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1.6

Summary

1.7

Check Your Progress

1.1 LEARNING OBJECTIVES
In this unit, you will learn about margin, marginality and marginalization. These
terms have been the centre of discussion in the academic sphere since last few
decades. These concepts carry diverse meanings depending upon the context where
these are discussed. Marginality is an important field of study and research. This is a
debateable concept with complex and wide range of meanings. Marginal people are
considered to be the oppressed and exploited sections of the society.
1.2

INTRODUCTION

Margin, in common parlance, is defined by the edge or border of some object,
phenomenon or act. It also denotes side, brink, fringe, boundary, limits, periphery and
extremity, etc. Generally, it is used in opposition to the mainstream. Marginality, on
the other hand, is refers to the property of being marginal. It can be a position in a
territory or a social position excluded from the dominant group or power centre.
Marginalisation can be understood as a process of being marginal. The Oxford
Dictionary of Sociology defines marginalisation as “a process by which a group or
individual is denied access to important positions and symbols of economic, religious,
or political power within any society” (Scott and Marshall, 2009). Marginality can
have various definitions and meanings. Some of the broad and widely discussed
related categories are border line, situated at the margin, encounter with two or more
cultures, etc. which might create a chaos in its understanding.
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Svetlana Bankovskaya used the concept of “marginal man” introduced by Robert E.
Park as central to her study of marginality. Marginality research should most
importantly focus on the ways to disclose the social processes responsible for
marginalisation. In order to disclose the social processes responsible for
marginalisation, it is important to establish contingency of the term with basic
sociological concepts that are generally used to understand the idea of marginality.
Conducting a theoretical operation of marginality in the context of processes
responsible for destabilization of society involve de-socialisation and re-socialisation,
social/cultural/political exclusion, hybridization and diffusion.
Classical sociology provides a strong base for the source of concepts and ideas vital
for the analysis of marginalisation. Marginalisation can be looked at from various
perspectives. In the social science tradition, one of the first works on marginalisation
can be traced from Simmel‟s article on The Stranger (1908) and Sociology of Space.
Later, the term was redefined by Robert E. Park in his paper Human Migration and
the Marginal Man (1928). Further, A. Schutz on “stranger” and “home comer”, G. H.
Mead‟s work on “The Philosophy of the Present” and Durkheim‟s work on “anomie”
and “moral community” presents a large range of perspectives relative to marginality.
Sociological study on marginality focuses on two different approaches of marginality
– the functionalist approach and the formal approach. The functionalist approach
refers to the group view and focuses on the marginal‟s relation to the group.
“Identity” and “participation” becomes the main criteria of the functionalist approach.
Identity making itself is regarded as participation in the group. The functionalist
approach to marginality, which also presents its negative aspect of marginality,
usually refers to the lack of participation in the group resulting in deprivation and
exclusion from the social structure and this process can be termed as marginalisation.
On the other hand, the formal approach focuses not on the relation to the group only
rather one‟s relation to multiple groups in the society.
People enter into the belt of marginalisation because of their confrontation between
two cultures or because of their position of being in-between. They possess the right
to choose the dominant culture leaving behind their own. But entering a new social
structure and identifying oneself with it means to enter a new bounded entity which
ultimately results in the death of ascribed identity (identity of origin). However, they
can even choose their own culture (of origin) due to the fear of domination and
exploitation by the dominant culture in the new social structure. This leads to a
situation of dilemma and so the marginals choose to survive in between two cultures.
But surviving between two cultures is itself a struggle (Bankovskaya, 2014).
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Here in the context of media representation, it can be said that marginality poses a
great challenge and opportunity to be represented in various forms of media. We are
concerned with the marginalization of ethnic and religious minorities, people with
disabilities, old aged, children, women and sexual minorities. During the media
processes, such categories of people are often overlooked and their experiences
ignored. In this context, we can think of media representation in two ways. First
involves reporting these various kinds of marginalised communities and the second is
about the representation and employment of marginal people in various media houses.
It has been observed and reported from time to time that the media reproduces some
of the daily discriminatory practices happening elsewhere in its own domain against
members of marginalized communities. This process takes various strategies like
derogatory, offensive speech and text to marginalise and exclude these communities
from the media discourses. But at the same time, some sensitive media houses also
generate discourses that attempt to identify the problems regarding discrimination of
members of different marginalized communities.
Marginality is considered by many as an involuntary position. This condition might
arise from any individual, group or community‟s position at a margin of social,
economic or political sphere and inhibiting them from having access to the productive
resources thereby creating more marginalisation and limiting their capabilities.
Marginality is a complex condition of disadvantage that individuals and communities
may experience because of vulnerabilities which may arise from unequal or
inequitable environmental, ethnic, cultural, social, political and economic factors
(Mehretu et al., 2000). Marginality has been defined as a state of limbo between at
least two cultural life-worlds. As a social phenomenon, the concept of marginality
was first proposed by Robert E. Park (1928). This concept has since then been used
by within sociological and other social science disciplines. Sociologists and
anthropologists have studied the issue of margins in various societies. Off late, it
became popular in the sphere of media as well. In the context of marginality, the
readjustment process of migrant has been discussed by Park in his seminal essay.
Robert Park (1928) argues that the inability of the marginal person to return
unchanged to his or her original group and not being able to completely immerse in
the host culture puts them in a difficult condition.
Marginality as a term has multi-disciplinary roots. It is mostly compared with the
word exclusion. Billson (2005) writes that after Robert Park‟s use of the term
marginality, it has flourished, broadened and expanded by others. He suggests that in
three different ways, it has been used in the field of social science and specifically in
sociology. These are: 1) cultural marginality: dilemmas of assimilation and cross
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cultural identities; 2) social role marginality: in this case, an individual is often
restricted to be part of a superior group; 3) structural marginality: it refers to the
disadvantaged position or powerlessness in terms of social, economic and political
dimensions. The more accepted definition of the marginality refers to the lack of
power and participation experienced by an individual, group, community or territory.
Marginalization is a multi-layered and elusive concept. Marginalisation can occur at
various levels. A Nation can be marginalised at the global level where as a
community or society could be marginalised at the national or federal level.
1.3

FACTORS RELATIVE TO THE RISE OF MARGINALIZATION

A number of reasons are responsible for the marginal condition of people all around
the globe. Lack of knowledge and awareness, absence of economic resources, lack of
political rights, lack of recognition and power are few of the many reasons
responsible for marginalization. The risk of reproducing marginality, generation after
generation, is mainly because of the lack of consciousness among people and their
inability to educate their younger ones. Various governmental and non-governmental
organisations are struggling to decrease the level of marginalisation by raising funds
for homelessness, for education, providing meals during school hours, etc. Despite all
the efforts, there still is the difficulty in solving the problems of marginality because
of rapid technological changes, emergence of new ideologies, restructuring of labour
market and so on.
Jane Jenson quotes the political philosopher Iris Marion who defines marginals as
“people, the system of labor cannot or will not use”. She claims marginalization as
the most dangerous form of oppression where a group of people are deprived from
material requirements and alienated from participation in social life. Marginals are
those unemployed youth, single mothers, orphans, physically disabled (or differently
abled), people of third world countries, people considering the streets as their roof,
working labourers not earning enough to meet the needs of the families, discriminated
victims of racism, lower caste sections, etc. A wide range of people enter the belt of
marginality for various reasons (Jenson, 2000).
Jenson, in the document, enlists three major factors which are responsible for
marginalization. These are: unemployment, poverty and exclusion. Unemployment
means lack of work and job which results in economic hardships and failure to
participate in society as opposed to being employed, which brings in well-being and
participation in society socially, economically and politically. In the present capitalist
scenario, being unemployed is a sign of marginalization.
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Poverty being one of the causes of marginalisation has in itself certain complexities.
Firstly, the measurement issue as to what criteria can define it. Either by measuring
their low income cut-offs (LICO) or based on their fulfilment of basic needs. Many
are using income-based measures (LICO and basic need measures) whereas Human
Poverty Index of the UN Human Development Report uses non-income dimensions
of poverty. The second complexity of poverty is the “reversibility of poverty”, as
many capitalist nations focus on limiting poverty if not eliminating it. Poverty as a
problem relative to marginalisation reflects that inhabiting in an area of poverty, long
generations of poverty and not earning enough to meet the basic necessities of life are
causing marginalisation. Marginalisation in such case occurs due to unequal
distribution of income, ineffective social policies, individual circumstances, etc.
Exclusion brings in the division between the “included majority‟ and „excluded
minority‟. Exclusion from the mainstream means separation from the group or
community. Excluded are called marginals because of their isolation from social
interaction process and their inability to participate in the group. Geographical
isolation is an important cause of exclusion. Racial discrimination, gender
discrimination and many other forms of subordination are responsible for exclusion.
It is an outcome of unawareness of one‟s own civil, political and social rights.
Focusing on the development of a more egalitarian society can be one way of solving
this problem (Jenson, 2000).
One of the significant researches on marginality is the differentiation between the
sociological approach and psychological approach of marginality. The sociological
approach of marginality deals with marginal‟s relationship and functions towards the
group; whereas the psychological approach of marginalisation deals with the
marginal‟s feelings, consciousness, self-conscious sentiments, memories and
perceptions (Bankovskaya 2014).
Adam Weisberger argues that in order to resolve ambivalence, marginal persons use
one or more of the following typology:
1. Assimilation – meaning the acceptance of culture of the host society.
2. Return – Weisberger explains return as the returning back of marginal man to
his/her origin and trying to re-integrate in the group to which he/she belongs.
3. Transcendence – it is the search for a third path to overcome the problem of
double ambivalence.
4. Poise – it means non-response leading to loneliness and anxiety.
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Thus, it can be claimed that marginality is the outcome when migrants of one culture
comes in contact with another alien culture which may result in conflict and also lead
to the emergence of a new culture. The sociological view of marginality is considered
as an important tool to understand immigrant groups, of understanding their
consequences after coming in touch with the host culture (Weisberger, 1992; Pelc,
2017).
The extent of marginality cannot be objectively measured as it is a concept of
subjective meanings. Studies on marginality should measure the extent of
marginality. There exists no such place on earth where there is no marginality. Even a
small trace of marginality is present in every society which means that a region has at
least a minimum count of marginals.
1.4 MARGINALITY AND MARKET FACTORS
Cause of unequal development in societies is rooted in the degree of social and spatial
disparities. Most of the reasons reactive to development disparities are ingrained in
the market factors. However, social and spatial disparities in the level of living are
because of both market and non-market factors. One of the important concepts in
relation to marginality is the “problem region” which means the region of very slow
development or no development at all. The emergence of problem-regions can be
traced from the core-periphery relationship in which the cores are the developed
nations and the peripheries are the under-developed nations. In this relationship, the
core nations exploit the natural resources and even man-power for its own
development leaving behind the peripheral nations at the adverse affects of
marginality.
Apart from the market conditions, non-market conditions are also responsible for
marginality. Socially constructed barriers prevent some individuals and communities
to access the rights and opportunities. The dominant group exercises power on other
groups which is because of the differences created by caste, gender, class, ethnicity
etc. This type of marginality is termed as systematic marginality. Systematic
marginality occurs in order to fulfil the interest of the dominant groups. Examples of
systematic marginality – Apartheid in colonial South Africa, Rhodesia, and Tribal
based marginalisation in Rwanda, Ethiopia and Sudan. The systematic marginality
also stems from ethno-cultural factors in two ways. Firstly, it arises due to colonial
rule over the indigenous people where the colonial rulers have the political and
economic powers in their hands. Secondly, it arises when there are conflicts between
internal groups in a nation because of religion, race etc. (Mehretu et al, 2000).
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1.5 MEDIA AND MARGINALITY
Media in principle forms a strong platform to raise the voice of the oppressed and
fight against injustice. It can contribute in various forms. These may be idealistic,
optimistic, critical and realistic. Media‟s proper contribution in supporting and raising
the voice of the marginals depends on the interest and the role played by media
personals. So the presence of a strong and well established media is important to raise
the voice of the marginals. Media acts as a vehicle or obstacle to empower or
disempower the marginal citizens. A sense of civic agency is must for social change,
a change leading to welfare.
Media freedom of speech and expression serves a purpose here. Media are not only
able to narrate the condition of marginality, but they at the same time, become aware
and conscious of the exploitation of marginal people which gives them a courage to
fight for their rights and privileges. Mass media serves as a powerful weapon for
those suppressed to call for mass mobilisation. Marginal groups use media as a
medium of representation, challenging the mainstream to establish their symbolic
power. Deborah Gabriel mentions about the African Caribbean‟s use of blog as a
medium to contest and reconfigure race and gendered inequalities. Media here is used
as a tool of resistance against racial oppression to construct black identity.
Moreover, non-governmental organisations to a large extent help to facilitate equal
portrayal of the marginals in media by raising funds and through advertisements.
Through interaction with journalists, NGOs ensure to provide the marginals a
platform of dignity. It serves as a voice for the voiceless and invisibles. But it has
been observed that many victims of exclusion or marginals are afraid to speak about
their oppression and injustice.
1.6 SUMMARY
It is found that some media discourses reproduce the existing discriminatory
practices, while others can be regarded as part of the social practices attempting to
eliminate discrimination against marginalized groups. Time and again, it is argued
that media houses and media professionals construct and sustain inequality. They give
privilege to few and marginalise many in the due course of time. The mainstream
media are, of course, discursively active in this arena, and have remained a powerful
force in shaping common understandings of citizenship (its insides and outsides). In
“Media, Margins and Civic Agency”, Thorsen et al. (2015) explores the discursive
and structural (re)production of social, cultural and political marginality via
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constructions of voiced and silenced, „orderly‟ and „disorderly‟, „normative‟ and
„non-normative‟, citizens and „non-citizens‟ in mainstream media and media policy.
Those who find themselves marginalised by political rhetoric, mainstream media
representation, or lack of representation, sometimes find the means to push back.
In another important volume “Media, Margins and Popular Culture”, Thorsen et al.
(2015) provides a vibrant snapshot of both established and emerging concerns around
media representation and marginal identities from representation of Dalits in Hindi
cinema to (self) representations of working-class Scottish women in community
media. The collection of essays consider media and „the margins‟ of representation in
various ways such as the structural and ideological construction of marginality in
state and media produced censorship or media scholarship itself in representations of
social marginality (Thorsen et al., 2015). Many people have started arguing that
marginality is not simply deprivation, it can also create possibilities. In the era of
social media where people have great access to blog, mails, Facebook, Twitter and
WhatsApp, the situation has also changed. Marginality is also re-fashioned as a
commodity by and through media.
1.7 CHECK YOUR PROGRESS

