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Critically explore the key influences on the social (re)production of individual and group identities. In your answer explore in-depth how ONE of the following labels might adversely affect the social reproduction of inequalities.

	What do you consider are the best aspects of this piece of work?    
hopefully hitting the question and leaning outcomes.

	Which aspects do you consider could have been improved in this piece of work?
More critical and less descriptive

	What have you found most satisfying whilst undertaking this submission?
Practicing writing a critical essay 




Social stratification is presented as a concept of how society ‘positions people’ within a hierarchy, based upon the resources or lack of resources available to individuals and groups within the social strata, and how resources are unequally distributed among those in society (Becker, no date; Macionis and Plummer, 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). These individuals and groups can be positioned in terms of their economic status, and the power and prestige held by them, such as the Gilbert-Kahl model of class structure (Ballantine and Roberts, 2010; Macionis and Plummer, 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013). however, Pakulski and waters questions this assertion wherein class is losing its significance, arguing that there is little evidence of the grouping of these ‘classes’ within contemporary society, viewing class as one, not very important division along with gender, age and ethnicity (Haralambos and Holborn, 2013). Giddens and Sutton (2017) argues against these views stating that social differences can also be positioned through the linked inequalities of social structures such as; age, disability and ethnicity offering an alternative viewpoint that these social structures are important when looking at inequalities. Within the political rhetoric the UK takes a positive outlook on social inequality, Tony Blairs government in 1999 pledged to eradicate child poverty by 2020, contemporarily it is claimed there has been a reduction of absolute poverty with poverty levels shrinking over the last twenty years (Kennedy, 2014; McGuinness, 2016; Joseph Roundtree Foundation, 2017). however, research by the Joseph Roundtree Foundation (JRF) shows poverty levels are now on the rise within contemporary Brittan with over one in five of the population living in poverty (Joseph Roundtree Foundation, 2017). 
Within the debate of ‘labelling’ this submission will critically explore the key influences on the social reproduction of inequalities, exploring whether inequalities are increasing within contemporary Britain. The affects inequalities have on age, disability, and ethnicity and how these groups are represented within our society will be discussed, exploring in-depth how poverty and the label of poverty affects the social reproduction of inequalities (Macionis and Plummer 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). 
The theory of social reproduction originated from the thoughts of Marx who states, ‘Every social process of production is at the same time a process of reproduction’ (Marx, 1990, P.71) Marx’s thoughts on social reproduction has influenced the likes of Bourdieu, whereas Marx’s theories were solely based upon economic capital, Bourdieu argues that there are many forms of capitol that individuals and groups can use to their advantage (Giddens and Sutton, 2017), this in turn can have a positive or negative effect on the life chances on individuals and groups within society, perpetuating the cultural reproduction of social inequalities (Macionis and Plummer 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Shildrick and Rucell, 2015; Giddens and Sutton, 2017).
Bourdieu’s theory identifies the importance of social, cultural and symbolic capitol, (Macionis and Plummer 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). Social capital is concerned with involvement or membership of social groups and networks, providing access to influential connections, symbolic capitol refers to the prestige and status held by individuals whom can use this power to overshadow those with a lower status, finally Cultural capital is acquired through the family environment and education, whereby, knowledge, skills, qualifications and other credentials are gained. Bourdieu suggests that all forms of capitol can be exchanged, for example social capitol where an individual might know the right people within a certain group, can be exchanged for symbolic capitol where they may gain respect and higher status (Field, 2003; Macionis and Plummer 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). Whilst Bourdieu’s theory addresses the importance of capital in conjunction with social reproduction, some criticise his theories, in particular that of class culture, arguing he neglects the influence of individual choice and creativity and the impact social institutions, such as the welfare state have on class culture, furthermore, class culture cannot be generalised and is represented differently within various countries (Jenkins, 1992 cited in Haralambos and Holborn, 2013;  Haralambos and Holborn, 2013). Additionally, reproduction theories have been criticized by critical sociologists such as Wexler (1995 cited in Dannefer, 2003) who debates that reproduction theory is a ‘new breed’ of functionalism, as it portrays an effective and established social order, denying any positive perspective of social change (Dannefer, 2003).
