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Question: 
Identify 2 images which represent families in the 21st century. Then compare and contrast these images to explore, in depth, how social media can influence current representations of family within society 
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Introduction
In the old days the traditional family was an image of 2.4 children with a mum and dad, in a traditional family set up, with the wider family- for example, uncles, cousins, and grandparents (DaVanzo and Goldscheider, 1990 & Stone et al., 2014 both cited in South and Lei, 2015). There were also the ‘aunties’ and ‘uncles’ who were not blood relatives, but formed part of the community that children grew up in, and everyone played their part in the community spirit to look out for each other (South and Lei, 2015). People often lived close together in social housing, and inter-connected families, shared the responsibilities for raising children (South and Lei, 2015).
Nowadays many young people move away for work and university, and set up home in new areas, but may end up returning to the family home due to the end of their university course (South and Lei, 2015). Others might return home if their work has dried up, due to job losses, or they are financially in trouble and have to return home (South and Lei, 2015). These are classed as ‘boomerang kids’– coming back home to live, or staying at home and not moving out because they cannot afford to (South and Lei, 2015).
Also, partly due to the influences of social media, these days ‘family’ has been redefined in many ways and now it can mean different things, for instance, we now see same sex couples, ‘throuples’, blended families, step children, mixed race, and same sex couples with children, adoption and fostering, all promoted across various social media (Procentese, Gatti and Di Napoli, 2019).
This portfolio focusses on 2 images which represent families in the 21st century, namely ‘Oxo family’ image and ‘gay dads’ image (see page 4). Firstly, the portfolio compares and contrasts two images that represent the family, then it explores in depth, how social media influences current representations of family within today’s society.





Main body
Image 1 description – Oxo family
In the image an all-white middle class family can be seen in their kitchen- a mum and dad with three children, two boys and a girl. The style of their house is clean and well cared for, along with the clothes they are all dressed in, their neat haircuts and the little girl’s plaits; all this suggests that they are a middle-class family, with the mum possibly a stay at home housewife who has the time to keep the house and cook the meals. They are also using a tablecloth, gravy boat, glass tumblers, and serving the food from china tureens- again this suggests a certain class of family. The meal of roast beef and Yorkshire pudding highlights tradition and underlines the idea of the traditional family Sunday lunch. The mum is seated at the head of the table, with the dad standing overseeing everything. This suggests that the mum is viewed as the main caregiver, a strong character whose role is seen as important and valued within this family. The family give the impression they work together (the mum is not waiting on the father), and that they are a content and happily married couple with three lovely children- the traditional nuclear family.

Image 2 description – gay dads family
This all-white family are in the living room laying on the floor on cushions and beanbags, despite there being a sofa in the background that they could have sat on. The family are a gay couple of two dads with two boys. They look like a modern-day family having fun and relaxation together in an informal setting. They appear to be grappling with the remote control, suggesting they are having a TV dinner of pizza, chips and salad. There is no cutlery, so they are just using their fingers to eat the food with. There is some children’s artwork on the wall, along with a montage of family photos. It is difficult to tell what class they are, but they are all clean, well dressed, with neat haircuts and trimmed beards. Also, one of the boys is wearing glasses which suggests the fathers care about their son’s health and have taken the boy to an opticians. Maybe they are professionals who work from home, or one of them might go out to work, while the other is a stay at home dad. The children look happy and quite outgoing, and are perhaps fostered or adopted, or maybe they were born via surrogacy. This family looks like a modern-day family, with both the dads seen as the caregivers on an equal basis. As they do not appear to be wearing wedding rings, it is assumed they are co-habiting.