1. What do you mean by marginality?
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
2. What are the factors of rise in Marginalization?
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
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UNIT-2

NOTIONS OF MAINSTREAM CULTURE

2.0 Unit Structure
2.1 Learning Objectives
2.2 Introduction
2.3 Defining Mainstream Culture
2.4 Mainstream culture as mass culture
2.5 Mainstream culture as popular culture
2.6 Mainstream culture as dominant culture
2.7 Mainstream culture, sub-culture and counter-culture
2.8 Summary
2.1 LEARNING OBJECTIVES
After completion of the unit, you could able to learn about:
 Different aspects of mainstream culture;
 Popular culture, mass culture, dominant culture, counter-cultures;
 The impact of mass media in propagating mainstream culture.

2.2 INTRODUCTION
With people‟s lives in modern capitalist societies getting increasingly defined and
affected by mass media, it has become necessary to examine the mainstream culture
that is being shared by the majority. One cannot however examine this without taking
into consideration the inequalities that exist in terms of access to this culture and the
role mass media plays wherein people are viewed as a collectivity. This implies that a
need for uniform and homogenising cultural pattern through which all individuals can
relate to each other. However, such is not the case. We shall see how the mainstream
culture, although shared, can have variations as the level of cultural diffusion has only
become faster and more intense.
2.3 DEFINING MAINSTREAM CULTURE
In order to understand the concept of „margins/marginality/marginalisation‟, we need
to first look at what exists in the opposite spectrum. After all, those who occupy the
space in the margins are those that do not do so in the mainstream and vice versa.
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However, defining mainstream is not that simple. The Oxford English Dictionary
defines mainstream as “The ideas, attitudes, or activities that are shared by most
people and regarded as normal or conventional”. Therefore, mainstream culture
would be inclusive of all cultural components that are regarded as such. However,
this is easier said than done. Over the past few decades, with the cultural landscape
changing rapidly due to various structural changes in society, it has become difficult
to define the concept of „mainstream‟.
A „modern‟ society is a multi-cultural society. Certain cultural differences offer deep
insights into the values and histories of societies. We see all over how people respect
or push aside the elderly, are peaceful or warlike, have many or few children,
embrace different religious beliefs, and enjoy different kinds of art, music, food and
sport. Although we are biologically the same but as cultural species, we have
developed different ideas about what is pleasant and revolting, respectful and
offensive, attractive and repulsive, right and wrong. Humans thus express their
culture through differences. However, the feature of the new global society is the
sharing of certain common cultural traits - tangible material culture as well as nontangible non-material culture. This can range from mobile phones to patriotism, from
fried chicken to valuing individual success, etc. This phenomenon of sharing is
perpetuated by mass media especially the mainstream mass media which allows a
large number of people to collectively access, process and share a kind of information
that both reflect and shape prevailing currents of thought. Thus mainstream culture
will broadly include ideas, attitudes, or activities that are shared by most people and
regarded as conventional; the ways the vast number of individuals relate to each other
meaningfully; and the values they accept as common to one another. It will also be
inclusive of perceptions which are considered as shared; which conform to their
norms and help them make judgements about the behaviour and belief traits. One can
identify what can be defined as mainstream by looking at the kind of symbols that are
most visible and understood, the norms that are accepted as standard guidelines for
appropriate behaviour, the values that are upheld and protected, the language that is
spoken widely, and the material culture which is most widespread.
It is impossible to look at mainstream culture without looking into other related
concepts of culture - mass, popular and dominant, especially since they are all bound
up together because of mass media. Further, one needs to shed light on sub-cultures
and counter-cultures as a domain where groups and individuals get to negotiate their
preferences within the larger mainstream culture.
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2.4 MAINSTREAM CULTURE AS MASS CULTURE
Mass culture refers to a set of cultural ideas, values, attitudes and beliefs that are a
result of shared exposure of a population to the same social activities, cultural traits
and tastes, mass communications media, music and art, etc. In this sense, mass culture
is a product of modern communications and electronic media. It has been argued that
mass culture is a product of industrialisation and urbanisation, a process that resulted
in the decline of traditional community, agrarian structures, and other mediating
social institutions, as well as simultaneous growth of scientific knowledge, the spread
of mechanized, monotonous industrial and factory work, and the development of
large cities populated by anonymous crowds. As the links between them that are
contractual and erratic, mass culture plays a part here in that it becomes one of the
major sources of a weak yet alternative morality. Without organizations to mediate,
individuals are exposed to manipulation by core institutions of mass media and mass
culture, which is developed through mass production, and marketed for profit to a
mass public of consumers. It is thus, in a way, “a commercial culture, mass produced
for a mass market”. Its growth means there is less space or demand for any culture
which cannot make money, and which cannot be mass produced for a mass market.
There could, therefore, be no mass culture without the development of a mass means
of communication, as it is manufactured and distributed rather than arising from daily
interactions, or rooted in distinct cultural content of a community. For instance,
cultural products such as films were not necessarily mass produced in the same way
as cars or television. However, the introduction of complex techniques into the
making of films, the capital invested into it, and its consumption by audience made
possible through cinemas meant they could now be regarded as marketable products.
Thus, the movie industry along with hash tags in social media, promoting lifestyles
over Facebook and Tweeter, shopping malls, smart phones, internet, are all examples
of mass culture.
The concept of mass culture however has been criticised from the perspective of
Critical theorists such as Theodore Adorno of Frankfurt School. Adorno used Marx‟s
conception of commodity fetishism to the domain of culture. He argued that just like
commodities, in general, and culture especially music, is also now produced for the
market and for consumers, thus being characterised by their value for money and
profit making ability, instead of their primary function. Dominic Strinati (2004) states
that,
“According to the Frankfurt School, the culture industry reflects the consolidation of
commodity fetishism, the domination of exchange value and the ascendancy of state
monopoly capitalism. It shapes the tastes and preferences of the masses, thereby
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moulding their consciousness by instilling the desire for false needs. It therefore
works to exclude real or true needs alternative and radical concepts or theories, and
genuinely threatening political opposition. It is so effective in doing this that people
do not realise what is going on.”
Mass is sometimes understood to be a more derogatory term reflecting a lack of taste,
wherein products are undervalued or devalued for the purpose of meeting the
demands of majority of the consumers unlike high culture and cannot be a genuine
and authentic work. Terms like “cultured”, “high standard”, “sophisticated”, “finer
things” are used to denote this. But to assume that elements of high culture are
inherently superior to or more worthy than mass culture is also wrong. It‟s equivalent
to comparing classical music to Bollywood songs, or Beethoven to Metal, or golf to a
game of darts. However, such assessment also implies that certain cultural products
are not available to certain members of the society. At the same time, mass culture is
not equivalent to „folk‟ culture as they are no longer based on the people‟s
interactions nor is it local.
2.5 MAINSTREAM CULTURE AS POPULAR CULTURE
In terms of definition, the term „popular culture‟ signifies the culture that prevails in a
society at a certain time. According to Delaney (2017), “as the „culture of the people‟,
popular culture is determined by the interactions between people in their everyday
activities: styles of dress, the use of slang, greeting rituals and the foods that people
eat are all examples of popular culture”. The term mass culture is regularly used as an
alternate for popular culture. Despite having a lot in common, the terms are not
completely interchangeable. The basic difference between the two concerns mainly
the difference in means of the transmission - popular culture spreads also via direct
individual to individual contact, aside from technical means while mass culture is
specific through mass media. Also, mass culture is linked to a specific shared kind of
content which is designed to reach as many people as possible while popular culture
is more varied. However, that being said, mass culture is popular culture created by
mass industry techniques and sold for the profit of mass public. Thus, the
fundamental difference is the means of transmission. For example, music concerts,
theatre performances or sports events can be attended by only a certain number of
people yet the artists and organisers can release performances/events online, on
television or on DVDs thereby causing them to become a part of mass culture. Access
to popular culture therefore can be out of one‟s choice or interest, and one does not
have to accept the products that are offered or imposed, or those oriented on profit.
Popular culture thus constitutes a certain level of participation and not mere
reception.
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Thus any mainstream culture in the form of popular culture can be formed from and
shared through numerous sources. As mentioned, an important source is the mass
media, especially popular music, film, television, computer games, books, magazines
and of course the internet. In addition, we now experience this transmission through
direct oral communication, i.e., cell phones. Professional and formal agencies and
institutions that provide people with information such as news about scientific,
academic and scholarly publications, and experts who are authorities in their field
opinion are also sources of popular culture as it helps to shape and influence group
and collective opinions. This aspect of popular culture is what distinguishes it from
folk and high culture. Folk culture, although similar to popular culture due to mass
participation, represents more static, traditional, and conservative values. As
mentioned in the previous segment, high culture on the other hand is considered as
culture of the elites. It falls on the opposite spectrum of mass culture as well because
elements of high culture are never produced for mass consumption; it requires a
certain kind of specialization which is kept exclusive to certain groups.
2.6 MAINSTREAM CULTURE AS DOMINANT CULTURE
Mainstream culture is a shared culture which is consumed by the majority and
accepted as well. However, all mainstream culture is also a result of certain elements
which are reflections of a single or few specific cultures. This is known as the
dominant culture which sets the standard for the larger mainstream version. The
dominant culture of a society therefore establishes its mainstream ideas, values,
beliefs, preferences, norms, languages, etc. When one speaks of dominance, there is
an aspect of control and coercion to it. Thus, a dominant culture is not necessarily a
culture of the majority (though it often is), but rather of those who have more power
and control over the resources of a society. This culture will be a reflection of
dominant groups, their ideology, their interests, etc. which in turn will set the norm
for rest of the society. Because societies are no longer monolithic, presence of
dominant culture can lead to conflict during the process of assimilation on one hand
and that of survival on the other. Issues of minority and group-differentiated rights are
generally an outcome of such struggle. For instance, in most societies today, the
products are usually marketed for heterosexual, young, urban, educated, able-bodied
people, thus setting the pattern of what is considered common and normal. When in
fact the reality is that, the market consists of consumers who are queer, older, from
rural and semi-urban areas and are differently abled as well. Thus, a culture is
dominant within society when that culture establishes specific standards for group
behaviours. One can apply Marxist understanding of ideology in order to understand
the role of dominant culture as it takes control over communication, education, legal
and political institutions, art, music, religious beliefs, i.e. the superstructure as well as
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the economy, market, financial and various other business practices. Dominant
culture is thus imposed through socialization, across various stages of exposure.
A dominant culture thus transforms into mainstream when elements of it become
accepted by those that are not originally members of the same group that perpetuated
those cultural traits, i.e., it is considered by a large amount of people in a society as
their own. Historically, we can think of slavery, apartheid, centrality of English
language, college education, a career in government services, monogamy, etc. as
examples of dominant culture which have found acceptance into the larger culture at
one point of time or the other.
2.7 MAINSTREAM CULTURE, SUB-CULTURE AND COUNTER-CULTURE
Subcultures constitute a segment of the larger mainstream culture, with distinct
lifestyles but are at the same time defined by it. Some subcultures are looked as less
powerful versions of its dominant counterpart. In criminology, it has been analysed as
a collectivity (such as a gang) which is defined by membership. For instance,
members of delinquent gangs are deviants with similar aspirations as mainstream
counterpart (e.g.: making money etc). Thus, they share similar goals but pursue
different means. However, this is a very limited understanding especially if one were
to look into a heterogeneous society with multiple and colliding value systems
because people participate in multiple sub-cultural categories simultaneously. Not
only that, most of us move in and out of subcultures frequently across a lifetime. In
contemporary society, subcultures could include biker gangs, tattooed individuals,
cosplayers, body builder, etc. Subcultures can be an important source of identity, but
the relationship between subcultures and the dominant culture is often one of power,
meaning the status of individuals within the dominant culture may give them the
power to define aspects of the subculture through a process of labelling and this can
lead to prejudice and discrimination. On the other hand, though subcultures could be
seen as a way through which groups in society face little opportunity to succeed
within the dominant culture, but can take back some power to define their own
success criteria.
Another concept that has critical importance is that of counter culture. The term was
first introduced by sociologist Talcott Parsons in his classical work The Social
System. But it was properly defined by Milton Yinger who characterized it broadly as
a culture in opposition to or conflict with dominant and mainstream culture in terms
of value. This is distinct from „sub-culture‟ which tries to affirm to values of
mainstream while counter culture rejects. Keith Roberts (1978) states,
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“The term counter-culture, on the other hand, might be used to refer to alternative
mini cultures which make provisions for both sexes and a wide range of age groups,
which are capable of influencing people over their entire life span, and which develop
appropriate institutions to sustain the group in relative self sufficiency.”
Counter culture will include deviations of sorts, whether in food, fashion, values, etc.
Although history has demonstrated that at some point, counter cultures become
marketable in their own way and thus commercialised. Famous examples include
those of hippie culture who rejected social and sexual norms in 1960s in West; punks,
survivalists who reject mainstream and “survive off-grid”, gay movement, etc.
2.8 SUMMARY
Mainstream culture therefore has elements of mass, dominant and popular culture. It
is what majority of the members of the society consider and accept as obvious. It is,
according to this majority, that the culture should be the norm, conformed to, pursued
and protected. At the end of the day, all followers of this culture relate to one another
through the symbols and meanings persistent with it. It serves as a means for people
to be included into the larger groups and shapes the outlook and world-view. Thus,
consuming mainstream culture has elements of prestige attached to it especially
within a group thereby providing opportunities to change it as well. This is why
mainstream culture is constantly changing. Subcultures as a „world within a world‟
present a distinct yet harmonious view of the mainstream way of life. Counter
cultures on the other hand are perceived more as a threat to social order even though
it might not be associated with harmful behaviour. Structural process of urbanization,
industrialization and modernization has remained significant factors in creation and
dissemination of mainstream culture. As our society shifts into global media
influenced order, certain values have come to form the core of mainstream culture.
These include freedom, democracy, material comfort and success, group opportunity,
individualism, education, technological advancement to list a few. At the same time,
divergent mainstream values of distinct identity assertions, leisure, sexism, ageism
constantly creates tension within the larger culture system. The mass media serves as
the best medium where ideas are expressed and discussed within and across the
public discourse where individuals are eager to question and voice their thoughts.
This also implies that a biased and ineffective mass media can lead to the formation
of mainstream culture that completely pushes certain cultural groups and ideologies
out of public imagination. We need to be aware of this especially because issues of
the marginalized will rarely be discussed and confronted; practise of ethnocentrism is
only on the rise despite the growing presence of global economy and global
migration.
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2.9 CHECK YOUR PROGRESS
1. Why mainstream culture is taken as mass culture?
_________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________
2. How mainstream culture is different from sub-culture?
_________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________
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UNIT-3

