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This paper’s objectives are to critically explore one way in which the debate regarding social inclusion has changed in recent years.   The social group that this paper is going to exam and scrutinise are the lgbt community. Lgbt stands for “lesbian; gay; bisexual; and transexual.” This social group that is going to be discussed really has shocked everyone, as homosexuality was once illegal and now is very much accepted within families and communities in wider society. As laws have changed so have the publics attitudes locally and globally with existing literature on the influence of law on implicit attitudes is enclosed within the perspective of the indicating the purposefulness of law Other social groups have not found that social change as easy or available to them.  As, the lgbt community has experienced changes through the years and evolved throughout the years from first being unlawful to being protected within the Equality Act, (2010). This paper will look at this topic in a chronological order so it can be understood how this group went from being illegal to protected. First this paper will exam the social theories in a political context. Initially looking at the background and historic framework for lgbt. Evaluating their roots as a group and their current development’s and if they have achieved their peak in radical development. 
The primary UK laws outlawed penetrating sex between two men, homosexuality had not been the only goal within the law. As, it had been illegal to commit the act of ‘buggery’ with a female or with animals. The earliest law to ban homosexuality occurred in 1885,” Section 11 of the 1885 Criminal Law Amendment Act” Lafont (2001) writes that the United Kingdom Britain spread its outlooks about sex to the Commonwealth colonies enforcing laws against homosexuality. Liberal groups have lobbied for political reform concerning sex which focused on homosexual sex, diversity, and lgbt swaying away from gender social norms since the beginning of the nineteenth century. However, during Nazi Germany gays were eradicated with the onset of fascism in 1930s.  Adam (1987, pp. 60–61) says with the end of the second world war gays reappeared in Europe. Although Waaldijk, (2000) states that “homosexualilty” had been legalised in some European countries like Greece, Belgium, France, Netherlands, Italy and Italy much earlier than anywhere else Adam et al., (1999) argues that normal family life situations were limited and did not acknowledge “lgbt families”.  Still, an imbalance for age of consent.  But Adam et al., (1999) states that the rapid legislation for lgbt in those countries, predominantly in the Nordic region, had influenced the establishment of activism for lgbt rights. 
The Government had kept gay sex on the outskirts of society as such a protection for the wider public due the Aids pandemic. But Herek and Capitanio (1999a) says that homosexuals were labelled and perceived as social outgroups that threatened public health. Though Gwartney and Schwartz, (2016) says looking back on the theory that Aids/HIV was a disease that affected homosexuals only had increased the discrimination in the 80s. However, Clements and Field., (2014; Crockett and Voas., (2003) agree and say the lgbt community had been blamed for the pandemic’s origins, whilst believing that the lgbt people were a threat to straight people also.  Taylor (2014) states that although HIV/AIDS has reduced in straight people, the narrative still exists about AIDS/HIV being a homosexual virus, as there is still a correlation with HIV/AIDS and homophobic discrimination Followed by “the Sexual Offences Act in 1967” was approved in which sex between two men was legalised so long as it was private and “between men aged over 21”. However, Scotland did not see this decriminalized until 1980 and Northern Ireland until 1982. Kimberly Crenshaw, (1989) created the term and theory intersectionality Brittany et al., (2015). Though, Ahemad et al., (2021) argues intersectionality is a critical construct theory established in “the 20th century” that supports authorities to transform outgroups in the correct social order that they require. The Government use intersectionality to grow “political egalitarianism” and social unrest. Runyan, (2018) states that intersectionality can be used to comprehend in what way individuals display social norms and radical thinking merge to produce diverse meaning permitting for benefit and social bias. Therefore, intersectionality identifies influencing bias that assists in creating conflict in society. 
Subsequently The Equality Act (2010) is legislation that includes “protected characteristics age, gender reassignment, race, sex, disability, marriage or sexual orientation” as a legal protection from bias in society. Siegel, (2019) says that lgbt have equal rights, like anyone else in society and have been able to adopt and foster like everyone else. Following on from the Equality Act (2010) was the introduction of gay marriage and gay family life within the UK.  Siegel, (2019) went on to say that support of lgbt has improved globally. Carver, (2008) argues that liberalism and Liberal politics, philosophies are about being gullible, supressing, and restricting, thoughts within the society. Yet, Carver, (2008) expresses that a portion of liberals did not come from a scientific environment. Steel and Taylor, (2004) argue about Pro Marxists ideas about the education system is well recognised part of the structure, which has continued and expressed the same political ideology of the Government through the ages. Though, Miliband, (1969) agree the debate that the political structure is not impartial or unbiased but an advocate of “middle-class society”. Miliband, (1969, p. 241) argues that Marxism within education has a role in capitalist development as all the people must be brainwashed to be obedient. However, Steele and Taylor, (2005) agree that it is crucial for a significant segment of the population, education has shaped, and continues to structure, social norms and social class. However, “social order” needs to have a society with continuous social inequalities to preserve capitalism, and the public education system plays a fundamental part. 