Comparing and contrasting the images
This image of mum, dad and children shows the traditional family set up, and the idea of how inter-connected families used to be, with them all sharing the responsibilities for raising children (DaVanzo and Goldscheider, 1990 & Stone et al., 2014 both cited in South and Lei, 2015). In this image the traditional meaning of ‘family’ can be seen with the moral standards of the day being demonstrated where children born out of wedlock was frowned upon (South and Lei, 2015). The traditional roles of men and women are seen here, where men earned enough money to be able to go to out to work and support the rest of the family (Thane, 2011). Meanwhile the woman appears happy to stay at home as a housewife and take responsibility for all the household tasks, while caring for the family (Thane, 2011). 
These traditional values include children respecting their elders, and showing restraint and being too scared to do whatever they wanted due to the repercussions from angry parents/adults/teachers (Thane, 2011). Similarly, the second image also shows a happy family where they all appear to get along well together with the relationships appearing to be strong and that the children are loved. As in the first image, there is plenty of food to eat, and the children appear to be well cared for and looked after. In both images the homes look nice, warm and comfortable. Like the first image, the second image also demonstrates 2 parents, co-parenting to raise their children. Both images demonstrate family values, just at different times and with society now accepting two gay men to be fathers to raise children together in a loving environment. In the UK marriage is an important part of our society, where the marriage of same sex couples in a loving relationship is no different for marriage as man and woman (Government Equalities Office, 2014). McConnachie, et al. (2021) found that ‘with better parenting quality and parental mental health associated with fewer adjustment problems’
Families have changed dramatically over the years, so the definition which previously constituted just nuclear families now include extended and homosexual families (Borgerson et al., 2006; Twyman, 2022). Furthermore, families now consist of those related by blood, marriage and adoption; it is also not necessary to have children to be a family (Borgerson et al., 2006). Therefore, ‘family’ has been redefined to mean different things like same sex couples, throuples, blended families, step children, mixed race, and gay couples with children (Twyman, 2022). Examples in the mainstream media include Elton John and John Furnish and their two adopted children, and Tom Daly and his husband who have children via surrogacy (Juneau, 2023). Elton John and David Furnish were previously in a civil relationship, but when the law changed in 2013 they married in March 2014- they had waited a long time for this as they had been together since 2006. They helped pave a way for other same sex couples by sharing their experience on social media networks to show society it can be done (Burton, 2020). They went on to have two children of their own though surrogacy and the children are biologically theirs as they used a mixture of their semen (Burton, 2020).