CULTURES OF DOMINANCE AND
TRADITIONS OF RESISTANCE

3.0 Unit Structure
3.1 Learning Objectives
3.2 Introduction
3.3 Dominance and other related terminologies
3.3.1

Social Stratification

3.3.2

Social Exclusion

3.3.3

Cultural Hegemony

3.4 Tradition of Resistance
3.5 Counter Hegemony
3.6 Foucault: Power and Knowledge
3.7 Stuart Hall and Counter Hegemony
3.8 Summary
3.9 Check Your Progress
3.1 LEARNING OBJECTIVES
After completion of this unit, you will learn various theoretical understandings on
dominance and resistance. Most importantly, you will be able to relate the theory of
cultural hegemony posed by Italian Neo-Marxist Antonio Gramsci which shapes our
everyday analysis of various social situations and understandings related to power,
dominance, etc. This module will change your perceptions about dominance and
resistance. Because resistance is not always a physical protest, or a war but it is also a
war of position; it is expressed in various forms in everyday life by human beings.
3.2 INTRODUCTION
In this module, you will learn some of the issues related to domination and resistance.
There are several terms and concepts associated with dominance which can be said as
a product of it, which signify some kind of power relations between the dominating
and the dominated. These important concepts are marginalisation, social exclusion,
hierarchy, social stratification etc. Broadly, in social science discourses, these
concepts are widely discussed in various disciplines. Here in the first part of this
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module we will discuss these concepts by bringing in various theoretical debates. In
the next part of this module, we will discuss the issue of resistance. Gramsci‟s theory
of cultural hegemony is one of the central focuses in this discussion. His idea was
later adopted by various others especially by the culture studies group such as
Richard Hoggart, Stuart Hall, Raymond Williams, Tony Jefferson and Brian Roberts
of the Centre for Contemporary Cultural Studies of Birmingham (CCCS) to
understand the sub-culture, popular culture and resistance. We will discuss these
issues in this module.
3.3 DOMINANCE AND OTHER RELATED TERMINOLOGIES
Dominance of individual or of group over other individual(s) or group(s) is not a new
phenomenon. Throughout human civilizations in every society, those who are
powerful dominate the weaker ones. As societies are stratified on various lines,
therefore one gets more privileges and becomes powerful and dominates the other.
Dominance of one over another also signifies hierarchies in society. Hierarchies may
be in terms of race, gender, ethnicity, caste, religion, economic status and so on.
Dominance in such sense has multiple connotations – it is not only a linear process of
dominating individuals or groups rather it is a multi-layeredphenomenon. In the
process of dominating others, hegemony is also used along with physical power.
Hence, it is also a process of hegemonization. Many a times, the process of
dominance of the dominant group(s) is normalized or naturalized. It gets mutual
consent from those who are dominated. Thus, many a times, dominance also gets
legitimacy. There are multiple results of domination in societies. It creates hierarchies
among individuals and groups, excludes people socially and culturally and finally
marginalizes the dominated people.
In such societies where domination is naturalized, power is exercised over the weaker
and such processes marginalise and socially exclude mass of population. At the same
time, such exclusions are hegemonic in nature. Thus, marginalization, social
exclusion, hierarchy, stratification, hegemony, etc. are interrelated ideas that
exemplify the domination of certain groups who enjoy all the privileges and
systematically exclude others and hurt the rights of people.
There is a theory in social sciences called „social dominance theory‟ which states that
social hierarchies and social structures are supported by groups. It describes how
social hierarchies are formed and maintained. Due to various types of hierarchies in a
society, the dominant groups enjoy privileges and other benefits including security
whereas some other groups are subverted and discriminated due to certain dimensions
which they lack as opposed to the dominant groups and thus turning them marginal.
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Let us now discuss some of the concepts related to dominance.
3.3.1 Social Stratification
Social stratification implies categorization of people over various attributes
depending upon their heterogeneity. Such differentiation among people based on
economic condition, power, statuses, etc. create social inequality. It creates hierarchy
among people in a society. Melvin Tumin defines social stratification as an
“arrangement of any social group or society into hierarchy of position that are
unequal with regard to power, property, social evolution and psychic gratification.”
(http://www.sociologyguide.com/social-stratification/Introduction.php)
There are various theories on social stratification. Karl Marx viewed social structure
in terms of class or more precisely believed in economic determinism. For Marx,
there are only two classes in society – the haves and the have nots or the proletariat
and bourgeoisie. The bourgeoisie exploit the proletariats and they also control the
means of production in a society. These two are the basic stratum in society,
according to Marxists. Marx thus talks about class struggle to overthrow the
domination of the bourgeoisie.
Max Weber, a Sociologist, however extended this view and looked into how power is
distributed in society in various ways. He held that those who have the ownership of
the means of productions are not only the powerful ones rather there are some other
dimensions too that make somebody powerful. He posits three dimensions on the
social stratification, which depict how society is organised and power is distributed.
For him, these three dimensions are class, social status and party. It implies that
power of a person may come through economic order, social order or political order.
These three differing situations make one powerful. Weber conceptualises the terms
like power, domination and communal and social action to understand social
stratification. He defines power as “the chance of a man or of a number of men to
realise their own will in a communal action even against the resistance of others who
are participating in the action.”
3.3.2 Social Exclusion
The idea of social exclusion came into academic debates and was considered as a
social problem in 1974, when René Lenoir, as Secrétaired‟Etat a l‟ActionSociale of
the French Government published Les Exclus: UN Francaissur dix. In its report, the
French Government found a tenth of its total population excluded. Sen borrowing
from Lenoir has mentioned that these groups include people especially “mentally and
physically handicapped, suicidal people, aged invalids, abused children, substance
abusers, delinquents, single parents, multi-problem households, marginal, asocial
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persons, and other social „misfits‟”(2000: 2). Silver holds that people may be
excluded in the sense of “a livelihood; secure, permanent employment; earnings;
property, credit, or land; housing; minimal or prevailing consumption levels;
education, skills, and cultural capital; the welfare state; citizenship and legal equality;
democratic participation; public goods; the nation or the dominant race; family and
sociability; humanity, respect, fulfilment and understanding”(1995: 60).
Social exclusion is a systematic process where individuals and communities are
barred to enjoy various rights, resources and opportunities of the society where they
live. It is a process of discrimination, which stops some people to participate in social,
political and economic life as per their desire. Caste, gender, religion, sexual
orientation, economic status, ethnicity, etc. are some the dimensions which restricts
individuals and communities to participate freely. For example, the lower caste
people in India are not allowed to enter in the temples which may be a finest example
of social exclusion in Indian context. In many societies, women are not allowed to
participate in the political processes. Many a times the lower caste people are denied
jobs in the upper caste establishments, etc. Thus, social exclusion has economic,
social and political implications. Seemingly, exclusions are also based on social
relations and are normalized. Social exclusion thus affects the rights and entitlement
of people who are excluded. At the same time, process of social exclusion establishes
the dominance of the privileged sections of the society over the weaker sections.
3.3.3 Cultural Hegemony
Italian Neo Marxist, Antonio Gramsci, conceptualized the concept of hegemony in
his Prison Notebooks. The term was first used by Lenin. Hegemony can be defined as
the domination of one group over another where the dominated groups give mutual
consent to such domination. Gramsci defines hegemony as “the „spontaneous‟
consent given by the great masses of the population to the general direction imposed
on social life by the dominant fundamental groups; this consent is „historically‟
caused by the prestige (and consequent confidence) which the dominant group enjoys
because of its position and function in the world of production. …..ruling groups
impose a direction on social life; subordinates are manipulatively persuaded to board
the „dominant fundamental‟ express” (Lears 1985, 567-593). Gramsci tried to
understand the failure of the Western working class movement and the rise of fascism
in Italy, as Marx said that revolution would come first to the advanced capitalist
society. But it did not happen in the advanced nations of Europe rather it happened in
Russia which was relatively less advanced.
He held that the ruling class or the dominant section propagates its ideology to rest of
the society through various means, which influences everyday life and common
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masses except the ideology or give consent to such ideology. Marx gave importance
on the base structure (economy) to analyze society where Gramsci‟s importance was
on various components of the superstructure such as religious, cultural, political,
social as well as everyday activities of men. For him, in these spheres, human ideas
are formed which can guide the society. The ruling class already has such ideas and
propagates it to the masses. Various state apparatus, civil society bodies and
traditional intellectuals circulate the ruling class ideology to the masses. The common
masses except the world view, beliefs and practices and the dominant ideology
becomes the norm. Such normalization compels the masses to maintain the status quo
– social, political and economic.
Gramsci through the idea of cultural hegemony tried to analyze the states and the
ruling class and its use of various institutions (cultural and ideological) to hold power.
It is the process, which normalizes the dominant ideology, and domination is accepted
by the masses. However, Gramsci talks about counter-hegemony or creation of
alternative consciousness among the masses against the hegemony. He was of the
view that if the working class or the masses seize the means of production, it would
not last long, until and unless working class ideology is circulated to the masses.
Hence, Gramsci talks about two kinds of wars – war of manoeuvre (the real struggle)
and the war of position (ideas and ideology which guide the struggle).
Cultural hegemony is thus the ability of ruling population through cultural means
where the handful of people dominates the masses by controlling various institutions.
Henceforth the dominant ideology becomes the norm and also the world view of the
masses. More importantly, the masses give consent to such ideology. Cultural
hegemony is a tool to control the dominant sections. In such sense, it may not be
visible but it establishes societal norms, which is established through various cultural
components. It is the mixture of social, political and cultural forces through which
dominant ideology is established without the use of coercive power. Though the
concept of cultural hegemony is widely used to understand working class revolution
and the state machinery but it is nowadays also used widely to understand and
analyze various social situations.
We have discussed above various concepts related to domination – how domination is
maintained and some possible consequences of it. Let us discuss now how society
resists such dominations.

