1. Suzana Narotzky (New Directions in Economic Anthropology) defines four main aspects of economic activity: production; distribution and exchange; consumption; social reproduction. In recent years, there has been an increasing amount of attention given in academia to the last of these. Why is this, in your view? Is this new level of attention valid, or not?


Mark Burton, in ‘The encyclopedia of critical psychology’ defines social reproduction as, “the process by which a society reproduces itself from one generation to another and also within generations.” (Burton, 2014) 
The social reproduction theory reflects the social processes that produce labor power as a commodity and how those social processes of the production of value relates to and is imbricated with the social processes that produce the commodity. (Pluto Press, 2017)
For example, working conditions, wages, gender roles, human rights etc.

Social reproduction has been the focus of recent academia since it permits the production process to continue, thus it is theoretically relevant and has implications to the rate of economic progress. Because it is the replacement of items and individuals within a certain set of interrelationships, social reproduction does not only refer to the reproduction of the human labor force, but it underscores the interconnection between the population, the political society, and the economy.

In New Directions in Economic Anthropology, Suzana Narotzky provides an analysis of The Collective works of Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, highlighting Marx's emphasis on the production and reproduction of real life. He makes the argument that exactly the alienation of labour in capitalist relations, as opposed to it being the direct material and psychological process of need fulfilment, makes work into a mere means to satisfy need.

Karl Marx’s ideas of the importance of social reproduction are presented from a viewpoint of ‘historical materialism’; that is, “the production and reproduction of real life” (Engles,1975)
He contends that the production process also involves the creation of ideologies, such as religion, and that historical materialism should acknowledge that a person's true nature is not some intangible quality that they are born with, but it is the culmination of social relations.  
Marx also advances the notion that in actual social practice, capitalism acts as a division between the subjective being and the objective conditions that generate life, as well as an alienation of consciousness from the process of producing life. (Narotzky, 1997)

Narotzky wrote, 
“Productive forces are the result of previous social relations… And social relations are the practical, real, materialistic expression of human activity for production and reproduction of human life.” (Narotzky, 1997)

Marx criticizes political economists for focusing on the value of the output rather than the connections that are formed. He emphasizes the development of interpersonal relationships which involves consciousness and are the outcome of practical activity. Additionally, the material products and reproduced consciousness are only classed as distinct facets of life in capitalism.

Considering the different values that influence and encourage capitalist economies to work decently, arguments for the "correct" values have gained popularity in contemporary culture. They were included under the broad heading of modernization theory in the 1960s and 1970s. (Carrier, 2022)

Early Marxism looks at state from an economic perspective. In viewing the state and its functions, Marxism adopts a strict economic interpretation of history. 
For instance, a flaw in Marxism is that it is frequently criticized for exaggerating the economy as the largest, if not the primary, driver of crime and abnormal behavior. Feminists' criticism of Marxism for failing to explain or acknowledge gender as a component is one example of this.

According to feminist theory, social reproduction is more than only production in the sense of capitalism. The organization of social reproduction, the persistence of gender, the maintenance of class relations, and the organization of production all make up societal reproduction. (Brenner and Laslett, 1989)
In simpler terms it is the complete narrative of what happens before and after the labor process itself and it answers the question of who produces the workers. 

In patriarchal societies today, many women today are torn between motherhood and work, negotiating a restricted 'liberated' sexuality. This is confined by the constraints of possibility prescribed by capitalism. Some social behaviors and institutions, such as completely socialized childcare, are burdens that for capitalism does not cater to. 
Social Reproduction through its analysis of the connection between processes of producing human labor power and processes of producing value, feminism goes beyond describing what capitalism looks like and how it changes. As necessary as this is, there also exists a paradox. 

Its essentiality lies in the fact that capitalists require human labor power, which is a basic condition of value production that they do not create themselves. Workers, of course, require pay and social services to fulfil their fundamental subsistence demands. It is paradoxical since capitalists must create conditions in which addressing human needs is sacrificed to accumulation to stay competitive. They must restrain and regulate the salaries and social spending that pay for workforce renewal and life itself. (Ferguson, 2018)

Economic growth and social reproduction are inextricably mixed. 
Politics comes into play where the progress of a country is dependent on the ability of the government to balance its attention towards ensuring that the basic needs of the labor force are met, and their rights are not infringed upon while ensuring that social structures remain intact so economic growth continues to take place. 
The economic progress of a country is directly influenced by the ability of its population to produce value. This explains why labor force is a commodity to a country. One the other hand, capitalism mindset to one towards human rights and equality in the workforce, has many effects on the economic growth of a country. 
Therefore, capitalism's class-driven imperatives do not only affect gender relations, but they are also always concretely intertwined in the continuing upkeep and reproduction of a larger capitalist social construction.

