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Inequalities in Society:

The Homeless Population in a Global Village

 The global society is made up of many unique cultures, values, lands and ways of 

life. As society has moved towards globalization, changes are seen in the economy, 

availability and progress of technology, and most importantly in humanity and the social 

lives of those in each country. With the progress of globalization, economic trade has been 

increased, drastically changing that ways companies gain profit and where their production 

occurs. Each country’s natural resources are being traded and shared and the division of 

classes is becoming greater. As globalization expands, a modern world system is 

developed.

 Immanuel Wallerstein defined a “world-system as one in which there is extensive 

division of labor. This division is not merely functional--that is, occupational--but 

geographical. That is to say, the range of economic tasks is not evenly distributed 

throughout the world-system.”. These divisions account for the economic inequalities 

people around the world face, leading to homelessness. Globalization has created 

inequalities because of individualism and capitalism which has affected homeless people 

around the world. As society moves towards a global village, the definition of 

homelessness has changed because of the differences in core nations and developing 

nations. This change towards a global village leads to a failure of systems in peripheral 

countries and alienation in core nations. Egoism is still present on a global scale but its 

roots are in nations that usually thrive on capitalism, called core nations. 

 With this new modern world system, countries have become especially 

interdependent which results in alienation on a smaller scale and on a larger scale, 

solidarity. Countries across the world have based their economic system upon one which 
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relies upon another country, setting their economy successes and even losses in the hands 

of someone else. If a core nation is controlling its wealth and trade through other countries, 

ones that are less developed (as Wallerstein defines as peripheral) the strength of that 

developing nation is dependent on the trade and business ethics that the core nation puts 

into place. This sets the country and its people up for a potential loss of wealth and 

income, resulting in poverty and homelessness. The homeless are then reliant upon a 

global village which fails to support and provide to their needs due to a country’s 

individualistic values and the strong force of capitalism. This should be overcome through 

systems and resources developed by each nation.

 One of the major factors in the development of a nation is the systems that are set up 

to provide structure and aid in its country for numerous reasons. When these systems are 

dysfunctional or nonexistent, the country has a severe lack of resources and aid when help 

is needed. The peripheral country is left to either find help from core countries or left to 

defend for itself. However, because of globalization and the interconnectedness of each 

country, systems in the world as a whole are not equipped or ready to take care of a global 

need. Despite the increase in technology and it’s positive effects upon society, hyper-

intelligence “has already begun to transform our social fabric, our commerce with reality, 

and the sense we have of our place in the world...it will lead to a disconnected, 

disembodied and disoriented sort of life” (Borgmann, 1993). Borgmann sees the 

interdependence and reliance within each nation and the disconnection it brings to society 

on a global scale. Countries are left to depend on one another, unlike Charles Taylor’s 

theories about self-governance.

 Taylor’s theories on the links between nations can not be applied in the homeless and 

impoverished people’s situations because in a global village countries truly are 
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interdependent on another. Taylor believes “we are linked in an economy, can seek to a 

public sphere, and move into a world of independent association” (Taylor 141) but because 

of capitalism, independent association is not possible. Because the value of capitalism is 

placed higher on the scale of priorities for core nations, the responsibility to care for those 

in poverty is unimportant. This further alienates the countries in need, leading to a rise in 

poverty because of the lack of systems designed to restore equality and aid to the homeless 

and those on the brink of becoming homeless.

 Peripheral countries which have a low source of power and wealth may not have the 

actual resources to provide and run systems such as soup kitchens, food banks or welfare. 

However, a core nation has the money and resources to make the decision whether such 

systems should be in place to help the nation. When capitalism and individualism on a 

nation-level scale are present, the peripheral nations receive no help in creating systems to 

provide for those in poverty which even further eliminates them from the more developed 

nations in the world. Wealth and the failure of systems in a country are not the only thing 

that contributes to homelessness. 

 Cultural differences also play a part in the role of systems and structure within a 

society which can determine and even define what homelessness is. Jean-Francois Lyotard 

suggests, “Messages have quite different forms and effects. […] it is clear that what is 

important is not simply the fact that they communicate information. Reducing them to this 

function is to adopt an outlook which unduly privileges the system’s own interests and 

point of view.” This is important because it questions the meaning behind words used in 

society, how they can differ depending on context and culture, and who is able to set the 

definitions for these words. Lyotard argues that it is the wealthy and those in power who 

define our language. While Lyotard is concerned with who defines the language in society, 
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the concern should be focused on what the effects of the different definitions are. How one 

politician or person in place of power may define homelessness may be different than how 

another defines it, thus creating a division in the way society recognizes who the homeless 

are and what needs to be done about it. One of the ways definitions among people in 

power can differ is according to their religion.