Page 21

3.4 TRADITION OF RESISTANCE
Dominance and resistance can be seen dialectically, where there is dominance there is
resistance; if dominance increases resistance also increases. We have already
mentioned that dominance is closely related to power. Michel Foucault holds that
“Where there is power, there is resistance” (1990:95). The dominated people create
its own space of resistance not necessarily a frontal war but through their popular
practices which can be said as the everyday resistance against the dominants.
Mathew Arnold in his essay “Culture and Anarchy” defines culture as “the best which
has been thought and said”. For him, culture is the total perfection which can help out
of the difficulties. We can get practical benefit out of culture. He holds “we have got
much wanted principle of authority, to counteract the tendency to anarchy which
seems to be threatening us” (Arnold, 2009: 82). Arnoldeliefs or what Stuart Hall
argues such may be found in youth sub-culture.
3.5 COUNTER HEGEMONY
One of the major writers who looked culture not only from its aesthetic sense rather
proposed the possibility of everyday use of it for benefit. Many scholars have argued
that there is always space of resistance in every dominant culture. Every society has
its own mechanisms to counter the dominant ideology. For Gramsci, such resistance
may be found in peasants‟
We have already discussed Antonio Gramsci and his concept of hegemony. Gramsci
in his analysis proposed creation of counter-hegemony to challenge the hegemony of
the dominant sections, which can dismantle ruling class ideology. Hegemony is the
mixture of coercion and consent where consent is created through hegemony of the
dominant sections. Thus, the dominant ideology becomes the common sense of the
people. To establish a counter-hegemony or hegemony of the people so that dominant
ideology and rule can be challenged, Gramsci talks about creation of alternative
historical bloc. Apart from the base-superstructure model of Marx where Marx
emphasized more on the base structure Gramsci understood the limitation of it and
analysed the superstructure. He divided the superstructure into political and civil
society. The social structures between the economic base and superstructure and the
union of these structures (like moral, ideological) is called the historic bloc. For him,
the historic bloc is an alternative interpretation of the elements of social structure –
dialectics between the base and superstructure. Gramsci holds, “material forces are
content and ideologies are the form, though the distinction between form and content
has purely indicative value, since the material forces would be inconceivable
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historically without form and the ideologies would be individual fancies without the
material forces” Gramsci, 2009: 377).
3.6 FOUCAULT: POWER AND KNOWLEDGE
Michel Foucault developed the theory of power and knowledge. Before him, it was
widely believed that power is concentrated in the hands of few within a society. But,
Foucault claims that power is distributed everywhere. He holds that power and
knowledge are interrelated – knowledge is the exercise of power where power is the
function of knowledge. Power is based on knowledge and on the other hand power
produces knowledge. Power is everywhere not because it embraces everyone but
because it comes from everywhere. He defines power as “a multiplicity of force
relations immanent in the sphere in which they operate and which constitute their
own organization” (Foucault, 1990: 93). Foucault examined various social institutions
such as madness, sexuality, clinic, jail, punishment, etc. and analysed them through
power-knowledge relationship. For him, the history of the social institutions lies on
the power relations. Power is based on knowledge and makes use of knowledge and
on the other hand, power reproduces knowledge. Power is constituted through
accepted forms of knowledge. In this line, both power and knowledge are mutually
inclusive categories. Those who are powerful create what is truth or right through
discourse. For Foucault, discourses are “practices that systematically form the objects
of which we speak”. Discourse hence, is the process of creating or constituting
knowledge. Though, discourses are instruments of power but they also produce
language of resistance. Foucault is of the view that where there is power there is
resistance. This implies that power relation is not only a relationship of oppressor and
oppressed, rather it is a productive relation as it signifies resistance. Resistance is
never exterior to power and power cannot necessarily be negative all the time. He
holds, “we must cease once and for all to describe the effects of power in negative
terms: it „excludes‟, it „represses‟, it „censors‟, it „abstracts‟, it „masks‟, it „conceals‟.
In fact power produces; it produces reality; it produces domains of objects and rituals
of truth. The individual and the knowledge that may be gained of him belong to this
production‟ (ibid: 194).
Foucault‟s major understanding on power
 Power hence in Foucauldian sense is not a macro phenomenon, it is
distributed everywhere.
 Power is not always repressive rather where there is repression, there is
resistance.
 Discourses produce power hence it also produces resistance.
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3.7 STUART HALL AND COUNTER HEGEMONY
The Centre for Contemporary Cultural Studies group critically analyzed various
media productions, popular culture, etc. in post-war Britain. The cultural studies
project did not study the aesthetic elements in culture. In a sharp contrast, it looked at
cultural practices and their relationship with power. Semiotics, politics of
representation, hegemony etc. were the major domains of it. Gramsci‟s concept of
hegemony and counter hegemony were widely used to understand and interpret media
productions, film, and popular culture.
Stuart Hall in Encoding/Decoding model mentions the communicative process of
interpretation of media production. He proposed the model of decoding as:
 The dominant hegemonic position: the viewer or the reader accepts the code
without any interpretation. Hall holds, “when the viewer takes the connoted
meaning from, say, a television newscast or current affairs programme full
and straight, and decodes the message in terms of the reference code in which
it has been encoded, we might say that the viewer is operating inside the
dominant code” (Hall, 1973: 515).
 Negotiated code or position: “decoding within the negotiated version contains
a mixture of adaptive and oppositional elements: it acknowledges the
legitimacy of the hegemonic definitions to make the grand significations
(abstract), while, at a more restricted, situational (situated) level, it makes its
own ground rules – it operates with exception to the rule” (Hall, 1973: 516).
 Oppositional counter hegemonic code or position: “It is possible for a viewer
perfectly to understand both the literal and the connotative inflection given by
a discourse but to decode the message in a globally contrary way. He or she
detotalises the message in preferred code in order to retotalise the message
within some alternative framework of reference … He or she is operating in
what we must call an oppositional code” ( 517)
In the edited volume called Resistance through Ritual: Youth subculture in Post war
Britain, Stuart Hall and Tonny Jefferson argue that the so called exotic or bizarre or
deviant forms of youth culture are significant. The distinct style, behaviour, interest
of the youths, etc. are described as youth subculture. Such culture necessarily
challenges the dominant regime of culture. Hall and Jefferson hold that the culture is
the pre-constitute form or field of possibilities. Youth subculture in post-war Britain
was a symbol of protest and resistance, which subverts the cultural authority of the
dominant class. The CCCS also studied popular culture (commonly referred as pop
culture) and considered it as a form of resistance. Popular culture involves various
forms of cultural products including art, music, film, dance which are consumed by
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majority of the populations. It is considered as the low culture as opposed to high or
elite culture. The sub-cultural groups resist the dominant forms of culture and
hegemony by creating their own style and identity. John Fiske argues that popular
culture is a semiotic battlefield. He holds, “the hegemonic forces of homogeneity are
always met by resistance of heterogeneity” (Fiske 1989: 9). John Storey (2012)
mentions Fiske‟s argument that, “popular culture is a site of struggle, but while
accepting power of the forces of dominance, it focusses rather upon the popular
tactics by which these forces are coped which are evaded or are resisted. Instead of
tracing exclusively the process of incorporation, it investigates rather the popular
vitality and creativity. Instead of concentrating on the omnipresent, insidious
practices of the dominant ideology, it attempts to understand the everyday resistances
and evasions that make the ideology work so hard and insistently to maintain itself
and its values” (Storey, 2012: 243).
3.8 SUMMARY
In this module, you have learned the basic ideas of dominance and resistance. You
have also come to know various theoretical debates on dominance and resistance. We
have extensively discussed Gramsci‟s idea of hegemony and counter-hegemony,
Foucault‟s idea of power and knowledge as well as how resistance is rooted in every
society in various forms. We have also elaborated various ideas related to dominance
and have understood that dominance is a multi-dimensional issue and it creates
various categories like marginal and dominant. Finally, marginality is also productive
because it creates its own space of resistance and counter hegemony.
3.9 CHECK YOUR PROGRESS
1. What do you mean by Social Stratification?
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
2. Do you think power and knowledge are causes of dominance?
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
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UNIT-4

