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SILVIA ARU, MATTEO PUTTILLI

FORMS, SPACES AND TIMES OF MARGINALITY AN INTRODUCTION

Introduction. — A particular form of handicap, a place of deviance and deprivation, a no man’s land
(Sierra, Tadié, 2008), a no-go area, a lawless zone (Waquant, 2007), but as well a space of (and for)
resistance (Hooks, 1990), possibility and opposition to the mainstream (Shields, 1991; Pilecek, Jancak,
2011).

Within the international debate, multiple different (and sometimes conflicting) definitions of
marginality are possible. This plurality is confirmed by a plethora of studies that decline marginality
both theoretically and empirically, at different geographical scales and according to diverse domains
(not just economic and social, but political and cultural as well).

Similarly, marginal subjectivities (that is, those who live in the margins) have been depicted in several
modalities. The condition of marginality is generally associated to the show up of modernity, either to
underlie the processes of alienation, segregation and domination associated to it or, in alternative, to
evoke forms of sociality and traditions considered as lost in modern times. Thus, marginality usually
refers to conditions of disadvantage and exclusion but, on the other side, it may sound captivating if
intended as a place of hybridity, variety and alterity.

In its vast plurality of possible meanings, terms and definition (marginalisation, exclusion,
segregation, ...), dimensions (social, economic, political, ...), scales (districts, cities, regions, ...) and
spatial allusions (areas, spaces, places, territories, ...), any tentative to define and systematize
marginalisation risks to be unsatisfactory. By the way, this condition and difficulty does not extinguish,
but further stresses, the urgency for studies on this issue, principally in a period of global economic
crisis that, since 2008, seems to have produced new and deeper forms and conditions of marginality.

For all these reasons, this special issue of the Bollettino collects a selection of papers upon the topic
of marginality, resulting from the VI Italian-French Seminar of Social Geography, held in Cagliari on

May 9-10, 2013. The seminar was titled “Social justice: marginality, isolation, citizenship” ().

(1) The seminar is part of a list of meetings promoted by the Italian-French network of Social Geography. Previous
seminars have been organized in Parma 2008; Napoli 2009, Caen 2010, Roma 2011, Nantes 2012). In Cagliari three thematic
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The seven papers included in this issue address the topic from different perspectives: the meanings
of the term “marginality” in different schools of thought in social studies (Amato); the condition of
spatial isolation of the city of Saint Malo according to its historicity (Marengo); the cultural alterity of
urban practices within the margins (Madoeuf); the margin as a socio-spatial enclave within the city
(Pfrish); the relation between the condition of marginality and the processes of neoliberalisation
(Florin; Semmoud, Troin) and post-industrialization (Ruggiero).

By way of introduction, this contribution proposes a synthetic itinerary in two steps. The first one
focuses on the different ways and modalities to look at the margins according to the most recent
international literature. The second one moves from the critical debate upon the marginalization effects

of neoliberalism to conclude with some reflections and suggestions for future research on the issue.

The condition of marginality. — According to Gremek (1979), marginality should be intended as the
social cost of modernization as it is inextricably connected to the processes of capital accumulation. In
fact, it is a common opinion that marginality is a typical modern phenomenon, unknown in pre-
modern societies. Within these, marginality could be intended as a delimited and circumscribed
phenomenon, related to specific categories of person (homeless, vagabonds or people discriminated for
their ethnicity of religion) and forced to spatial forms of segregation (ghettos). In modern times,
instead, marginality becomes an economic, social and political condition, generally diffused thorough
society and generated by the advancement of industrialization and urbanization. According to Waquant
(1999, 2007, 2008), the different conditions and situations of marginality reveal the intrinsic
contradictions of modern capitalism. In this perspective, the margins have been also defined as the wild
zones or the black holes of international capitalism (Castel, 1995).

But as long as the definition of marginality has changed, also the way to study it within social
research evolved at the same time. In the last years, social theories have strongly contested the idea of
marginality as a given and inevitable condition, usually defined on a strict economic logic (Cullen,
Pretes, 2000). In this perspective, being marginalised was intended in terms of a lack of economic
resources and, consequently, as an inferior social condition. This interpretation was transferred and
applied to the most different economic and social contexts, and permitted to conceptualize the margins
throughout a seties of opposite dichotomies: centre/periphery (above all the others), but also

inclusion/exclusion, justice/injustice, and so on (Giugni, Hunyadi, 2003). Following this perspective,

 « <«

sessions were organized: “theories of spatial justice”, “marginality and isolation”, “spaces of resistance and citizenship”.
This monographic issue collects a selection of contributions presented at the second session.
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the relationship between what is considered as marginal and what is not can be described as a
continuum of different stages of integration, from the complete exclusion to the full inclusion within
society. Moving along this continuum permit to “evolve” from a condition of marginality and to
become part of the community.