 Capital theory can be seen to work through the education system within the UK (Field, 2003; Macionis and Plummer 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). Free school meals are eligible for low income families, research by The Sutton Trust, (2010) show that pupils from independent schools are twenty-two times more likely to access highly selective universities, and fifty-five times more likely to be accepted at Oxford or Cambridge when compared to students who receive free school meals. More recent statistics released by The Department for Education, (2015) show that students who receive free school meals are half as likely to attend a Russell Group university, with only twenty-two percent of free school meal pupils progressing to any university (Barker, 2016; Line, 2015).
Through education great social capitol can be gained, however, social scientists such as Freire argue that many individuals in society are excluded from economic, social and educational capitol, likewise Bernstein argues that it’s not the educational and coding systems that are the problem, but access to these systems which he states is a function of social class (Palmer, 2001). Since the education system advantages individuals from the middle class, who have gained cultural capital through family and social networks are at an advantaged, fitting into the field of education with ease. Due to the education system being portrayed as being open and based upon merit, often leads to working class children viewing themselves as failures and intellectually inferior rather than the system, the education system therefore, is a key institution in the social reproduction of inequalities (Macionis and Plummer 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017).
Research by Macmillan, Tyler and Vignoles, (2013) and Crawford and Vignoles, (2014) show that the inequalities of the education system have a knock-on effect on earning potential and employment gained after graduating university. The research suggests that capital gained from private schools may be the biggest factor in these inequalities, these could include human capital creating a higher self-confidence, cultural capital aiding to show appropriate behaviours and conversations helping within interviews and social capital where networks are used to secure better employment positions. 
Social mobility concerns the vertical movement up and down the social-economic scale, and is an important factor in creating equal opportunities (Macionis and Plummer, 2012; Goulden, 2015; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). In 2010 the UK governments National Equality panel found that social mobility had not changed much since the 1970’s, concluding that the lack of social mobility was due to Britain’s high level of social inequality, declaring many of these inequalities amass throughout the life cycle, continuing to the next generation (Governments Equality Office, 2010; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). In contemporary Britain reports from the Social Mobility Commission (2016, 2017a) sates that there is a deep social mobility problem within the UK, identifying ‘an unfair education system, a two-tier labour market, an imbalanced economy and an unaffordable housing market’ (Social Mobility Commission, 2016, p.iii) as the four barriers to social mobility. In 2011 the coalition government stated its goal was to improve social mobility within the UK (H.M. Government, 2011), By 2015 the Conservative government overhauled the Child Poverty Act and replaced it with the Welfare Reform and Work Act (2016) changing the focus of social policy from poverty to a focus on ‘life chance’ measures (Welfare Reform and Work Act, 2016; The Centre for Social Justice, 2016). This has been criticised by Goulden, (2015) and Child Poverty Action Group, (2016) whom argue that life chances, social mobility and poverty are interlinked and should be reviewed together as improving social mobility itself does not reduce poverty within society, furthermore, focusing on the life chances and poverty of children becomes a stumbling block to reduce inequality, arguing a comprehensive, all-age approach needs to be taken. With evidence from JRT (2017) and Social Mobility Commission (2016, 2017a) showing an increase in poverty with a decrease in social mobility, government policy is failing on both fronts (Joseph Roundtree Foundation, 2016; Social Mobility Commission, 2017b). 
Among the social strata within contemporary Britain social structure such as age, disability and ethnicity are all identities that are at a high risk of poverty and social exclusion (Macionis and Plummer 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017).
For the elderly within society, who are argued to be among the most vulnerable and excluded members, the inequalities this group face has received much media and political attention, within the discourse of an ‘aging society’ (Larkin; 2009; Government Office for Science, 2016). Within contemporary Britain statistics show that there are 1.9 million pensioners living in poverty, The Department of Work and Pensions (2017) states, compared to the general population, pensioners are less likely to fall below low-income measures, in line with the trend of poverty decreasing within the last two decades. This is contradicted by statistics from JRF (2017) who show between 2011/2012 and 2014/2015 there has been an increase of 3% of pensioners living in poverty, arguing this increase is due to a failure of the Pension Credit Guarantee to keep up with prices, rising housing costs for those renting, with occupational pensions benefiting pensioners coming from a high SES.