SOCIO-ECONOMIC INDICES OF
MARGINALIZED COMMUNITIES:
POVERTY, DEPRIVATION, EXPLOITATION

4.0 Unit Structure
4.1 Learning Objectives
4.2 Introduction
4.3 Deprivation
4.4 Exploitation
4.5 Check Your Progress

4.1 LEARNING OBJECTIVES
After completion of this unit, you will learn about Poverty is one major social
problem of India, especially of marginalized communities. We have already discussed
in the previous modules about the concept and process of marginalization. The
marginalized communities are overburdened not only with poverty but also with other
interrelated problems like deprivation, exploitation, social exclusion, etc. Therefore,
to have a comprehensive understanding of the conditions of the marginalized
communities, it is of utmost importance for us to have clarity about the concepts like
poverty, deprivation and exploitation, etc.
4.2 INTRODUCTION
Poverty is a universal phenomenon. Several factors results in poverty for which it is
considered as multidimensional. Therefore, scholars have focused on its various
aspects. Let us begin with some definitions. John L. Gillin views poverty as a
condition under which a person fails to maintain a minimum standard of living
because of two main reasons: 1) inadequate income; and 2) unwise expenditure.
These reasons contribute towards physical and mental inefficiencies. Therefore, poor
person himself and his dependents fail to function according to the standards of their
own society. According to the World Bank (2000) definition, “poverty is pronounced
deprivation in well-being”. This, of course, raises the question about the meaning of
well-being.
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Well–being can be defined in various ways. It is determined by one‟s control over
commodities or resources. So people are always in a better condition if they have a
greater control over resources. The main emphasis here is on availability of enough
resources to the individuals to meet their needs. Secondly, well-being can be defined
in terms of one‟s ability to get specific type of essential goods such as food, shelter,
education, health care facilities, etc. So, it is necessary for us to go beyond the
traditional measures of poverty which was based on economic aspects (World Bank
institute poverty analysis). Thirdly, it is important to understand well-being as
explained by Amartya Sen. According to him, well-being comes from the ability or
potentiality to function in a society. Thus poverty arises when people do not have
basic potentialities i.e., when they suffer from inadequate income or education or
poor health or uncertainty or lack of self confidence or a sense of powerlessness or
the absence of rights such as freedom of speech (Sen, 1987). Sen (1981) is of the
view that the first requirement of the concept poverty is to recognize the poor. We can
recognize them by formulating certain 'consumption norms', or of a 'poverty line'.
'The poor' are those people whose consumption standards fall short of the norms, or
whose income lies below that line.
It is important to trace here the history of the concept of poverty. Scholars during the
end of 19th century and the beginning of 20th century such as Booth (1892) and
Rowntree (1901), defined poverty in terms of "physical competence" – a
physiological standard referring to a prescribed "basket of goods". However, by
1965, Townsend contradicted these existing concepts and popularized the relative
rather than an absolute standard of poverty which we will discuss later. During 1970s,
the political debate, particularly within the World Bank and academic research in
major universities, has helped to redesign the whole concept of poverty (Maxwell
1999).
In addition, Runciman helped to give a new concept of poverty. According to him,
poverty is not just a failure to meet the basic needs to survive on earth, but failure to
keep up with the standards which are prevalent in a given society. The important
shift in the concept of poverty during this time was the expansion of the concept of
income-based poverty to a wider set of "basic needs," including those provided within
the socio-economic environment. However, from mid 1970s, the International Labour
Organization's (ILO) new work on poverty is being followed and poverty came to be
defined not as scarcity of income but also as a lack of access to basic social services
such as health facilities, education, good housing, proper sanitation, safe drinking
water which are inevitable for sustenance (Mabughi and Selim 2006).
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According to the Encyclopedia of Social Science, poverty actually refers to a
condition or status of an individual or household whose income falls below an
objective standard of need, based on minimum comfort level. There is also variation
in the minimum comfort level and the standards for the judgment of poverty across
space and time. For example, in India the deprivation of basic needs leads to poverty.
On the contrary, in the Western countries, inhabitants are poor not because they lack
basic amenities but mainly because their wealth is less than required to meet the
prevalent standard. Therefore, poverty is of two types relative and absolute.
United Nations (UN) describes absolute poverty as “a condition characterized by
severe deprivation of basic human needs, including food, safe drinking water,
sanitation facilities, health, shelter, education and information. It depends not only on
income but also on access to services” (Gordon, 2006). It is clear from the definition
that absolute poverty is a severe condition where an individual or a family struggles
with acute deprivation of hunger which very often leads to high rate of mortality
among them. In case of absolute measure of poverty, the yardstick is fixed and
constant. This can be used across various nations to distinguish between the poor and
non-poor. Most measures of absolute poverty are concerned either with establishing
the amount of some essential goods like food, shelter and clothing which are
necessary for well-being or to lead a healthy life or with the minimum capacity to buy
those goods . For example, the World Bank defines one as poor in absolute term
when the individual sustains on less than one dollar per day. Thus, in developing
countries, absolute measures can also be tied to absolute definitions of well-being,
such as infant mortality, life expectancy, and caloric intake (Bradshaw et al, 1993).
For example, in India poverty is defined in terms of per-capita expenditure or calorie
intake. One is poor when calorie intake is less than 2400 K cal /day in rural and 2100
Kcal/day in urban areas (Ramachandan, 2007). The concept of absolute poverty is
totally based on subsistence, which is the basic requirement to maintain a healthy
physical existence. When people lack these basic requirements, such as food shelter,
clothing etc., they can be considered as living in poverty.
On the other hand, relative poverty is defined by general standards of living in
different societies and what is culturally defined as being poor rather than the
absolute levels of poverty. Peter Townsend (1979) argues that "individuals, families
and groups can be said to be in poverty when they lack the resources to obtain the
types of diets, participate in the activities and have the living conditions which are
customary, or at least widely encouraged and approved, in the societies to which they
belong". Therefore, relative poverty is measured in terms of judgments by members
of a particular society by what is considered a reasonable and acceptable standard of
living and style of life according to the conventions of the day. However, we cannot
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fix the definition of relative poverty because it moves in pace with changing social
expectations and living standards. The living standard of a particular society is not
static, very often it moves in upward direction. So some luxuries may become
necessities (Mabughi and Selim, 2006). For example, mobile phone, television, etc.
were considered to be luxurious items but at now they have become basic needs in
our daily lives.
The concept of poverty is always a debatable one. There is difference of opinion
among the scholars regarding its definition and measurement which is evident from
the debate between Peter Townsend and AmartyaSen on absolute versus relative
Poverty. Sen (1983) argued that “there is ... an irreducible absolutist core in the idea
of poverty. If there is starvation and hunger then, no matter what the relative picture
looks like – there clearly is poverty” (p. 159). Examples of this absolutist core are
accordingly the need “to meet nutritional requirements, to escape avoidable disease,
to be sheltered, to be clothed, to be able to travel, to be educated... to live without
shame” (ibid, 162-3). Townsend (1985) responded, the “absolutist core” is not
absolute in real sense. It is also relative to society. Nutritional requirements of people
vary from person to person depending on the type of physical work they perform, on
the good habits of a particular society which obviously comes under culture and also
on the food available in the market. Prevention of disease is entirely determined by
the stage of the development of medical technology. The idea of shelter is relative
(Gordon, 2006).
After knowing the multidimensional character of this phenomenon, it is important for
us to focus on the factor which causes poverty and also its impact on society. We can
divide the determinants of poverty broadly into: geographical, biological, social,
economic and political. Geographical factors includes extreme climate, infertility of
soil, bad terrain which is unfavorable for economic activities, scarcity of natural
resources, natural calamities like flood, earthquake, etc. Economic factors include non
– mechanized agriculture, traditional practices which fail to give sufficient products,
lack of industrialization, economic policies, etc. Political factors like inefficiency on
the part of administration and political leader, corruption, discrimination, etc. In
India, imperfect functioning of economic institutions, large population, lack of
governmental policies, unequal distribution of wealth, etc. are the major causes of
poverty. In India, poverty is both relative and absolute. Malnutrition, low
consumption expenditure, poor health, illness are very common in India for which
government has initiated many programmes intended to reduce poverty.
Poverty is a universal and complex phenomenon. It is one indicator of deprivation
and multidimensional in nature. It is both relative and absolute which we can analyze
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in terms of income, consumption, or entitlement. The discrepancy in the concept of
poverty itself confirms its dimensionality. However when we examine carefully, it is
evident that these dimensions are conceptually interrelated and complementary.
4.3 DEPRIVATION
We have already mentioned that apart from poverty, deprivation is another major
challenge before the marginalized communities. These two concepts are interrelated
and inseparable and this correlation between them will be discussed in the latter part
of this module.
Deprivation is a type inequality for which individual fails to have access to social
goods. It includes poverty and extensive forms of disadvantages (Abercrombie et al,
2006). Townsend (1979) defined deprivation as the shortage of socially recognized
necessities. According to him, people are considered to be deprived if they could not
participate in the normal social life of their own community due to the lack of
resources. According to Townsend:
“People are relatively deprived if they cannot obtain, at all or sufficiently, the
conditions of life – that is, the diets, amenities, standards and services – which allow
them to play the roles, participate in the relationships and follow the customary
behaviour which is expected of them by virtue of their membership of society.”
(1993: 36).
Like poverty, we can divide deprivation into two types: absolute and relative. The
first is undoubtedly “an irreducible core in our idea of poverty, which explains reports
of starvation, malnutrition and visible hardship onto a diagnosis of poverty” (Sen,
1981: 17). Deprivation as a relative concept can be defined in relation to prevailing
standard of the society. If standard of a particular society goes in ascending order, the