 Another area where culture defines who the homeless are is the religion of a 

particular people group. In some countries, religion sets the standard for how the country is 

operated politically as well as economically. If a culture or religion does not value the 

physical structure for someone to live in more important than other agendas, those in 

extreme poverty are left to find their own way to rise up out of their situation into one that 

is more livable and comfortable. The success of someone’s life is then placed into the way 

the individual handles their life and the community and political systems are left with no 

responsibility. The responsibility should be a concern for a nation however not all nations 

function and distribute their wealth adequately to provide for those who are in need.

 The issue of poverty and homeless is also reliant upon the way the economics are set 

up to provide for the systems which provide housing and food opportunities for the lower 

class and homeless. As money and wealth go up, the infrastructure also builds up and has 

the opportunity to catch up to other nations. When a nation has enough funds to provide an 

adequate infrastructure, the allocation of these funds in important to ensure they are going 

to the needs of others. Funds may go to the wrong areas in the nation, neglecting certain 

people and issues.This is seen in many Arab nations such as India, where the wealth is not 

distributed equally because of their failed systems. Many are left impoverished while the 

nations leaders and elite class are prospering. 
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 This conflict is due to the individual concerns of the politicians and those in power. 

Like Richard Collins points out, “Men live in self-constructed subjective worlds […] 

others pull many of the strings that control ones subjective experience […] and there are 

frequent conflicts over control. Life is basically a struggle for status in which no one can 

afford to be oblivious to the power of others around him,” (Kivisto 234). While 

meritocracy may be believed by some, in a global village power and wealth is distributed 

and dictated by the powerful and wealthy, not those in poverty or who are homeless. Like 

meritocracy, egoism also is not a significant cause for one to become homeless, because it 

is not based upon the individual but rather on the nation they are in and its relations with 

other nations.

 Egoism does not seem to be relevant to one’s cause for being homeless on a global 

scale. Ultimately, their prosperity and wealth is reliant upon their nation’s leaders and in 

the majority of cases meritocracy cannot be used to validate the homeless people’s 

situations. Although many may believe that those who are homeless choose to be homeless 

or have not put in the necessary skills or effort to keep them out of poverty, many 

peripheral nations as well as semi-peripheral and core nations lack the resources or priority 

to deal with those in poverty. For most homeless persons across the globe, the concern to 

separate themselves from the rest of the society and its norms is not a deciding factor when 

living without a home.  Rather, it is the result of a nation’s failed system and the alienation 

that occurs because of the insufficient readiness to improve the lives of the homeless 

globally. 

 Globalization and its effects on the economic and political structures have created 

inequalities amongst members of society due to the interdependence between countries 

which has resulted in alienation from other nations and failed systems within nations 
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across the globe. Each of these have all provided towards a discrepancy to the homeless 

throughout the world. Capitalism is a destructive force in globalization and has been a 

major factor in the way those in the lower class and those who are homeless are treated. 

When ideals and values are not representing the whole of a nation, there is a failure in 

systems within the nation which contributes to the alienation of both nations and homeless 

individuals. 

 While globalization has its benefits, many theorists fail to realize how the world will 

suffer when the economics and politics are stretched across the globe. Technocratic 

thinking is observed in this situation because the politicians and those in power are not 

considering how capitalism will affect society or those vulnerable to such change, but 

rather they see the benefit of gaining profit while ignoring how it is done and how it affects 

society. Globalization is a difficult transition for society as a whole because it neglects the 

unique cultures and people groups across the world. Since it is also the spread of 

capitalism, many do not feel it is beneficial, at least at the scale it is at right now. Forcing 

every country to operate and behave under the beliefs of only the core nations neglects the 

individuality of tribes and ethnicities. This is very difficult to avoid because of how 

intertwined each country is with business relations and military forces. Unfortunately, 

because of this interdependence on other countries, the homeless population is being 

neglected and the division of classes is becoming a larger problem as capitalism grows and 

core nations hold on to their individual beliefs, which they then force upon the weaker 

peripheral countries. 
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