


















“Development of technology has spread all aspects of culture to a much wider audience. Are the terms high and low culture now redundant?”
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Today, the differentiation between low and high culture is still present? Has that barrier been broken between them? The technological advance, the internet and the mass media, (which all have facilitated the obtaining of information and knowledge) have undoubtedly played a very important role. How has this technology been involved? And how? So, can we say that there is no longer that difference between these two cultures or, even with all the change that our society has had, is it still there? Or has it really never existed?

The first of all is to know what are the main terms we are going to use: Culture, High culture, Low culture, mass media and technology.

We could say that culture can be defined as a properly human activity, which distances the human being from the primitive natural environment (typical of animals) and gives meaning to its existence. Or we also have a definition taken directly from the dictionary: Set of ways of life and customs, knowledge and degree of artistic, scientific, industrial development, in an era, social group, etc.
 "Citation", Def. 3. RAE, Royal Spanish Academy. 2017. Website.

Juan Miguel Aguado Terrón describes us in his book The theories of information and communication (2004) the terms high and low culture as follows:

"When we talk about high culture we refer to the opposition or contrast with the low culture, although as we are going to discuss these terms, they are increasingly questioned. It is a formalized culture recognized as such, expressed in works of art, and characterized by recognized authorship, refinement, social prestige, the intentional codification of forms and resources, and political value. The first technologies of communication (parchment, paper, printing) and technologies of artistic expression appear associated with elite culture and contribute to shape the literate culture, fundamentally based on writing, which characterizes the history of the West.

By Low Culture we understand: it comes to correspond with the immersed territory of the tradition, where the social uses of the town come together, the oral stories, the popular rites, the crafts and the popular music etc. It constitutes the expression of identity of social groups more or less differentiated and forms part of their daily life. It is characterized by anonymity, spontaneity, unintentional coding of forms and resources, the use of social prestige or political value, its essentially pragmatic and oral nature, the absence of refinement, abstraction ... "

It is not imposed on the people from the above, not the kind of dominate ideology, but "a public domain" of people, for the people and by the people. Folk culture is intent to focus on their traditional materials, really democratic if defined by its participants; and popular culture is keen on present situation, seeking for a kind of real democracy all the time. To some extent, the two are overlapped.

If we define the means of mass communication, we speak of the means of communication received simultaneously by a large audience, equivalent to the mass sociological concept or the communicative concept of the public. They are the result of the dynamics of mass culture and play an important role in its development and consolidation.

And finally, technology is defined as the set of theories and techniques that allow the practical use of scientific knowledge.
"Citation", Def. 1. RAE, Royal Spanish Academy. 2017. Website.

The human being has sought intrinsically to improve, communicate, learn, achieve their goals more quickly and more efficiently and with a benefit (whether sentimental, physical, nutritional, monetary ...).

From a very early history, man began to improve his weapons and tools to hunt better, for example. He also began to draw and later to write. At the same time he also wanted to be entertained, to have his leisure time, to express himself through dances, music, painting, theatre, photography, writing, cinema ... All these actions are identified as culture since they distance man from the primitive natural environment and instinct.

The historical fact, as important as the invention of writing, created a great turning point. It was finally possible the writing of stories, poetry, beliefs and customs, but above all, the knowledge that was recorded and transmitted with greater precision, more than the formerly transmitted orally, in this way remained accessible for future generations.
But even so, oral tradition and illiteracy continued to manifest in many societies in a large part of the population for centuries and even millennia.
Sadly, from its beginnings until a few centuries later, writing and reading: education, was associated with wealth and with the maintenance of authority, philosophies, beliefs or religion. Although there were some exceptions such as ancient Greece, with some city-states and public schools that established.

It is not until 1440, with the invention of the printing press, in the West, that literate culture becomes more accessible to a greater number of people. And until the beginning of the 20th century, culture had been understood as a complementary element to other social phenomena and didn’t become more important for social researchers. This happened because culture was thought of as a state to be accessed, making a marked separation between a low and a high culture, the last one related to artistic creation, a refined aesthetic pleasure and customs based on the tradition of the well-off classes.
With these examples we are already seeing a great differentiation of society. The rich, the part of society that is in a privileged position: those who can afford an education and have access to art, philosophies, ideas ... And illiterate poverty, manipulated and controlled by those who believe themselves superior to their own benefit.

