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The assignment set is to explore three images of families that may be subject to social exclusion.
The first image is of a typically traditional American family, the male breadwinner and stay at home wife with two children, a boy and a girl. They also have another member of the household who is not part of their family, a lodger perhaps. The image will explore how that family runs and look at how they could be socially excluded in society.
The second image is of a gay parent family, still today gay couples are excluded in society but with the Equality Act (2010) protected them from discrimination and gay marriage now legalised in the UK (Roberts, 2018) members of the LGBT are allowed to have children, whether they use IVF, a surrogate or adoption to enable this. But how they choose to have children is not necessarily the problem but access to resources, this will explore whether adoption agencies put up certain boundaries that make it hard for gay parents to adopt and allows them to be socially excluded.
The third and final image is of a large family who by stereotypical standards look as though they are in receipt of benefits. Tracksuits and cigarettes in hands; they do look like your stereotypical average family on the dole, so this will explore how society views people who are in receipt of benefits. Whether they fall subject to capitalism and lose out on resources and if social classes still matter.
 (Image 1).
Image 1 illustrates demonstrates a man with a chiselled jaw, a well-built body and wearing a suit which would make him appear to be a man of importance. He is carrying a briefcase suggesting to the reader that he is the bread winner of the family and ready work for another day’s work while his ‘typically attractive’ wife, she has Barbie blond hair and what is considered a good figure which would appear that she looks after herself and has either a healthy BMI, or a lower BMI which is considered a typically attractive trait for a woman (Brierley, Brook, Mond, Stevenson, 2016). She probably stays at home tending to housework and cooking, just like your traditional 1950s standard, although it is not the 1950s when this show was produced a lot of families are still very traditional and stick to what is though of socially acceptable (Rich, 2018) ; (Hussing, 2015). The children, however do not look like the perfect children one might expect to also feature in this image (Rich, 2018). The teenage girl is dressed in, what some might see as an unconventional manner, bearing her midriff, sporting her bandana and also a peace sign pendant on her necklace, suggesting that she is a liberal and views the world differently to her ‘important’ father. She is also looking unimpressed by her father’s salute while her mother looks on adoringly, so proud of her ‘hard-working’ husband. The son looks relatively happy and a bit ‘geekier’ than expected. There is also an alien in the background who is part of the household but not necessarily part of the family. So, while he may live there and help out in terms of working or with the housework, biologically he would not be considered a family member by society, more of a lodger perhaps.
Families in 1950s America (this is an American show) would normally consist of the male ‘breadwinner’, like the one pictured above and the wife who would stay at home, look after the children, cook, clean and generally look after the family (Rich, 2018). The picture looks very much like a 1950s family setting as far as the parents are concerned. The children however, particularly the daughter, do not; she is not dressed conservatively like her mother who is wearing a nice dress (perhaps to please her husband?). The daughter has a piercing and is showing off her midriff.  Child and parent dynamics have many different influences; the way the daughter is dressed and her surly look towards her father in particular could suggest that the influence here is a clash of their opposite personalities and morals causing tension within the family (Miles, 2015). The rest of the family appear to happy, or at least satisfied with life, also another reason why tension could arise with how the daughter feels and also where the non-related alien is concerned complicates and shapes family dynamics with, perhaps further tension depending on the relationship with him and other family members (Miles, 2015). It is a famous quote that a ‘photograph speaks one thousand words’ (too many sources quoting a different person to truly reference) so while the picture display something to make the onlooker to find an opinion, how the family actually runs to be very different to how they look here. What they like to portray to society and fit in as a very ‘normal’ traditional family could be the complete opposite. As Collins said a traditional family is classed as ‘the traditional family consists of marital blood ties, a heterosexual parental couple and their own biological children. Typically, there would be the male father breadwinner and stay at home mother (Collins, 1998). 