Recently, this “deterministic” and linear idea of marginality has been shifted towards more complex
and differentiated definitions that consider the multiplicity of forms through which marginality may be
lived, perceived and experienced by people. Being marginal is no more a given and external condition,
but it is (also) an internal and personal experience that results from a continuous negotiation between
actors, society and places. The condition of marginality is the product of material relations as well as
symbolic ones.

New questions arise: how marginality is perceived by people? Is it possible to clearly distinguish
between what is marginal and what is not? How to describe the myriad of forms and dimensions of
marginality, and the multiple ways into which these can be experienced? And, finally, who decide whom
and what is marginal or not? (Graham, 2006; Balibar, 2012). Answering these questions, marginality
appears as a multidimensional and multi-scalar issue, strictly connected to people’s positionality. Actors
that experience marginality in a particular situation, may result integrated in others. People that are
marginal within a particular social system, may recover a position of power in some others (for
example, males belonging to an ethnic minority in relation to the women of the same minority) (Sibley,
1995).

Such a flexible and variable definition of marginality is social and spatial at the same time. Spatial
marginality results from processes of social, economic and political exclusion and stigmatization
(Mohan, 2002). Ghettos, enclaves, slum, favela etc. are a spatialized form of marginality (Cullen, Pretes,
2000) which strongly influences the quotidianity of people at the margins.

Because of its centrality, stigmatization deserves a particular attention. It can be conceived as that
particular process through which places obtain the stigma of the people who live into them, and people
are stigmatized for the place from which they belong (Mohan, 2002). The spatial stigma is a territorial
mark, a blemish of place (Waquant, 2007) that directly impacts the quotidianity of people belonging
from stigmatized places, following them during the time of their life and invading their social
relationships and reducing the differences among different people to categorize them under a unique
stigma (Sierra, Tadié, 2008; Garbin, Millington, 2012).

The processes of stigmatization permit to reflect upon the different discourses and representations
that, in different times, define the condition of marginality. Which are the practices, which the images,

the words, the symbols that, whithin specific systems of power, concur to define who and what is
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marginalized? Why in different periods, different places are stigmatized? (Spaek, Graham, 2000). Every
historical period and every political and economic system produce internal logics and practices of
marginalization and stigmatization, as well as specific definition of inclusion and exclusion, center and

periphery, and so on. According to Cullet and Pretes (2002), every society produce its own marginality.

Marginality and neoliberalism. — In the last years, social studies upon marginality have gained a new
impulse in relation to what has been defined as the "neoliberal turn” that invested the transition
towards post-Fordism and the uncertain phases of economic globalisation (Jessop, 2002; Peck,
Theodore, Brenner, 2009). The reinforcement of neoliberalism either as a new conceptual orthodoxy
(Peck, Tickell, 2002) or as a technology of government (Ong, 2007) is considered, within the
international debate and the papers here collected, a generator of new forms and conditions of
marginalisation (Wacquant, 20006). Rather, the most critical positions refer to marginality as an intrinsic
feature of the neoliberal project, founded on the retreat of the State and the contextual advance of the
markets through processes of privatization, deregulation and accumulation by dispossession (Harvey,
2000).

The neoliberal turn is variably defined as the advancement of markets as a rational for government
(Peck, Theodore, Brenner, 2009), a political and economic project that favour the logic of the
accumulation of capital (Harvey, 2000), a form of anti-politics and de-democratization (Brown, 2003),
into which the State is submitted to the rule of the market (Aalbers, 2010; Balibar, 2012).

While neoliberal policies redefine the boundaries between private and public as well as between State
and markets or society and capital, they also redesign margins and marginalities by the imposition of
new forms and processes of socio-spatial inclusion and exclusion.

The social cost of neoliberalism has been described in terms of an accentuation of economic
polarizations, inequalities, social and environmental injustices at different geographical scales (Castree,
2005; Harvey, 2006; Springer, 2008). Insecurity, instability, social fragmentation and precariousness
assembly together in what Loic Wacquant (2007) calls the “advanced marginality” of the neoliberal
times.

In spatial terms, the city is the elective place in which the effects of neoliberal policies are the most
evident. (Castel, 1995; Sager, 2011). From the one side, through the strategies of privatization and
liberalisation that produce a favourable environment for the economic capitalization and valorisation of
public and private spaces within the city (Weber, 2002; Peck, Theodore, Brenner, 2009; Ruggiero, in this
issue). From the other side, in terms of growing spatial inequalities. Urban policies in western countries

seems to increase (instead of reducing) the boundaries and the disparities between privileged groups
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and (variously marginalised) minority groups (quite often identified on ethnic base) (Van Eijk, 2010).