cut-off or particular point for recognizing deprived individuals will automatically
increase. Relative deprivation can be considered as a gauge of inequality. In a
stratified and hierarchical society like India, people who are at the bottom position of
the social hierarchy always feel worse as well as inferior on several fronts than people
who occupy the top position. There is also a probability of the occurrence of relative
deprivation if people compare their socio-economic status with that of others (Chen,
2015). Relative deprivation is also defined in subjective terms. The concept is closely
linked with reference group, the group with whom individuals compare themselves.
The selection of reference group is critical to the measure of relative deprivation
(Marshall, 2007).
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Initially, Samuel Stouffer and his co-authors have introduced the concept of relative
deprivation in their classic study The American Soldier. Apart from them, W. G.
Runciman has used the term in his important study “Relative Deprivation and Social
Justice”. According to the definition forwarded by Ted Robert Gurr, relative
deprivation is the discrepancies between some elements. These are accordingly
people‟s needs, value expectations, their actual gains and their value accruing
capabilities. Gurr states that: “the intensity of relative deprivation varies strongly in
terms of the average degree of perceived discrepancy between value expectation and
value capabilities”. The discrepancy between people‟s expectations and their actual
attainment ultimately results in frustration. Gurr suggests that, „the existence of
frustration all the time leads to some form of violence‟. He contends that the chance
of indulgence in revolt among the people is high when they lose expectations of
attaining their societal values. The intensity of dissatisfaction of course differs
according to the intensity of hopelessness (Gurr, 1971: 87).
Like poverty, deprivation is also multi-dimensional in nature. People become
deprived due to various reasons. These are accordingly inadequate diet, insufficient
services (health, education, communication), and so on. To measure deprivation
appropriately, we need to find out different bases of deprivation like income,
employment, health, education, skills and training, and geographical access to
services (Bailey et al, 2004).
It is important for us to know about the main reason behind the process of
deprivation. The process of deprivation generally takes place when dominant group
deprives another group which is subordinated due to reasons like religious
background, ideology, etc. For example in India, because of existence of caste
system, Brahmins are occupying the highest position and untouchables are occupying
the lowest position in a society and the later are considered as impure. They are also
deprived from their human rights and social rights which are essential to lead a
dignified life (Ram, 2013).
In traditional Indian society, except Brahmins, no other caste groups had access to
education, and occupation was entirely caste based. People who belong to lower
caste group (Scheduled Caste) cannot go for other occupation even if they had
potentiality. They were compelled to continue their ancestral occupations which were
considered as impure. The occupation of groups which occupies relatively high
position in the caste hierarchy is always considered as pure, superior and accordingly
rewarded highly in comparison to lower caste group. As the lower caste groups do not
have access to highly rewarded occupations, they are deprived of good source of
income. This process of deprivation and social exclusion ultimately results in poverty.
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Presently, even though we observe some changes in the traditional caste based
occupations, however the lower caste groups are still struggling with poverty and
deprivation. They failed to come out from the vicious circle of poverty and
deprivation. We can say that deprivation facilitates poverty and vice versa. Because
of poverty, many marginalized people fail to avail education which compels them to
earn livelihood by performing less salaried work. Again because of their low income
they are deprived of good health, of diet, of comfortable living and so on, which is
being enjoyed by dominant and privileged groups of society. Because of this deprived
condition, marginalized groups suffer from frustration which often results in violence
as mentioned by Gurr.
In addition to caste system, patriarchal system in India has kept women at a
subordinate position. They have less access to education, property and
decisionmaking processes, etc. The Scheduled Caste, Scheduled Tribe and women
can be considered as deprived groups in both economic and social sphere as they are
deprived of free interactions, good education, occupation, entry into many religious
places, access to resources, etc. Therefore their socio-economic status is always low
in society.
It is also important to discuss here that social deprivation might result in social
exclusion. There is not much difference between social deprivation and social
exclusion. Both the concepts are multi-dimensional and highlight the incapability of
individuals to perform in the life of their society (Bailey etal, 2004).
Social deprivation often prevents culturally normal interactions between an individual
and the rest of society. And this phenomenon involves various interrelated factors like
poverty, poor education, low socio-economic status, etc. that contribute to social
exclusion of the particular group. Factors which causes poverty and deprivation may
vary but we cannot deny the fact that poverty is one major cause of deprivation and
vice versa. Therefore these two concepts are inseparable.
4.4 EXPLOITATION
The common definition of exploitation refers to the two alternate meanings: one is
technical and the other is normative. The first one refers to making use of or deriving
benefit from a thing or situation for instance use of resources like mineral, forest etc.
The latter focuses on relationships among human beings where the resources of one
are being utilized by the whole. The term exploitation is often used as a broad term
which encompasses a set of harmful practices.
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While discussing about exploitation, it is necessary to begin with the Marxian
definition of exploitation which is considered as most influential and classical theory
of exploitation. The term exploitation first appeared in Marx‟s work “Capital”. His
concept of exploitation actually is given in terms of the theory of surplus value.
Bottomore (1991) has quoted Marx stating:
"Exploitation occurs when one section of the population produces a surplus whose
use is controlled by another section....Under capitalism, exploitation takes the form of
the extraction of surplus value by the class of industrial capitalists from the working
class, but other exploiting classes or class fractions share in the distribution of
surplus value....Capitalism differs from non-capitalist modes of production [such as
feudalism or slavery] in that exploitation normally takes place without the direct
intervention of force or non-economic processes" (Bottomore, 1991).
According to Marx, exploitation is one primary evil of capitalism. According to him,
the rate of surplus value is equal to the degree of exploitation of the labourers by the
capitalist. In simple words, we can say that exploitation takes place when there is an
unequal distribution of wealth. Workers are exploited as they receive very less profit
in comparison to the capitalists. Another interpretation of Marx's concept is that
exploitation consists in the fact that workers do not get the whole pie or the exploited
person never gets back according to his or her contribution into the production
process. They produce the entire value, so deserve to get it back. It is undoubtedly
correct that unequal exchange is exploitative; but in some cases of exploitation, there
may not be unequal exchange, or even, that this is not the worst thing about cases that
do (Wolff, 1999).
It is necessary to discuss the phenomenon of exploitation with the help of two
diametrically opposite groups: the exploiter and the exploited. The term exploiter
refers to the persons who have control over resources or the forces of production.
These people have class status and they are the productive property owners which
helps them to initiate the process of exploitation. On the other hand, the exploited are
those people who receive very less than the value of the product which they produce
for the property owner. For example, the labourers of any factory can be considered
exploited as their wage is very low to sustain a healthy life.
Exploitation in not only inevitable in capitalism but generally occurs in all societies
where minority controls the means of production even in society controlled by
bureaucracy (Holmstrom, 1977). It is evident from the Marxian analysis that the
intensity of exploitation depends on the distribution of surplus. However, the concept
of surplus is not unique or exclusively found in the context of the employment
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relationship. Friendships, families, and other personal relations generate surpluses.
Thus, exploitation is very common even in the context of such kind of relationships
(Vrousalis, 2011).
Charles Tilly defines exploitation as “An inequality-generating mechanism we may
call exploitation occurs when persons who control a resource a) enlist the effort of
others in production of value by means of that resource, but b) exclude the others
from the full value added by their effort" (Tilly, 2000). Exploitation of someone
means to take unfair advantage of them. It means using another person‟s weakness for
our own advantage. We are exploiting someone means we are treating that person as
a means to meet our own ends, and not as an end in themselves (Wolff, 1999).
Exploitation can be divided into two types: transactional and structural. In case of
transactional exploitation, the unfairness is the property of a distinct transaction
between two or more individuals. For example, someone is employing a maid at a
low salary, or a research firm that experiments drugs on poor subjects in the
developing world, might be considered as the exploitation of others. This type of
exploitation is not institutionalized neither structural. On the other hand, exploitation
can be structural i.e., a property of institutions or systems itself illegally benefits one
group of people at the cost of another. It almost becomes like societal rule and deeply
rooted into some institutions. Karl Marx believed that the economic as well as
political institutions of capitalism were exploitative in structural sense. Some
contemporary feminists have viewed that the institution of marriage is exploitative as
it imposes and supports destructive forms of inequality between men and women
(Sample, 2003). Women always occupy a subordinate position and they are
compelled to do everything according to the choice of family or husband. They are
bound to take care of all household chores for which she is neither paid nor
acknowledged. Therefore we can say that traditional marriage was exploitative, the
legacy of which is still continuing to some extent.
It is important to mention here that all above mentioned parameters of marginalized
communities are interrelated and one facilitates another. Deprivation sometimes
results in poverty and because of poverty one is susceptible to exploitation in the
hands of dominant or affluent section. For example, most of the time women from
low caste and class groups are deprived of good education for which they cannot get
white or blue collar jobs which is the major cause of their poor condition. In order to
meet the subsistence, they used to work in different unorganized sectors at very low
wages where they encounter with both exploitation and coercion. This situation is
also applicable to their children. Poor people very often send their children to work in
different sectors. This ultimately deprives them of education and ultimately
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transforms them into unskilled labourers in future. In this way marginalized sections
fail to come out from vicious circle of poverty, deprivation and exploitation.
4.5 CHECK YOUR PROGRESS

