
“the best that has been thought and written in the world”-is in danger, or is indeed already “lost,” because of widespread popular education, popular communications systems, and what is often called “mass society”. On high and popular culture: Raymond Williams 1974.

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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Culture in a traditional sense has been referred to as a process of refinement and or advancement within a given society. ‘High’ and ‘low’ culture over the years has always had very distinct differences between the two. High culture has always captivated everything that has been the ‘best’ or the highest of that given culture or the given society. It would have been associated with the best writers, artists, forward thinkers or wealthiest people of the world. It would have been a very exclusive part of the civilisation of the time. This ‘high’ culture would have consumed the very best of what the world had to offer at the time; all the products being held with the highest praise within that given society. The consumption alone would have only been partaken by a select few. This class would have been seen to almost rule the lower classes as they would have been vastly more educated and had a much greater amount of wealth (meaning they would have owned land, factories etc.) giving them a level of power. The highly educated and informed few would have been seen to be in charge of the lesser educated and informed ‘lower’ class. Also, they would have been creating and inventing a lot of the products that would have been around at the time so would have had exclusive access to these things. To outline the class, it would have been a select group of people where access to the ‘culture’ would have been restricted to your education and wealth. 

This ‘high’ and ‘low’ culture has been replaced by popular culture and is vastly driven by the democratic society and world that we live in. The institutions that exist in our society have had to develop social standards that everyone has to meet. We are united by a national standard which everyone must follow and there are very rarely any exceptions to this standard. We are now accountable for ourselves and represent ourselves and not a culture or class. This standard doesn’t allow for a society to de-value or discourage anything, with the term ‘low’ culture doing exactly that it was quickly a concept that was abolished by the people. Low culture traditionally was often defined to the people who consume it (working class etc.) but with this merging of society and classes the phrase is redundant. 

With everything that is built up to the top there will always be constant challenge to break it or make it redundant all together; this is exactly what happened to the ‘high’ culture of our society. With very big movement in the world that included: industrialisation, urbanisation and large political movements there was quickly a new culture emerging. The exclusivity of the classes and this separation within society began to fall apart. There was no longer a divided culture, we now had a ‘mass’ culture. The working class now had an identifiable self and began to dominate the very nature of society. With the new-found industry in the world there was a development of an urban industrial working class. This class almost threw a blanket over millions and the vast majority of society as it was something that everyone could connect with. There were new work relations also which would have caused a great mixing of the once ‘classes’ and this caused a very blurred separation of all people within society. This very mixing in itself caused a weakening of social authority, this is where the ‘masses’ really became the modern class. 

These days we are only required as a society to acknowledge that there ever was a separation and segregation within society. We live in a very fluid society where anyone can rise to the top and anyone can fall all the way to the bottom; no matter of what yourselves perceived social or cultural state is. I feel that a massive part of this is the advancements in technology. We now have a greater understanding of what is out in the world; how people live, what they do, what jobs there are and how we can all advance ourselves and the people around us. We as a society are much more open minded to change and we no longer as a collective people allow ourselves to be categorised. Class systems within the modern-day world would be nothing more than circumstance; it would have no perceived value, entitlement or authority as it would have years ago. Cultural authority is now highly challenged in a democratic sense, the modern person is aware and realises they have a voice. 

I feel that it is education and understanding that separates the people, the culture was always governed by the minority. There is extreme potential for anyone in the modern day to excel and grow. With the introduction of things like the internet and great advancements in technology the world is extremely accessible to anyone. Educational is at our fingertips, we can literally research anything from any part of the world. There is a flood of communication and capital in the world now. Which country you are situated in is no longer a relevant factor, as international borders are extremely porous. The world is getting a lot smaller because of the advancements that we are making in technology. There is now unlimited access to world outside of our day to day lives. We can coexist with people on the other side of the world and live intergraded lives with anyone we want; all with the use of modern technology. 

The concept of ‘high’ culture has no real social structure in itself. As a concept, it has more weight as a professional structure (the persons job etc.). Years ago, higher paid jobs were limited to the people who were born into those positons, you would inherit a job more than gain a job. Meaning that if you were born into. A ‘low’ culture or class you would more than likely stay in that class or culture for the rest of your life. This would happen the other way around as well. With the introduction of technology jobs are now more open to people, there is no longer an exclusivity of jobs. If you are good enough then you will get the job. This is another great factor I believe as to why ‘high’ and ‘low’ culture is redundant. 