What this picture depicts is very much what Collins has stated – marital blood ties, heterosexual, children, breadwinner father, stay at home mother, with this in mind it is hard to think why they may be socially excluded by society, they look to be the socially constructed traditional family that Collins describes. Rather than other successful traditional families excluded them it could well be those of the lower class, the non-working families, or those struggling that may be jealous of this family’s achievements because they have not done so well in life. It is no secret that as a capitalist society those with more money have more access to resources than those with less, where the poor are left to rely on food banks the rich are able to shop for their own food and financially be able to foot the cost of the increases of inflation. It goes the same for services like healthcare, in the UK while the poor have long waiting times the rich can pay to go private and been seen and treated a lot quicker (Marx, 1996). For somebody who has been ill for a long time noticing that the ‘rich guy across the road’ had the same illness and treated a lot quicker one could be rather annoyed.
[bookmark: _Hlk509580458]It is said that those with a lower social class may evaluate themselves negatively, with that mindset lower class families may well think that because they value themselves negatively so does everyone else; especially upper class ‘rich snobs’. The working traditional family, 2 kids, a father’s important and possibly well-paid job could well be seen as the upper class by the lower class. From a Marxist point of view the upper class excludes the lower class, but as these social classes are unlikely to mix they can both be socially excluded by the each other rather than one class just excluding the other (Kraus, Park, 2014) ; (Marx, 1996).  [image: ](1). 
Image 2 illustrates a very happy child playing with his two male parents. Something that can be perceived as controversial by society and not the normal family setting consisting of a male and female partnership with children. A further referenced description follows.
Members of the LGBT community are a protected characteristic which mean that they are protected against discrimination and prejudice by The Equality Act (The Equality Act, 2010).
The traditional family is described by George Murdock as ‘a social group characterized by common residence, economic cooperation, and reproduction. It includes adults of both sexes, at least two of whom maintain a socially approved sexual relationship, and one or more children, own or adopted, of sexually cohabiting adults.’ (Murdock, 1949). While Murdock states that adopted children are still acceptable he still takes a restrictive approach in the fact that he does not mention that gay or single people can adopt and also probably leans to more of a hetero-sexual approach when he talks about ‘reproduction’. Gay people would not be able to naturally reproduce, a family does not necessarily need to have sex to be in a loving relationship, there are some sexual orientations that do not enjoy sex but still seek a loving relationship and children. LGBT activists are now using the term LGBTQI because, contrary to popular belief there are more sexual orientations out there than just gay and straight and more genders than just a male or female. Gender fluid, for example is no defined gender but rather how somebody feels on a particular day, one day they could be a male and the next a female, and they would rather be referred to as ‘them’ or ‘they’ than the traditional ‘him’ or ‘her’ (Mitchell, 2017). The Office for National Statistics list 28 different family types which shows an increase in recent years of LGBT members having families (ONS, 2017), which could indicate that the Equality Act (2010) protecting gay rights and the 2014 new law in force that allows gay marriage in the UK is allowing gay people and families become more acceptable in society (Black, BBC News, 2014).
The LGBT community can be seen as part of a minority group because they are still subject to discrimination and an identity that is not the ‘norm’ so they still feel socially excluded, even in the UK where gay marriage has been legalised. Just because it is now more acceptable to ‘come out’ and get married it does not mean that discrimination is not present and being gay in other parts of the world is still illegal (Takacs, Mocsonaki, P.Toth, 2008). It is said that members of the LGBT community looking to adopt can often face barriers, in regards to many adoption services. Unconventional family settings, such as that of gay parents may be excluded and looked over because the ‘decision model’ used is apparently inadequate in assessing interpersonal factors. Children are to be adopted by the best possible people for the needs of that child, whether the prospective parents are gay, straight, or any other sexuality/sex they feel they identify with (Ryan, Pearlmutter & Groza, 2002). Science News reports that family instability is to blame for children facing troubles as an adult, rather than whether or not their parents are gay, straight, single or any other – family stability is what is important not the identification or conventional family setting. Families who have other people suddenly coming to live with them, the child changing homes and carers and moving around frequently would be considered as instability (Bower, 2015).