1. Discuss the effects of poverty on marginalized communities.
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
2. Marginalised communities are often exploited - Explain with example.
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________
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UNIT-5

SOCIAL STRATIFICATION AND EMERGING
PATTERNS OF MARGINALISATION

5.0 Unit Structure
5.1 Learning Objectives
5.2 Introduction
5.3 Social Stratification
5.4 Social Stratification and marginalisation- relationship
5.5 Patterns of marginalization
5.5.1 Poverty and Marginalisation of the rural natives
5.5.2 Marginalisation in the labour service
5.5.3 Marginalisation of health
5.5.4 Marginalisation of mothers
5.6 Summary
5.7 Check Your Progress
5.1 LEARNING OBJECTIVES
In this unit, you will learn about the meaning of social stratification and
marginalisation. The module will enable you to better understand the relationship
between social stratification and marginalisation.
5.2 INTRODUCTION
Through the relationship you will be able to differentiate concepts of social
stratification, marginality and marginalisation. Further, this module describes and
explains different patterns of marginalisation. The module explains in detail the
patterns of marginalisation experienced by labourers in the industrial sector, the
working class mothers and rural people in relation to health and occupation. In order
to further our understanding, this module draws example from different nations
worldwide to give an in-depth knowledge about the patterns of marginalisation.
Therefore, this module basically states that marginalisation relates to working class
mothers, rural peasants, ethnic minorities, health sector and process of globalisation,
migration, geographic polarisation, etc.
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5.3 SOCIAL STRATIFICATION
Let us now start with a brief description of the meaning and definition of social
stratification. Social stratification refers to the unequal distribution of power, prestige,
and property. In many ways, there is a basic unanimity to the three hierarchies:
wealth, power and respect. Wealth is often considered as power, and both commands
respect. Max Weber, on the contrary, emphasised and considered three different ways
of ranking, despite the fact that they cannot always be separated in real life (Weber,
1968). These ways are: „Class‟ refers to the people at the same economic level, who
may or may not be aware of their common interests. „Status groups‟ are based on
prestige, whose members share a common lifestyle. What qualities earn respect will
vary from one society to another. „Parties‟ are political groupings that may or may not
be organised around class interests.
Power is the common feature which is experienced by class group, status group and
parties. Power, as defined by Max Weber, is the ability to impose one‟s will on other
social actors, regardless of their own wishes. Power is a social resource that is
unequally distributed in most societies, groups and relationships. Power is also
relational, that is, it can be realised only when other people obey.
Social scientists have constructed the „socio economic status‟ (SES) to measure the
social rank that accounts for all the three dimensions of social stratifications: power,
prestige, property. SES is based on the income, occupational rank, and education. It is
also used as a measure of social class.
Social Stratification deals with the ways in which human population is socially
differentiated i.e., differentiated publicly and demonstrably (Gupta 1991: 2). The
principle on which caste system is based is the principle of „natural superiority‟.
Natural superiority is not on the basis of physical ability or intelligence but on the
basis of „endowment of bodily purity‟. Louis Dumont in Homo Hierarchicus opines
how the society is stratified on the basis of purity and impurity. Thus, according to
Louis Dumont, the extreme form of social stratification co-exists with occupational
stratification, linguistic stratification, sexual stratification and religious stratification.
And these stratifications have its principles. Hierarchy is one form of stratification
that the strata are arranged vertically.
Inequality pervades all forms of differences. And thus it leads to stratify horizontally.
There can be separate classes of strata and these strata need not be unequal whether
there are differences of wealth, power or prestige. As for example, in the modern
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industrial system, the complex division of labour is witnessed. There are a number of
positions which seems to be equal but are different from one another. Horizontal
stratification brings in differences no doubt but not inequality. For example, the
Personnel Manager of a Social Welfare Company has the same power, prestige and
wealth as the Personnel Manager of Finance. But it is not always easy to appreciate
social stratification implying inequality.
5.4
SOCIAL
RELATIONSHIP