The most recent studies on the processes of gentrification (Peck, 2010; Lees, 2012), on the
revanshist city (Smith, 2002) as well as that on the various interventions of urban renewal, regeneration,
valorisation and touristization of different parts of the city show well such a structural contradiction.

From the one side, these processes stand as an opportunity for some advantaged social groups
(above all for that creative class that represents the main target of most neoliberal urban policies) (Peck,
2005). From the other side, they are marked by increasing signs of securization, normalization, social
control, discrimination and segregation (Rossi, Vanolo, 2010; Castels, 2007; Hubbard, 2004).

The spatial stigmatization of urban suburbs or places to demolish and to rebuild and renew is the
first step towards the alienation and the privatization of public spaces, the imposition of new social
norms and the introduction of new ways of life (Weber, 2002) with the effect to impose the
displacement of residents to urban suburbs where prices are lower.

According to Balibar (2011), then, inclusion may be as violent as exclusion, if acted in terms of
forced assimilation and conversion. Thus, the institution of normalized and protected spaces within the
city redesign the boundaries and criteria for those who can access, and automatically excludes those
who have not. The private use of urban spaces produces the confinement and the marginalization of
people that do not possess the requisites to be part of them (Hubbard, 2004).

Intended as such, urban policies may have the indirect effect to increase social and spatial injustice,
in form of social inequalities, processes of ghettoization (Soja, 2010) and negation of the “right to the
city” of people (Lefebvre, 1968; Attoh, 2011).

Thus, the urban landscape resulting from the critical literature upon neoliberalism is fractured in a
plethora of conflicts between opposites (Davis, 2007): public and private, citizenship and economic

value, gentrified and marginalized spaces and so on (Salzano, 2012; Lussault, 2009; Wacquant, 2007).

The margins beyond the critics to neoliberalism. - Even if critical studies are used to consider marginality in
terms of a social and economic cost of neoliberalism, other readings are possible.

From the one side, margins may also represent the place into which neoliberal policies are contested
and contrasted by movements of resistance and protest. A growing body of literature is recording cases
in which people at the margins show up, raise their voices and claim their rights (Florin, in this issue;
Harvey, 2013; Brenner, Marcuse, Mayer, 2011; Dufaux ¢f /. 2011).

From the other side, margins may be described according to their alterity and diversity. People living

in the margins are sometimes capable of reinterpreting and redefining social norms and rules
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(Madoeuf, in this issue). In the margins, forms of auto-organisation and auto-regulation may spring out
and provide for the lacks of the State (Florin and Semmoud, Troin, in this issue).

In such a diversified (and somehow confuse) landscape, it is our opinion that margins need a new
investment in terms of research within geography and, broader speaking, social studies. This is
particularly true in a moment in which critical studies are beginning to come back to the debate upon
neoliberal policies and their socio-spatial effects. As Barnett (2005) and Ferguson (2010) point out,
critical literature on neoliberalism has become a mainstream, with the result to block and to trap (rather
than to free) social research within strict ideological schemes and bias. Within urban studies, for
example, the evocation of the “neoliberal model” in critical terms has become a premise taken for
granted, rather than a hypothesis or an opinion to discuss and to contextualise (Collier, 2012).

The same for the margins. The condition of marginalization and marginality should be investigated
in its spatial and concrete form and manifestation, and not just in terms of aprioristic allusions to the
unequal condition of neoliberalism. The recent return, within the international debate, of terms and
concepts such as “right to the city” or “spatial justice” pushes in the direction of re-reading the margins
in their relationship with public policies, social rights and citizenship. Attention should be paid to the
specificity of the different social contexts and power relations that produce different and particular
situations of marginality, injustice, stigmatization, etc.

In conclusion, we focus on two points that are, in our opinion, particularly useful to relaunch the
debate on margins and marginality. The first is the crucial role of empirical research. Marginality should
be investigated paying attention to the multiple ways into which it is perceived and experienced by
people, as well as to the meanings, significations, resources and tensions that are connected to the
condition of marginalization. As we can see from many of the studies reported within this special
issue, fieldwork is a privileged observatory to unveil the meaning of marginality and to distinguish
between external definitions (that is, the process of stigmatization) and internal perceptions.