With the professional structure being such a huge factor to the social structure it is worth noting that this would have been a huge factor in the divide. As a member of a work place or institution you would have created working or personal relationships with the people there. With the jobs staying within the culture they originated in (hard labor in ‘low’ class and more prestigious roles in the ‘high’ culture) it meant that the people would never have to interact with people outside of their given culture. Also with the higher classes attending universities and churches etc. It would allow for their intellect to grow further and their knowledge of their world to be further expanding constantly. Further creating a divide in the cultures. But now with our ability in the modern day to attend university and work any role we want it has created a unity. 

The reality we face today is all a representation of what is actually there. We view everything through a screen, what you want to see is your choice. Even if this view is influenced by media etc. it is still your own personal interest. We have a choice. I feel that choice is one of the main factors that has made culture separation redundant. The modern-day person has much higher opinions of social events and these are shared with everyone (through social media etc.) communication is no longer mouthed to mouth it is a vastly internationalized thing. Before the invention of computers, smart phones a ‘working class’ wouldn’t have had the ability to argue political matters with a ‘high’ member of society (through the means of media, social media, SMS etc.). But now with the ability to do this I feel it creates a sense of unity and connection and makes separation of culture and class redundant. 

I feel that the class and culture separation was highly a factor because of the lack of communication between the different groups. Years ago, people would have only spoken to people within their ‘community’ or ‘culture’ This meant that only the high class would speak to the high class and vice versa. As I have said earlier we are now in a world where our ‘community’ is not limited to the people we live with or live near. A huge part of this as well is the way that technology has created a global media. With news channels covering global events. Years before we would have only read our ‘local’ paper and this limited us to the information of the society that we associated and existed within. The media and what it portrays is now the centerpiece of our new democratic society and culture. 

The separation of culture would have been vastly categorized by the social events that you partook in. With the ‘high’ culture attending very prestigious dances, dinner and concerts. But now with the advancements of technology everything is very accessible and we now participate in these events as a collective; obviously these prestigious events still take place but they are usually held for people who have achieved something great and not simply because of their name or amount of wealth. This gave the common ground for the classes to come together. Basically, killing the concept of ‘high’ and ‘low’ culture. The only separation that I feel exists now is in a political sense. 

I feel that democracy killed high culture as it took away the power from the higher classes and gave the people one united voice. Where voices meet and agree the class system falls and the separation collapsed. The postmodern world now has a very strong attitude and belief that we are what we know (knowledge) and what we are influenced by. We now practice as a united society, where gaining knowledge is now a day to day thing (made accessible by technology) and where we are conscious of the world and people around us. We have our own individual voice which is often shown in a political sense, I feel that the modern person is intelligent, aware and democratic; these very traits would have been limited to the ‘high’ culture of years before. 

The introduction of global media and the increasing role of technology in communicating messages and connecting to people is huge in the merging of classes and culture. There is now a very vague identity to each person in the world or a given society. It is hard to throw a blanket term over people (whereas before high and low class would have been sufficient). We are now in a world where mass media has caused a globalization of news and information. We have anything readily available to any member of our society that it is virtually impossible to keep anything exclusive to anyone. This again allows everyone to connect and consume on the same level. It allows for a good social platform and allows there to be a balance. The simple fact that everything is available to anyone created a connection. Technology has allowed the distribution of information and the consumption of goods to become fair and equal for everyone, no matter what job, family etc. you have. 

We very much consume as a collective now in the modern day. Whether that be fashion, food, homes etc. and apart for those products of extreme prices which are in high minority there is a level field to consume at any rate. The influence of technological advances has made this possible. With advancements in production, distribution and general work force, products become a lot cheaper and easier to access. This allows a collective consumption and we are now very much a consumer society; if we consume the same products as someone else we are highly likely to associate ourselves with them. This again creates a connection and makes high low culture redundant. There is a close link between culture, social change and consumption.

Before industrialization and mass produce products, products would have either been hard to get or extremely expensive. But with the technological advances it created a system where efficiency was high and cost was low. So, products could be mass produced and readily available for anyone. Modern capitalization created its own culture. With everything now accessible at the touch of a button. It allowed ‘low class’ people to buy materialistic things and escape the dullness of the once hard life. Again, the circumstance evolved the culture. Creating that united culture, again making high and low culture redundant. 
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