From research, society has come a long way from the ‘homophobic’ 1988 Section 28 Act which was has been described as an ‘offensive’ opposition of gay people (Morris, 2013). but discrimination is still present when it comes to LGBT people and if they have a family further discrimination can be targeted at other family members, as it is also not your normal family setting which upsets the status quo of society. So, society can either just ‘deal with it’ and live and let live or target and discriminate, but in doing so could be liable to prosecution as LGBT members are a protected characteristic. (Equality Act, 2010). [image: ]
(2).
Image 3 is a rather large family perceived to be on benefits. It looks as if it could be three generations as there is an older woman, young adults and infants pictured. They are all dressed casually in tracksuits, leggings, hoodies and smoking, generally looking happy and there doesn’t seem to be any tension within the image. It is a posed picture though, a picture taken off guard could suggest something very different to the happy family displayed here. The National Centre for Social Research Welfarism 2004 survey shows that the highest amount of people believes that ‘people on benefits are fiddling the system one way or another’; 34 out of 40 people, whereas only 6 people believe that cutting benefits would damage peoples’ lives (Welfarism, 2004) ; (Johnson & Clery, nd). Pre-misconceptions and stereotyping from society of those on low incomes and benefits are often excluded in terms distribution of resources and fall victim to capitalism making it more of a struggle to get by. (Marx, 1996). In terms of not receiving adequate resources, this family could not have their needs met, for example Maslow’s Hierarchy of Needs says that a person needs ‘safety’, if social housing and money is low then their home could be lost, and they would have no shelter for their safety needs to be met. As this family is on benefits, it is no secret that the tory government likes to make cuts and benefits are not exactly a high amount of money, so this family may have to rely on foodbanks for their survival, another aspect on Maslow’s Hierarchy of Needs. Being subject to social exclusion because of the family’s low income and children perhaps not having the latest gadgets or clothes this will have a negative effect on their self esteem and support system from friends making it impossible (if you believe Maslow’s ideology) to reach self-actualization and reach their full potential (Maslow, 1943).
A household with an adult who is unemployed is sometime referred to as a ‘workless household’, however, contrary to popular belief those households are not necessarily ‘workless’ at all; especially if the adult is caring for dependants, such as children or a disabled partner. So, a better description used is a ‘jobless household’; but as already caring for dependants is a job (Welfarism, 2004). As stated in Image one though, lower class families can often feel negatively about themselves leading them to feeling socially excluded even if they are not, but probably are by the upper class (Kraus, Park, 2014) ; (Marx, 1996).
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(3).

In conclusion stereotyping seems to be the problem here, the third image, ‘the family on benefits’, of course they may not be on benefits and this could be taken over the weekend after they have worked a full week; an image only shows part of a person’s life but because of what they are wearing one might automatically assume that they are on benefits because society stereotypes people by a certain look. Shaun Drury a Job Centre employee quoted by the Express newspaper that ‘people turn up in shell suits’ immediately giving the reader an image of everyone jobless in the job centre donning tracksuits; the media does not help matters when reporting to the public. Throughout the article the writer is using phrases such as how ‘benefit claimers are deliberately failing interviews to keep their dole money’ and ‘acting outrageously’. There does not seem to be much evidence to back these claims other than what the Jobcentre has to say. From a Marxist point of view both Image 1 and 2 are about finances and social class as to why a family might be socially excluded. Image 2 however, is more about how a person’s lifestyle choices can affect them and their families in terms of social exclusion. In the modern world with LGBT rights being strongly backed and more letters being added in to this category of ‘non-heterosexual’ society are coming to terms with not all families and people being the same, a lot of straight people have been seen to be backing the gay rights movement and referring to themselves as ‘allies’. The 21st is certainly moving forward when it comes to minority groups, but social class still seems to be an issue that society is not letting go off. There will always be a division of rich and poor so really what needs to change perhaps is down to who society votes for zero hours contracts being abolished, more apprenticeships for young people and a better funding system to that everyone has the same opportunities and rights to better their lives and go in to further education should that be their desire.
Also, the definition, ‘family’ needs to be updated so that it fits in to the 21st century not the social norms of something like the 50’s. New alternatives have been suggested that would be more inclusive to today’s society rather than Murdock’s very black and white past vision. The new alternatives can be found in 1402202’s Assignment one piece.
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