The role of social media 
Social media
Kaplan (2018, no page) defines social media as “a group of Internet-based applications that build on the ideological and technological foundations of Web 2.0, and that allow the creation and exchange of user-generated content”. Social media can include platforms such as Facebook, TikTok, Instagram, Snapchat and X (formerly known as Twitter) (Kaplan, 2018). National Cyber Security Centre (2022) suggest that keeping in touch and sharing photos with family and friends is a great way to use social media, yet to manage people’s security of their contents it is very important to maintain information securely. 
Social media has lots of other positives too, for example, in the mainstream it has been a great way of promoting good causes and new family agendas such as LGBTQ families (Dhiman, 2023). Promoting these representations of modern communities and families helps children to understand and see these positive things through social media at home and in schools (Rehim, Abu-Attiyeh and Hussain, 2020). Social media can also show, demonstrate, and illustrate how change happens, and this includes representations of ‘family’, which can make change appear normal and it becomes accepted by people more quickly (Dhiman, 2023).  
However, Masthi, Pruthvi and Phaneendra (2018) suggest that like anything that can become addictive, social media can be safely used in small dosage, but for some it can be as bad as drink and drugs and have big health and medical consequences, as communicating can become an obsession, especially in the younger generations. Furthermore, social media has contributed to the loss of face-to-face communication (Christensen, 2018). Also, when communicating on social media, rather than in-person, text messages can be misinterpreted, which can put a strain on relationships (Scribendi, 2023). Damota and Walabu (2019, pp.8-9) agree, suggesting that some of the negative issues of social media use can be viewed as ‘Facebook depression’, as some people can spend so much time on it that they get an addiction. Furthermore, they can get  negative feelings about other people’s lives and families being much better than their own which can cause a strain on family relationships as they are focused more on other people’s lives rather than their own (Damota and Walabu, 2019).
This links to celebrity culture, with everyone wanting to have a presence on social media, and this can lead to feelings of inadequacy and mental health issues within some families (Ford, 2020; Sullivan, 2023). This effect on families, can stem from photo and video sharing through Instagram or YouTube, and the content could get shared about and may be inappropriate at times, and maybe even get into the wrong hands; this does not only affect celebrities, but also ordinary families too (Singh and Tyagi, 2023). Another problem is that often images on social media are manipulated to give an impression of what family life looks like, but these images may not necessarily be what people and their family lives actually look like (Singh and Tyagi, 2023). This can give the impression that families are more perfect than they actually are, as things can be twisted or manipulated to appear differently on social media (Nnamene, 2021; Singh and Tyagi, 2023). Similarly, not getting permissions before sharing information and images can cause family tensions (Nnamene, 2021; Singh and Tyagi, 2023).
However, according to Sakman (2019), humans are social beings and need social connections and interactions- we survive better in social settings.  Previously in British Culture, families’ social networks were the relatives, neighbours, and work colleagues they socialised with, before social media networks were widely available (Bott, 2009). This was good for the community as it was close knit with everyone knowing their aunts, uncles, grandparents, and neighbours (Bott, 2009). The community was perceived as a safe place, as everyone understood and looked out for each other and this was what the traditional British culture looked and felt like (Bott, 2009).
The National Centre for Social Research (2018-19) explain that family social norms are seen as the values and behaviours that those families see as their everyday way of conduct themselves. They are the unwritten rules that communities and societies choose to help change the views of others and bring acceptable social standards to families (The National Centre for Social Research, 2018-19).
The traditional British families appear to be less religious nowadays than they have been in the past (Office for National Statistics (ONS), 2015; Twyman, 2022). Also there are fewer youth clubs and Sunday schools, many being shut down due to financial reasons, therefore young people do not have the benefit of learning about traditional British values through British Christian religion (ONS, 2015; Twyman, 2022). This is also the case in schools, where in the old days there was a Christian assembly daily, but nowadays schools do not hold assemblies on a daily basis, often because the majority of children are different religions, for example, Hindu, Muslim/Islam, Catholics, and Jewish (ONS, 2015; Twyman, 2022). Additionally, the British English language is not as widely spoken in some areas of the UK, which makes the British Culture seem like its fading, and other cultures are becoming more prominent and accepted (ONS, 2015).  
British white working class people are being labelled as far right, just for having their opinion on the way the UK is going with regards to issues like immigration (Walton, 2019). The impact of this is that crime and violence has increased due to anger within communities (Walton, 2019). As a result, some people believe that the UK is changing for the worse, as a lot of the cultural changes are happening due to the popularity of social networking which often promotes ideals that are terrorist-based, but people do not always see this or understand it (Walton, 2019). It appears that all of this is having a negative impact on British values and culture.
In the last 30 years the British media have been saying that British identity is part of the changing multiculturism and is actually about keeping British values for all families of Britain in this changing contemporary political landscape and cultural re-imagination Fortier (2003). The idea of British people keeping their identity with all the different multi-cultural aspects coming in is only possible if, according to Fortier (2003, p. 3) we ‘re-imagine things:
Multi ethnic Britain must be re-imagined as a community of communities if it is to have a future. A key aim supporting this notion is to disentangle Britishness from Englishness by way of redefining Britain as a shared territory, rather than as dominated by and belonging a single group.
(Fortier, 2003, p.3)

Conclusion 
In conclusion, this portfolio focussed on 2 images that represent ‘family’ in the 21st century, namely the ‘Oxo family’ image and the ‘gay dads’ image (refer back to page 4). Firstly, the portfolio compared and contrasted the two images that represented the traditional and modern-day families, then it explored in-depth, the way in which social media has influenced current representations of family within today’s society.
The traditional image of the family in the past was that of a British white mum and dad with their children. This is an image of people being very inter-connected, living together close by each other, and sharing the responsibility  of raising their children and caring for older family members. In today’s society, British families are more dis-jointed with people moving away for university and work, although for others it is difficult to leave home because they cannot afford to.
Social media has helped to change how society perceives ‘family’, with modern families made up of co-habiting people, with or without children, and same sex relationships the norm nowadays. Also, British families are less religious nowadays, and with Government policies supporting multiculturalism, this may be contributing to the fading away of traditional British culture and other cultures becoming more prominent and accepted. However, Fortier (2003) suggests that Britain should not be seen as having a single dominating cultural group, but one where all the different cultural groups can have their views and be accepted on an equal basis through all social norms becoming one multi-cultural multi-ethnic model. 
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