The second point, at last, is the spatial focus of the studies on marginality and neoliberalism. As
Robinson and Parnell (2012) point-out, the major mount of urban research upon neoliberalism if
focused on a (relatively small) number of western and northern cities (mostly European and American).
These are considered as the classical cases into which neoliberal policies were born and, as a
consequence, their most significant expression. Anyway, other realities - think of the Mediterranean
cities reported in this issue - not equally considered until now, are experiencing and implementing
neoliberalism, sometimes in a quite original way and with consequences and impacts that need

researchers’ attention.



Unofficial English version provided by the author of the Italian paper published in:
BOLLETTINO DELLA SOCIETA GEOGRAFICA ITALIANA
ROMA - Setie XIII, vol. VII (2014), pp. 5-16

BIBLIOGRAPHY

ATTOH K.A., What kind of right is the right to the city?, in «Progress in Human Geography», 2011, 35, 5, pp.
669-685.

AALBERS M.B., The revanchist renewal of yesterday’s city of tomorrow, in «Antipode», 2010, 43, 5, pp. 1696-
1724.

BALIBAR E., Cittadinanza, Torino, Bollati Boringhieri, 2012.

BAPTISTA 1., The travels of critique of neoliberalism: urban experiences from the “borderlands”, in «Urban
Geography», 2013, 34, 5, pp. 590-611.

BARNETT C., The consolation of neoliberalism, in «Geoforumy, 2005, 36, 7-12

BRENNER N,, P. MARCUSE e M. MAYER, Cities for people, not for profit, «City», 2011, 13, pp. 176-184.

BROWN W., Neoliberalism and the end of liberal democracy, Theory & Event, 2003, 7, 1, pp. 37-59.

CASTEL R., Les Métamorphoses de la question sociale. Une chronigue du salariat, Paris, Fayard, 1995.

CASTELS R., La discrimination négative. Citoyens on indigenes?, Paris, Editions du Seuil, 2007.

CASTREE N., From neoliberalism to neoliberalisation:  consolations, confusions and necessary illusions, in
«Environment and Planning A», 2005, 38, pp. 1-6.

COLLIER S.J., Neoliberalism as big Leviathan, or...? A response to Wacquant and Hilgers, in «Social
Anthropology», 2012, 20, pp. 186-195.

CULLEN BT. e M. PRETES (2000), The Meaning of Marginality: Interpretations and Perceptions in Social Science,
in «The Social Science Journaly, 2000, 2, pp. 215-229.

DANGSCHAT ].S., Space matters — Marginalization and its places, in «International Journal of Urban and
Regional Research», 2009, 33, 3, pp. 835-840.

DAVIS M., Au-dela de Blade Runner, Los Angeles et I'imagination du désastre, Paris, Allia, 2007.

GIUGNI M. e M. HUNYADI, Spheres d'excclusion, Paris, L'Harmattan, 2003.

FERGUSON J., The uses of neoliberalism, in «Antipodex, 2010, 41, 1, pp. 166-184.

FOUCAULT M., Eferotopia. Luoghi e non-luoghi metropolitant, Milano, Mimesis, 1994.

GRAHAM S., Cities and the War on Terror’, in «International Journal of Urban and Regional Researchy,
2000, 2, pp. 255-76.

HARVEY D., Neoliberalism as creative destruction, in «Geografiska Annaler», 20006, 88b, pp.145-158.

HARVEY D., Citta ribelli. 1 movimenti urbani dalla Comune di Parigi a Occupy Wall Street, Milano, 11 Saggiatore,
2013.

HOOKS B., Talking Back, in R. FERGUSON, M. GEVER, T.T. MINH-HA e C. WEST, Out There:
Marginalization and Contemporary Cultures, New York, The New Museum of Modern Art, 1990, pp. 337—



Unofficial English version provided by the author of the Italian paper published in:
BOLLETTINO DELLA SOCIETA GEOGRAFICA ITALIANA
ROMA - Setie XIII, vol. VII (2014), pp. 5-16

343.

HUBBARD P, Revenge and injustice in the neoliberal city: uncovering masculinist agendas, in «Antipode», 2004, 30, 4,
pp- 665-680.

JESSOP B., Liberalism, neoliberalism, and urban governance: a state-theoretical perspective, in «Antipode, 2002, 34, 3,
pp. 452-472.

KANAL J. M., The politics of inequality in globalising cities: how the middle classes matter in the governing of Buenos
Aires, in «Environment and Planning A», 2010, 42, pp. 1887-1901.

LEES L., The geography of gentrification: thinking through comparative wurbanism, in «Progress in Human
Geography», 2012, 36, 2, pp. 155-171.
LEFEBVRE H., Le droit a la ville, Paris, Anthropos, 1968.