Vincent (1996 cited in Macionis and Plummer, 2012) argues that the inequalities within society along with sex and racial discrimination are reproduced in old age and amplified, for the elderly these inequalities may lead to material deprivation, social exclusion leading to negative effects for individual physical and mental health and well-being (Hoff, 2008; Kneale, 2012; Macionis and Plummer 2012). A functionalist view of age is seen in disengagement theory, whereby older people gradually disengage from their roles and responsibilities, in doing so prepares them for total disengagement regarding incapacity or death, through the lens of a functionalist perspective, this disengagement shows how individuals fulfil their roles allowing the smooth running of society. An alternative outlook argues that old age is socially constructed being neither inevitable or natural, with evidence showing that the construct of old age differs between cultures and changes throughout history (Larkin; 2009; Macionis and Plummer, 2012). 
Individuals with a disability encounter lesser employment opportunities, lower pay and a reliance on the welfare state (Browne, 2011; Macionis and Plummer, 2012) Statistics from by JRF in 2015 show that poverty for families including a person with a disability were 8% higher than those without, this figure increased to 11% by 2017, findings from the New Policy Institute show that 28% of individuals in poverty are disabled with a further 20% living in a family with a disabled person, exposing that half of the poverty within Britain is clearly associated with disability (Joseph Roundtree Foundation, 2015; New Policy Institute, 2016; Joseph Roundtree Foundation, 2017).
Larkin (2009) states disability can be defined in different ways, varying across historic, social and cultural contexts, and therefore is socially constructed. Oliver (1990, 1996, 1998 cited in Larkin, 2009) argues this point within his evolutionary model of disability, by viewing disability through a historical perspective, three distinct phases of the construct of disability become clear, whereby the first phase in pre-industrial Britain individuals with a disability were included, productive members of society, this then changed during the industrialisation period, during the second phase where disabled people had difficulty working machinery required for industrial production, leading to an exclusion from paid labour, and eventually segregation from society. Furthermore, Oliver (1990 cited in Haralambos and Holborn, 2013) argues within his personal tragedy model that biomedicine leads to an paradigm that an individual must come to terms with their disability and struggle on as best they can, Finkelstein argues the construct of disability is a product of capitalism, along with the industrialisation of society he to states the rise of biomedicine has led to viewing  individuals with a disability as a medical problem exacerbating this exclusion (Larkin, 2009; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013), however Shakespeare (1994 cited in Haralambos and Holborn, 2013) criticises Finkelstein, suggesting instead, that prejudice toward those with a disability derives from socialisation, cultural norms and in language, therefore, predating industrial capitalism.  The third phase, however, is viewed as the liberation of disability and the inclusion of disabled individuals within society, proceeding to a reconstruction of disability as a social constraint (Larkin, 2009; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). The second and third phases of how disability is socially constructed, are apparent through the medical and social model of disability, where the medical model views those with disabilities as patients, emphasizing the disability, and labelling the individual as abnormal. The social model of disability conversely argues that the disability is not the problem, rather the attitudes and physical constraints imposed by society, with a view of ‘able-bodiedness’ as the norm (Becker, no date; Larkin, 2009, p.36; Macionis and Plummer 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). The social model of disability has led to creation of social policy reflecting this, bringing greater inclusion for individuals living with a disability (Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Those from an ethnic minority background also face a higher risk of poverty, statistics show that among those of greatest risk are from a Pakistani or Bangladeshi ethnic origin, followed by Black African and Black Caribbean families (Department of Work and Pensions, 2013; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Institute of Race Relations, 2017). Flaherty (2004 cited in Haralambos and Holborn, 2013) suggests that ethnic minorities are at an increased risk of unemployment than whites, or less likely to work in professional or managerial positions due to discrimination in the workplace (Haralambos and Holborn, 2013). Many studies have looked at whether discrimination exists within the labour market, a study by Brown and Gay (1985 cited in Haralambos and Holborn, 2013) show that Asian and West Indian applicants received significantly less interest compared to white applicants when applying for jobs, similarly, research by BBC (2004 cited in Haralambos and Holborn, 2013) found just under a quarter of white applicants gained an interview compared to 13% of black and 9% of Muslim applicants. Marxist and Weberian perspectives of this discrimination go back to colonialism, where Marxist argue that racial discrimination developed during international capitalism, where colonies were exploited for profit, reinforcing negative attitudes of the inferiority of other races, these negative attitudes continued after the Second World War, where ethnic minorities responded to the demand for labour, these groups were seen as a ‘reserve army of labour’ and not seen as part of the class system, employed in low paid unstable jobs, effecting life chances and creating further divisions within society (Larkin, 2009 p. 95; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017) . Weberian perspectives argue the division in society after the second world war developed due to a ‘competition for scares resources’ between white and black populations. Furthermore, it is argued that the largely white population used ‘social closure’ to protect their prestige, restricted access to education and networks, contributing to the exclusion of ethnic minorities (Larkin, 2009 p.96). Aside from discrimination it is argued other factors such as age, class and gender alongside location, fluency in English and health all play a role in these inequalities (Mirza, 1992 cited in Giddens and Sutton, 2017; Platt, 2011 cited in Giddens and Sutton, 2017).
