societal platform which promotes goodwill and tolerance to all, particularly neighbors. However, Bishop finds that on Sunday mornings, republicans head their way to different churches, as democrats do the same. In my experience, the branding techniques mega-churches attract congregations from specific communities and neighborhoods (Purdom, 2013). I also find that groups who feel marginalized in one church always opt to move and change the dynamic. 
Bishop also includes works and analysis of Michael Harrington regarding settlement patterns. He indicates that republicans have a preference for populations and neighborhoods that are less dense, while democrats prefer the opposite. In his analysis, he notes that the average population for counties for every square mile was 110 that voted for President Bush in 2004. The same data set for counties that voted for John Kerry was 836. Though his findings reveal a market demand for dense development, I disagree with the sentiment. Information technology has revolutionized basic needs, and the clusters of urban density have received the most significant blow (Nelson, 2012). I think those dense developments attracted the poor and repelled the rich, which has led to its doom. 
Another integral citation by Bishop is Robert Putnam’s ‘Bowling Alone.’ Putnam sets out to explore the lack of civil engagements within communities in America. Bishop evaluation of segregation sought to create an underlying connection between economic success and culture. They resorted to Putnam findings of a negative correlation between the well-being of the economy with the health of the local civic culture. Bishop indicates that tighter social ties reduce the number of patents and lower the wages of ordinary folk, therefore consequentially lowering the pace of the rate of economic growth. I agree with the perception held by Bishop, that idea exchange and social interaction is significant inputs in innovation and production within modern society (Abrams & Florina, 2012). Therefore, I disagree with the citation from Putnam weak social ties stimulate growth. 
Whenever conversation patterns arise, the preconception thought assumes that it is intent on manipulating boundaries of electoral constituency in favor of incumbents. Bishop analysis provides an alternate purpose of political parties that not only seeks to build a vast majority in a specific district and small minority in others. He indicates that they also benefit in the spreading of supporters so that they accumulate a plurality figure. Their purpose also aims to reach the most number of districts possible. Another element that Bishop emphasizes is the influence of growth and development on the local level on a regional level. To this analysis, Bishop does not pick an opinion. He reiterates that actors from both the public and the private sectors within the local levels are influential elements in setting the standards for innovation on a regional level. Bishop also conceives that the federal government is not a detached element in economic development and that their involvement is primarily based on partnerships. I agree with the sentiment since policies nowadays increase the power and authorities of state and local governments to shape developments and revolution (Government-University-Industry Research Roundtable). The state and local actors in both sectors have severally sought out evidence-based research on policies and products generated by businesses and universities to solve problems and enhance innovative growth. 
Another notion that Bishop glosses over is the evolution of brokering processes that earlier had rigorous functions mandated for both the private and the public sectors. He indicates that the current system represents a cross-over of the services. Bishop also suggests that the next generation has a troublesome task. His understanding mostly follows the widespread misunderstanding between the costs and relevance of shared infrastructure. Bishop, however, does not account for the private or public provider. He also highlights the current ignorance of the financing of quality services. 
I think the big sort will continue to shape the face of America’s migration and settlement patterns. The brands of both political and industrial arena revolve around groups and communities and thus form the preference and market strategies. Therefore, The Big Sort will also prove influential in marketing campaigns and technical programs. Economic development for future generations will build on the concepts highlighted by Bishop and expound on them. I also believe that the role of the federal government in policy implementation and elections will build on the platform laid out in the book. 
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