LUSSAULT M., De la lutte des classes a la lutte des places, Paris, Grasset, 2009.

MOHAN . Geographies of welfare and social exclusion: Dimensions, consequences and methods, in «Progress in
Human Geography», 2002, 1, pp. 65-75.

ONG A., Neoliberalism as a mobile technology, in «Transactions of the Institution of British Geography»,
2007, 32, pp. 3-8.

PECK J., Struggling with the creative class, in «International Journal of Urban and Regional Researchy», 2005,
29, 4, pp. 740-770.

PECK J., Constructions of neoliberal reason, New York, Oxford University Press, 2010.

PECK ], N. THEODORE e N. BRENNER, Neoliberal urbanism: models, moments, mutations, in «SAIS
Review», 2009, XXIX, 1, pp.49-66.

PECK J. e A. TICKELL, Neoliberalising space, in «Antipode», 2002, 34, 3, pp. 380-404.

PILECEK J. e V. JANCAK, Theoretical and Methodological Aspects of the Identification and Delimitation of
Peripheral Areas, in «AUC Geographicax», 2011, 1, pp. 43-52.

RANCI C., Marginalita Sociale, in «Enciclopedia Treccani delle scienze socialiv, 1996, [in
http://www.treccani.it/enciclopedia/marginalita-sociale %28Enciclopedia delle scienze sociali%29/].

ROBINSON . e S. PARNELL, Traveling theory: embracing post-neoliberalism through Souther Cities, in G.
BRIDGE e S. WATSON (eds), The New Blackwell Companion to the City, Oxford, Wiley-Blackwell, UK,
2011, pp. 1089-1111.

ROSSI U. e A. VANOLO, Geografia politica nrbana, Roma -Bari, Laterza, 2010.

SAGER T., Neo-liberal planning policies. A literature survey 1990-2010, in Progress in Planningy, 2011, 76, 4, pp.
147-199.
SALZANO E., Dualismo urbano. Citta dei cittadini o citta della rendita, in P. BONORA (a cura di), Visioni e

politiche del territorio. Per una nuova alleanza tra urbano e rurale, in «Quaderni del territorio (2), Dipartimento


http://www.treccani.it/enciclopedia/marginalita-sociale_(Enciclopedia_delle_scienze_sociali)/

Unofficial English version provided by the author of the Italian paper published in:
BOLLETTINO DELLA SOCIETA GEOGRAFICA ITALIANA
ROMA - Setie XIII, vol. VII (2014), pp. 5-16

di Storia Culture Civilta», Universita degli Studi di Bologna, 2011, pp-143-155

SHIELDS R., Places on the Margin: Alternative Geographies of Modernity, London, Routledge, 1991

SIBLEY D., Geographies of exclusion, Routledge, London, 1995.

STERRA A. ¢ |. TADIE, Introduction. La ville face @ ses marges, in «Autreparty, 2008, 1, pp. 3-13.

SMITH N., New globalism, new urbanism: gentrification as global nurban strategy, in «Antipode», 2002, 34, pp. 427-
450

SPEAK S. e S. GRAHAM, Service not included. Social implications of private sector service restructuring in
marginalised neighbourhoods, Bristol, The Policy Press, 2000.

SPRINGER 8., The nonillusory effects of neoliberalisation: linking geographies of poverty, inequality, and violence,
in «Geoforumy, 2008, 39, 4, pp. 1520-1525.

SOJA E. W, Seeking spatial justice, Minneapolis, University of Minnesota Press, 2010.

VAN EIK G., Exclusionary policies are not just about the neoliberal city: a critique of theories of urban revanchism and
the case of Rotterdam, in «International Journal of Urban and Regional Research», 2010, 34, 4, pp. 820-
834.

WACQUANT L., Urban Marginality in the Coming Millenninm, in «Urban Studies», 1999, 10, pp. 1639- 1647.

WACQUANT L., Territorial stigmatization in the age of advanced marginality, «T'hesis Eleven», 2007, 91, pp. 66—
7.

WACQUANT L., Urban Outcasts. A Comparative Sociology of Adpanced Marginality, Cambridge, Polity, 2008.

WEBER R., Extracting value from the city: neoliberalism and urban redevelopment, in «Antipode», 2002, 34, 3, pp.
519-540.

silviaaru8(@gmail.com, Universita degli Studi di Firenze, Dipartimento di Storia, Archeologia, Geografia, Arte e
Spettacolo

matteo.puttilli@unica.it, Universita degli Studi di Cagliari, Dipartimento di Scienzge Economiche e Aziendali



mailto:silviaaru8@gmail.com
mailto:matteo.puttilli@unica.it