Discrimination is not just limited to ethnic minorities, but all minority groups within society, including age, disability, sexuality and gender (Macionis and Plummer 2012). Macionis and Plummer (2012) assert that oppression, prejudice and discrimination reinforce each other. Thomas (1966 cited in Macionis and Plummer 2012) strengthens this, arguing that individuals within society socially construct reality, therefore stereotypes become real, as certain individuals whom have power and prestige over others are able to enforce their prejudice and discriminate against them, reinforcing the stereotype, this can create a vicious circle where prejudice and discrimination begin, leading to oppression and social disadvantage, the social disadvantage is then interpreted as evidence of inferiority rather than discrimination, perpetuating further prejudice (Macionis and Plummer 2012).
It is argued that the media reinforces stereotypes and prejudice, for many different groups within society, individuals from the working-classes are often represented in a stereotypical way, furthermore, stereo types of ethnic minority groups and individuals with disabilities are reinforced rather than challenged (Macionis and Plummer 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). Along with the reinforcement of stereotypes another important aspect of the media within society is that of moral panic, whereby media reactions to certain social groups or activities are expressed as a threat to societies social norms and values, thus creating anxiety and panic among the general population (Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). Good and Ben-Yehuda (1994 cited in Haralambos and Holborn, 2013, p.801) argue this moral panic often produces a ‘folk devil’, a stereotype of deviance, thereby, suggesting the individuals of the deviant activities are immoral or evil. Becker (1963 cited in Haralambos and Holborn, 2013) argues that deviant acts do not really exist, however, an act only becomes deviant when others define it that way, regarding their social norms and values. Becker continues that a label can become a master status as it obstructs all other statuses held by the individual, as individual’s identities are often developed from the responses of others, leading to a self-fulfilling prophecy, the deviant label then becomes a controlling one, encouraging further deviant behaviour (Macionis and Plummer 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). 
For all groups among the social strata, the effects of poverty go beyond social exclusion and material and economic disadvantage, individuals living in poverty also experience stigma, prejudice and discrimination (Lang, 2007; Baumberg, 2015; Poverty and Social Exclusion, 2017). This then creates further negative impact for individuals whereby, they feel more socially excluded and ashamed, this labelling also has a negative effect on individual’s health and well-being and even deterring individuals from claiming benefits entitled to them (Hatzenbuehler, Phelan and Link, 2014; Lister, 2015; Baumberg, 2016;). As capitol theory shows, for individuals from families with a low SES, such as those from the underclass, suffer disadvantages from a lack of different capitols, having a negative impact not only on education but throughout their life course (Palmer, 2001; Ballantine and Roberts, 2010; Macionis and Plummer 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Macmillan, Tyler and Vignoles, 2013; Crawford and Vignoles, 2014; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). Furthermore, poverty leads to material and social disadvantage, negatively effecting physical, mental health and wellbeing (Hoff, 2008; Kneale, 2012; Macionis and Plummer 2012) Government statistics show a reduction in poverty, however these are contradicted by reports from JRF, in addition, government policy put in place to tackle poverty and social mobility problems has failed on both fronts (H.M Government, 2011; Social Mobility Commission, 2016, 2017a; Joseph Roundtree Foundation, 2017). Social structures such as age, disability and ethnicity, face inequalities within society, these however, are not just down to economic capitol, the prejudice and attitudes of the society around them, advance and strengthen the reproduction of inequalities (Macionis and Plummer 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017), it is argued media representations of stereotypes contribute to this, furthermore, a lack of representation of the effects and extent of poverty within the UK fail to challenge public opinion (McKendrick et al. 2008; Macionis and Plummer 2012; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Giddens and Sutton, 2017). Goulden, (2015) and Child Poverty Action Group, (2016) argue that we need to take a comprehensive, all age approach to poverty, but to end this cycle certainly the attitudes we project onto groups within our society must be considered also? 
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