Blasius and Phelan 1997, pp. 840–841) says that during the 90s the UNHRO was established as a new inspiration for LGBT lobbie groups.  Though, Ghosh, (2020) argues that the progress of lgbt within the United Nations had been vetoed on many occasions. Tadlock and Glick, (2019) argue that while there are considerable developments regarding LGBT community in democratic countries experiencing equality.   Page, (2019); Siegel, (2019); and Tadlock and Glick, (2019) accept that the community of lgbt were petitioning to achieve this equality from discrimination that they had previously been subjected too. Tadlock and Glick, (2019 agree that the transformations that society have experienced are down empirical evidence on lgbt lives throughout the times. Coll, (2021) argues that along with the Equality Act (2010) this generated problems within “the Catholic Church’s” clear instruction regarding students from the lgbt community and how this perspective is taught in “Catholic schools”. Office for National Statistics, (2019) says that in Scotland and worldwide there has been a surge in child ascertaining themselves with this ideology.  Education Scotland, (2017) McKinney and McCluskey, (2019) argues that Catholic schools should not ignore should be implementing all the information to children. Coll, (2021) says Scottish schools are funded by the state.  However, the Scottish Education Act, (1918) protects in law, McKinney and McCluskey, (2019) as “the Catholic Church” sustains authority in what way “Religious Education curriculum” is taught within Scottish Catholic schools and has agreement of school’s staff in regards of beliefs and values.  This rationale has safeguarded the hard Catholic religious traditions for more a hundred years in Scottish schools. Coll, (2021) acknowledges that Scotland is well-known globally as one of the greatest diverse nations in regards of the lgbt community. 
Scottish government, (2018) have now instructed that the school curriculum should contain “compulsory lgbt learning resources and content”. These lgbt subject matter is compulsory in university courses to become a teacher and is very controversial with the public criticising this from a mixed population within the communities.  In Wales the Welsh Government, (2022) have preceded by following and this has become compulsory for children to learn in schools and nurseries from three years of age, this has been very debated and followed on with a court case of angry parents.   
Hough, (2004) says that rulings on moral issues are useless within society when the mainstream is not condemning the sexual act. Lax & Phillips, (2009); Lewis & Oh, 2008); Hooghe & Meeusen (2013); Slenders et al., (2014) sate there is pragmatic data that imply that gay laws were reformed and caused by an increase in societal tolerance of homosexuality. Carmines and Woods, (2002); van den Akker et al., (2013) offer the opinion that Regulations are fundamentally socialising vehicles with numerous individuals accepting the outcomes of legislation and embrace the lawful opinion of morality from the Government’s. Kreitzer., et al. (2014) says that by giving encompassing legal rights to lgbt people can be motivating in terms of diversity and inclusion. Flores and Barclay (2016); Slenders et al., (2014) says there is a mutual understanding between community feelings and rules and regulations concerning lgbt, where social norms are influenced with laws and behaviour changes through social interventions. 
However, even with social change in laws, these gender identity and gender theories can and do cause discrimination. Egisdóttir, (2000); Whitley, (2001) agree that additionally a prevalent meaning that can be conveyed through lgbt discrimination is gender roles that were traditional by nature. This account is founded on the idea that there are definite roles, conduct and basic appearances that the public considers to be suitable for women and men. Herek, (1990) says in gender belief that being heterosexual is usually professed as natural men and natural women’s, with lgbt viewed as a ruin of gender norms. Gato and Fontaine, (2016) agree that this gender belief theory has views and embedded theories about character, hobbies and conduct of the people who breach these stereotypical social norms. Kite and Deaux, (1987) also agree that lgbt is regularly mixed with different gender ideology, and society perceives homosexuals to be like females and lesbians like men in character. Egisdottir, (2000); Whitley, (2001) hold the opinion that therefore, individuals who strictly hold to old-fashioned gender identities are more liable to be aggressive to people from the lgbt community. Which has increased since the UK left Europe in the Brexit shenanigans. Herek, (1991) says that individuals who direct opposition about lgbt do this to confirm that they are straight. However, Kuhar, (2013) the defending approach is thus somewhat associated with individuals suppressing their own sexual feelings or previous encounters. Schwartz (2010) says that lgbt ideology is usually combined with gender opposite roles and thought of as a destruction of gender norms. Schwartz (2010) goes onto say that individuals that conform to customary gender belief roles have been found to be more likely to hate lgbt people, with the defending status implies that individuals show hostility to lgbt to harden their position of being a proper man or proper woman.  Guittar et al., (2014); Whitley, (2001) agree that previous works indicates that males are more disapproving of lgbt as males hold to traditional gender ideology greater than females, As Herek (2002) adds that males feel increased burden to follow traditional gender roles than females.   Kimmel (1994) agrees that in traditional cultures being masculine is understood to be the opposite of feminine, and throughout their lives, Connell (1987), Connell (2005) state that males feel stressed to emphasise and demonstrate that they are male and masculine
Fosse et al., (2014; Gross and Fosse, (2012); Phelan et al., (1995) Another prevalent correlated theory is that thoughts and attitudes regarding lgbt can change through education. The customary and main opinion in the previous works is there is an optimistic corelation between liberal values and education, such as acceptance of social inclusion. The connection concerning liberalism and knowledge is rationalised through theories of intellectual thinking and socialisation. Runyan, (2018) argued that  that the thought of neo-liberalism is firm and an established theory that is correlated with the ideology of lgbt.   