STRATIFICATION

AND

MARGINALISATION-

Caste and Class symbolises inequality and hierarchy. These two terms used in Social
stratification emphasises hierarchy and differences. Bougle emphasised two aspects
of hierarchy and differences in caste system with three important characteristics in it.
They are hierarchy, repulsion and hereditary specialisation (Bougle, 1971: 9). But in
modern times, caste cannot be related to the occupation except in some cases. Bougle
emphasised the importance of mutual repulsion that exist between two castes.
Repulsion is exhibited in endogamy, commensal restriction and even contact. And for
these reasons, each caste is „atomised‟, „isolated‟ and „opposed‟. Thus, there are
differences in each caste groups.
The differences in each caste group leads to the marginalisation of the group, in the
lowest strata of the social ladder. The hierarchical division of the caste group are:
Brahmins, kshatriya, vaishya and shudra. The shudras are considered as out caste or
the fourth varna of the Hindu social system due to the occupation they follow.
Traditionally, they are engaged as artisans and labourers, who serve others. They
follow many atrocities in the society while serving others (the higher caste). They
follow certain restriction in every respect of their life. These restrictions lead to
marginalisation of this group. In the contemporary period, dalits experience the same
conditions, as they are allowed to remain in the outskirts of the villages. The shadow
is also considered as impure. Certainly, the living standards of dalits have improved
to a large extent due to the reservation policy but their social status is unchanged.
This leads to the marginalisation of the dalits.
The concepts of marginality, vulnerability and poverty are interwoven in various
ways. As Gurung and Kollmair (2005: 16) comments, “marginality and poverty are
often used as synonyms”. This is for the reason that poor are marginalized in the
social and economic lives as well as they are disadvantaged in terms of right to use
resources. They occupy a low social status; have poor voice in politics and the mass
media. Therefore, people in marginalized groups are prone to fall into the troubles of
poverty and social exclusion.
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Marginality relates to social stratification, as Townsend (1971) explored and argued
that poverty was caused not only by resource shortage but by unequal distribution of
wealth. Therefore, institutional factors generate poverty. Relative deprivation is also
influential in grounding social stratification.
The term marginality here refers to the marginal position and vulnerability of a
disadvantaged group, while marginalization refers to the processes, dynamics and
consequences leading to the marginality of such groups. The former is used to refer to
the economic, social and political status of the deprived group.
5.5 PATTERNS OF MARGINALIZATION
Let us now discuss the different patterns of marginalization experienced by different
groups of people in different spheres of life.
5.5.1 Poverty and Marginalization of the rural natives
A study on marginalization in China demonstrates a changing pattern of Chinese
poverty. The study finds that after a reform, the prevalence of absolute poverty is
more and which is regionally-based poverty. China experienced social stratified
relative poverty after the mid-1990s. The successful performance of the Chinese
economy contributed significantly to a reduction in the incidence of absolute poverty,
but the imbalance in the growth rate between inland and coastal areas made regional
poverty a serious problem. However, these regional imbalances were compounded by
ever increasing levels of income inequality across social groups within different
regions.
A number of surveys made in several cities of China in the early 2000‟s have
revealed that families in the high-income group have a disposable income (on average
four times higher than ordinary families), and the low-income groups still suffered,
due to the increased levels of house prices and consumption costs. To the extent that
relative poverty reflects the conditions of social stratification and class divisions, it is
obvious that the increase in relative poverty is a consequence of market development.
Poverty is usually considered a rural phenomenon. It is usually equated with the
peasants. Peasants live a much lower standard of living than urban residents. Lack of
Capital investment by the state, low level of technology in agricultural production and
predominance of agriculture in the rural economy attributes to rural poverty. The
commune system in the rural areas is also to be blamed as it hinders people‟s work
enticement.
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As for instance, critiques argued that China has implemented „urban bias policy‟ the
effects of which need to be emphasized. Large amount of agricultural surplus was
invested into the industrial sector (Zhou, 1994; Lu, 2002), which weakened the
capacity of the peasants to increase their production and income. These factors
generated a system of social dualism in which the state left peasants to stand on their
own feet with collective support but protected urban workers by generous social
welfare schemes. This dualist structure divided Chinese citizens into „two unequal
tiers – the privileged urban and the underprivileged rural‟. This dualistic structure
also created inequality among the privileged urban and disadvantaged rural people
leading to marginalization of the peasants or the disadvantaged rural citizens.
5.5.2 Marginalistaion in the labour service
Globalization involves international flows not only of capital, finance, commodities,
technology and information, but also of labour. International migration has become
an important element of globalization. Foreign workers experience a different
working condition. The rights of foreign workers differ on the basis of the skill level
and the industrial sectors of the sending and host countries. Globalization and labour
flexibility have led to the emergence of marginalized immigrant workers in the host
countries as highly skilled workers are welcome world wide as the elements of
knowledge economy.
According to Ruths (2003), these immigrant workers are engaged in undesirable jobs
in undesirable sectors, jobs which are dirty, dangerous and difficult. The natives do
not opt for such jobs, therefore, there is inflow of labourers and employment of
foreign workers are concentrated in these sectors. To deal with the scarcity of labour
in these sectors, many countries have adopted various Temporary Foreign Worker
Programmes (TFWP) which provide temporary admission, residence and
employment to the foreign workers (Ruths, 2003).
Consequently, the entire labour market is divided into two segments – primary and
secondary. Primary segment is occupied by the native workers whereas the secondary
segment is open for immigrant workers. The structure demands for low and unskilled
labourers as the natives are not restrained to such jobs. The immigrant workers have
to bear the brunt of deregulation, low pay and high labour turnover compared to the
natives who take up jobs in the primary sectors. The jobs of the natives have high and
secure pay levels, a high degree of regulation and a long term perspective. The native
and high-skilled workers in the host countries are prioritized with regard to economic
focus and social provision there; low and unskilled migrant workers find themselves
lagging behind.
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All foreign workers are potentially vulnerable to exploitation, but this is
predominantly true for low or unskilled workers. For the reason, they are utilized as a
low cost means, enabling the marginally viable and competitive economic enterprises
to sustain. It is also not surprising to know that foreign workers frequently work very
long hours with low pay and have limited possibilities to demand benefits or other
forms of protection.
Temporary foreign workers are “inherently more vulnerable to deprivation of even
their most basic rights than the citizens of both sending and receiving countries”
(Ruths, 2003). Marginality is used to refer to the economic, social and political status
of contracted workers in a host country compared with native or highly skilled
workers. Marginalization of the immigrant workers is employed to link that
marginality with the broad background and dynamics related to globalization and
economic and social changes in the home society.
Marginality and marginalization of overseas contract workers are not new
phenomena. Social isolation and exclusion of foreign workers have been recognized
by many scholars. For instance, as long ago as 1928, Park described foreign workers
as “marginal men” who are “strangers” to the host society. Later, Siu (1952)
conceptualized the term „sojourner‟ to refer to the overseas worker who “clings to the
cultural heritage of his own ethnic group and tends to live in isolation, hindering his
assimilation to the society in which he resides”. Meanwhile, economic exploitation of
contract workers can be traced back to the coolie system employed over two centuries
ago. The term „coolie‟ was derived from the Chinese phrase ku li (meaning „hard
labour‟), and was used to describe “any overworked and exploited worker” (Potts,
1990: 63). It was first used to refer to those Chinese workers who were being
exported to various parts of Southeast Asia in brutal fashion; the term „Shanghaied‟
dating back to the capture of Chinese peasants for export at that time. The working
condition and social situation of these Chinese workers were characterized by a total
lack of rights and the absence of rights was experienced not only by those who had
been abducted against their will, but also by those who had been inveigled into
signing a contract because they had no alternative. Coolies who signed such a
document lost every opportunity of defending themselves against exploitation (Potts,
1990: 88).
The contract workers worldwide suffer from marginality as a result of many factors.
First, there is an abundant supply of overseas workers and intense competition
between recruitment agencies within both the home and host countries. As a result,
employers in the relevant labour market segments seek to maintain their small
margins by squeezing workers wages in a “bargain basement” fashion (ILO, 2004:
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45). Second, while the establishment and involvement of private recruitment agents
may be more effective than public recruitment agencies in linking employers in the
receiving country with overseas workers in the sending country, they may be more
difficult to regulate, resulting in misinformation, overcharging and low payment‟s
(Ruths, 2003). Finally, it is difficult for international labour standards to adequately
protect foreign workers partly because “the sending country does not have any legal
jurisdiction outside its territory” and partly because the host county is “often reluctant
to assume full responsibilities unless migrant workers are permanent residents or
become citizens” (Ruths, 2003).
Overseas labour services have extensively been recognized as an important means for
developing countries to earn foreign exchange and utilize labour resources, also
alleviate unemployment and promote domestic economic growth. As a result,
overseas contract workers have the potential to make significant economic
contributions not only to themselves and their families but to their localities and to the
host country in general. The costs and benefits are unevenly. Hence, the term
marginalization here refers to the process whereby the benefits gained by overseas
contract workers are not matched by the costs they have to bear.
5.5.3 Marginalization of health
Let us now discuss about marginalization of health with reference to China. In terms
of health in China, marginalization is on the increase. For instance, in relation to other
sectors, the health care system abridged state subsidy and augmented privatization of
the health sector. It is also noteworthy to mention that globalization leads to
privatization which builds pressure on the market, it also encourages to modernize
and to bring in new technologies to monitor and tackle health issues. This alleviates
the cost to access health care institutes. Health and income are closely related, and
access to health care becomes highly uneven, spatially and socially. Therefore, a rich
middle-aged male Han-urbanite has greater access than a poor elderly female rural
dweller, who is also an ethnic minority.
5.5.5Marginalisation of mothers
Let us now discuss the marginalization of working mothers specially. Working
mothers are categorized as „working classes‟. Class plays an important role in
discriminating one from the other. The working class mothers experience marginality
in the social as well as in their work space. The lived experience of mothers is
frequently the focus of public concern and intervention, yet their voices and
experiences are overlooked. Mothers make sense of their lives with their children and
families, position themselves within a context of inequality and vulnerability, and
resist, subvert and survive material and social marginalization.
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Motherhood is central to contemporary individualized and codified representations of
class, with disadvantaged mothers depicted as ignorant, promiscuous, uncaring,
irresponsible and most significantly undeserving. Class explains the lives of such
mothers as set apart, misinterpreted and ultimately blamed for the social and
economic marginalization that characterizes their lives.
Beverley Skeggs (1997, 2004) notes how the historical generation of class as a
categorization has resulted in the production of differences which both justify and
project onto structural inequality. She explains:
“Class is a discursive, historically specific construction, a product of middle-class
political consolidation, which includes elements of fantasy and projection. The
historical generation of class categorization provides discursive frameworks which
enable, legitimate and map onto material inequalities. Class conceptualizations are
tautological in that positioning by categorizations and representation influence access
to economic and cultural resources.” (Skeggs 1997: 5)
According to Lynette Finch (1993), the category of „working class‟ refers to those
holding power and privilege to build up and maintain their position. The working
class is considered as having a dangerous potential for social disorder. So, the middle
classes distinguish and distance themselves from the working class „masses‟. This
differentiation was further strengthened by technologies and practices which enabled
surveillance, and thereby control of the working-class mothers. Hence, working class
women, and more specifically working class mothers, have consistently looked down
as ignorant and uncaring mothers, experiencing marginality in the work place as well
as in the social life.
5.6 SUMMARY
From the above explanations, you have learnt that stratification is an element of
marginalisation. The process of marginalisation stratifies or divides the society on the
basis of inequality, deprivation and so on. The division or the structural change is
experienced due to the power exercised by certain groups in a society. The module
provides three main patterns of marginalisation. These are:
Firstly, marginalisation relates to the socio-economic status of ethnic minority
communities. It was common to speak of ethnic minority groups as a homogenous
category, and to focus on policies that tended to divide the majority from minority.
No doubt, some minority groups have overhauled the majority in relation to
educational achievements and earnings, particularly Chinese and Indian communities.
But many others are lagging behind, particularly among Pakistani, Afro-Caribbean
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and Bangladeshi groups who perform far worse in relation to employment and school
attainment than the general population. Pakistani men and women, especially poorly,
continue to experience discrimination, real deprivation and exclusion.
Secondly, the pattern of marginalization relates to migration. Many migrants are at
risk of entering permanent social and economic exclusion, with relatively weak
longterm life prospects and opportunities. Migrants are heterogeneous population and
differ across many dimensions. The experiences of the migrants are more polarized
than the population at large. They are chiefly concentrated at the boundaries of
marginality, particularly when measured in terms of education and skill levels.
Migration, as an important example of globalization trend, is highly relevant in
understanding the dynamics of exclusion and marginalization.
Globalization symbolizes rapid movement of capital, labour and commodities across
the world. Some migrants are highly successful, but others have been unemployed or
inactive for long periods. Overall, their wages may be higher, but this average masks
the polarization of experience with migrants concentrated both at the top and bottom
of the income distribution, often with lower economic activity rates than the native
population. Among the migrant workers, men typically earn over 30 per cent less and
women 15 per cent less than their host countries‟ skilled workers.
And lastly, marginalization relates to geographical polarization. Wider inequalities
have increasingly opened up between different regions and cities, including far
greater differences within particular cities and regions, as well as between them. The
traditional concept of a „north-south divide‟ has continued to inform the debate about
regional policy which encourages anarchy. While some towns and cities have
powered ahead in recent decades, others are confined into an ostensibly relentless
process of decline.
Therefore, the global economy is clustered on the basis of uneven patterns of space,
with booming cities on the one hand, and putrefying industrial regions and rural
regions with lower levels of development and well-being on the other (Perrons,
2009). The rural and underdeveloped industrial regions experience marginalization at
the maximum level.
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5.7 CHECK YOUR PROGRESS
1. What is the relationship of social stratification with marginalisation?
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
2. Describe different patterns of marginalisation?
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
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