As we have previously mentioned, this desire for improvement, rapidity and benefit led to many advances.
As we all know we have a period in history in which this inflection point is created, which changed and continues to change our society today: the industrial and technological revolution, in the 19th century.

Throughout our history we have many proofs that those definitions named above, High and Low culture, stopped being logical for a long time.
The Salon des Refusés, French for “Exhibition of rejects”: at that time a very large number of works that are currently highly valued and that have left their mark on the history of art, were rejected and exhibited in another room. Labelled of low culture since they did not follow the rules and canons of the elite, The Paris Salon. All of them were truthfully criticized but that criticism at the same time helped the emergence of the vanguards.
Another great example is Marcel Duchamp with his "Ready Made", specifically if we talk about "Fountain". He made art with objects found in the same street, objects that were not considered artistic. It gave rise to a revolution by demonstrating that any object could be art. But paradoxically this piece was rejected and quickly withdrawn. And today this work is considered a major milestone in the art of the 20th century. 

And we can not forget about Andy Warhol and the Pop Art artistic movement that emerged in the United States in the middle of the 20th century. It was characterized by the use of images of popular culture taken by the media, such as advertisements, banal cultural objects and the world of cinema. He was looking for to use popular images in opposition to the elitist culture existing in the Fine Arts, separating them from their context and isolating them or combining them with others, as well as highlighting their banal aspect.
So, why all these mentioned examples that at that time were not considered art, culture, or their origin was banal now they are relevant?
Here we can see perfectly as something that was not considered art and/or "high culture" now it is. So really, is there really something that definitely determines whether something is low or high culture, or directly culture?
Are there patterns, rules or laws that name that work, object ... culture?

If we treat high and low culture as two different ideas and for different public we can say that currently it does not exist. Since we call culture what humanizes us, it puts us in touch with the roots of our civilization and is originated and received by intellectual activity. Therefore, many who do not have their own criteria go to the media publicity or the canon. Then we realize that the true culture is freely accessible to all, not because the tickets are free or the State is responsible for subsidizing it, but because each person is free to choose what they want to dedicate their time and effort, their little or a lot of money and their interest. 
Jean Baudrillard said “He points out that culture has been commercialized, which means two aspects, one is that culture can be exchanged and circulated like any other commodities, a second one is that real value of culture is lost but the value of exchange remained. The people, faced with great number of information, might have many choices, but the true story is that, the people have no communication or dialogue with the media only to accept the information released by the media. So, the people have to select and accept what they are confronted. In brief, the people of popular culture are passive; somehow, the media vehicle never shows the truth”.

The user of that culture may have different objectives when being consumed. Know what we choose and why it is part of our cultural background. Of course, we are not going to read “The Iliad” after eight hours of work. Or yes. It depends. You can rest with an easy escape or with another that requires a little effort, which will be rewarded by a greater delight and an expanded understanding of the world. 

Then we can conclude that over the years technology has been a weapon of progress and rapprochement of different classes of society and has helped to dispel that great barrier between High and Low culture; as anthropologist Marc Augé says: "Between high and low culture there is always an underground exchange, and often the second is nourished by the richness of the first" and we would add "and vice versa".
Thanks to technology, today we have easier to create, distribute ... it has led to the sale, obtaining information etc. for all those people who want. To this day, we all have at our disposal anything, art, music, restaurants, education ...
And moreover nowadays, with the globalization of information and economy, for us, it is the best time to absorb the best culture from the world. There are too many trends for youngsters to resist and pick up the information correctly from the webs of internet.

So finally we have realized that it is completely subjective. It depends on your goals, your environment, your experience, your studies and whatever you are interested in. You will call it high or low culture; you will criticize it one way or another. You may even have something completely new and change your perspective about something. And it is thanks to technology that this range of possibilities and to know art, music, theatre, cinema, reading, has been infinitely expanded.
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