Akker et al., (2013) argues that “the cognitive model” that peoples general knowledge increases through learning and their critical thinking is stimulated thus expanding individuals’ way of thinking.  Schwartz (2010) states that knowledgeable persons are superior and able to cope with novel concepts and beliefs, and to evaluate data in an impartial method (Schwartz 2010), this can prompt acceptance for outgroups that do not match “social norms”. Stubager, (2008) argues that “further education” is also associated with people having a better understanding of social inclusion, thus increasing mindfulness that different people follow all types of lifestyles. However, Radloff, (2007) states that awareness usually comes from additional learning courses specifically targeting diversity and inclusion. Although Phelan et al., (1995); Stubager, (2008) suggests that different outlooks can be delivered through educational establishments that teach liberal morals and acceptance. However, Whitley, (2009); Walls, (2010) agree that individuals who follow religions are more difficult to alter their mindset and generally less willing to accept lgbt people. Akker et al., (2013); Slenders et al., (2014) in countries that are secular `religious beliefs do not have any influence on the legal system or cultural social norms.
Inglehart, (1997) argues that the theoretic support in the literature about there being a correlation between individuals attitudes regarding lgbt and standard of living, is such that once individual’s reaches financial freedom. They turn their focus from a priority of survival instincts to beliefs of self-satisfaction and expression. Inglehart and Baker, (2000) agree that individuals who have experienced insufficiency in financial terms continue with “materialistic values”, however individuals that’s fundamental necessities are meet are prone to express “post-materialistic values”, that can aid social inclusion. However, Huckfeldt, (1986) states that Contextual effect theory implies that an peoples conduct, and mindsets are influenced by societal, financial, and laws of the country.  
McAdams, (2000a), Mc Adams, (2000b) sate that laws are offered as an intervention that policymakers indicate which morals and social norms are socially accepted. After laws are enforced, it generates a response, which can be normal or reactive.  the personalised normative feedback model Larimer et al., (2004) argues that the values enforced by Goverment are adopted by the people and thus the laws inform public beliefs and conduct. However, Yeh, (2012) argues that this occurs as individuals choose not to stray far from current societal norms, so they adapt their conduct and belief to reflect the newly recognised “social` norm”. 
 To evaluate to date no group in society has accomplished such societal and radical transformation like lgbt. As Runyan, (2018) states that neo-liberalism is firm and an established theory that is correlated with the ideology of lgbt.  Kimberly Crenshaw, (1989) recognised intersectionality theory and protected characteristics some time earlier than the Equality Act, (2010) was founded. Runyan, (2018) believed that the political authorities earlier understood the how influential intersectionality could be as a legislation and as an intervention to change who is then identified and labelled as threats within society. Though, Ahemad et al., (2021) argues intersectionality is a critical construct theory established in “the 20th century” that supports authorities to transform outgroups in the correct social order. The Government use intersectionality to grow “political egalitarianism” and keep social unrest ongoing. Runyan, (2018) states that intersectionality can be used to comprehend in what way individuals have social norms and radical thoughts to influence social bias. Steel and Taylor, (2004) had the opinion that by dividing society overall it could keep the government in power and inequalities ongoing, which will maintain social order and the capitalist in power. Hepple, (2010) argues that as the Government gives lgbt rights of equality in society in doing so then creates a society of imbalances and no equity. Miliband, (1969, p. 241) theory understood that Marxists think that the school and education system has a role in capitalist developments, as the people must be brainwashed to be obedient. Therefore, lgbt community have achieved major rights in society in such a short time scale.  Now with parental opt-out being eliminated within the school curriculum for lgbt topics in 2022, it can be comprehended the Marxism is a major influence within the UK education structure as all four countries that make up the UK have implemented mandatory lgbt content initially Scotland then England, Ireland and now in Wales 2023 alongside parental optout being eliminated and section 28 banning the promotion of homosexuality in schools is somewhat in the past. Who knows what law will be targeted next for the lgbt community as it appears there is no limits.
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