Walt Rostow summarizes how these fresh perspectives on life and progress allowed entire countries to economically thrive,
 
	“The idea spreads not merely that economic progress is possible, but that economic progress is a necessary condition for some other purpose, judged to be good: be it national dignity, private profit, the general welfare, or a better life for the children… New types of enterprising men come forward… willing to mobilize savings and to take risks in pursuit of profit or modernization. (Rostow, 1971) 

British writer and historian, Kate Connelly, in a discussion about Marxism, Social Reproduction and Women's Liberation stated that, within the current Western system, 
“Social reproduction is subordinated to and shaped by the needs of capitalism.” (Counterfire, 2017) This provides justification for the recent attention in academia given to social reproduction since new developments in gender relations are the product of sex as well as the economy, and that these changes are institutionalized as opportunities and limits for women. 

James Carrier, editor of ‘A handbook of Economic Anthropology’ argues that understanding economic activity requires close attention to how it relates with different areas of social life. He wrote,

“The difference of behaviour and motivation as between capitalist and worker has, of course, nothing to do with ‘human nature’. It springs from different objective circumstances in which each is placed. Through failure to make this distinction, orthodox economics has frequently been led into one or the other of two opposite errors: the error of supposing that under capitalism everyone is driven on by the desire to make profits, or the error of supposing that everyone is interested only in use values and hence that all saving is to be regarded in the light of a redistribution of income through time.” (Sweezy, 1964) 

Nevertheless, some scholars believe that ‘grand theorizing’ was a hallmark of the radical left theories of social reproduction that predominated in the 1970s and 1980s. (Gewirtz and Cribb, 2011)
They present the argument that the social system is sustained by human action, but its nature cannot be reduced to those activities. 
According to this viewpoint, the relevance and validity of ideas are inextricably linked to the historically and geographically particular processes they strive to describe and explain.

 Henry Giroux emphasised the relative absence of agency in reproduction theories, saying, for instance, that thinkers using structural functionalist interpretations of Marxist theory; 
“… Overemphasized the idea of domination in their analyses and ... failed to provide any major insights into how teachers, students, and other human agents come together within specific historical and social contexts in order to both make and reproduce the conditions of their existence.” (Giroux, 1983, p. 259) 
Giroux's critique also emphasised the necessity for theories of reproduction to be attentive to race, gender, and class, contending, for instance, that classes were homogenised in Bourdieu's work thus there was no provision for 
“…theoretical opportunity to unravel how cultural domination and resistance are mediated through the complex interface of race, gender, and class’ (pp. 271-272). 
Similarly, he maintained that while theories of reproduction based on the state have contributed to understandings of how social and cultural reproduction functions in the political domain, there is,
‘little about how human agency works through such conflicts at the level of everyday life and concrete school relations.’ (p. 282).
Additionally, the trend toward more sophisticated and context-sensitive approaches of analysing social reproduction processes may also be regarded as a reaction to a slew of socioeconomic events that cast doubt on some of the previous assumptions. The emergence of post-structuralist theoretical viewpoints, according to scholars, is necessary to facilitate a more context-sensitive understandings of social reproduction. 
This brings into question, the usefulness of comprehensive meta-theories that attempt to fit each social formation, process, and connection into a single explanatory framework. Post-structuralist ideas, which were closely related to the emergence of the new social movements, also brought to light a number of social axes that had previously gone unnoticed due to a focus on class as the social divide that mattered the most. (Gewirtz and Cribb, 2011)
The argument highlights the dynamic and heterogeneous character of identity as well as the potential and actual emergence of identities that go beyond people's standing in hierarchical structures in addition to social location and stresses that there are many different goals and methods that go into education, not all of which are repressive or related to the demands of a capitalist economy, and some of which support the advancement of social justice. Therefore, there is a need for a 
“… shift towards more complex and context-sensitive modes of analysing social reproduction processes [which] can also be seen as a reaction to a whole set of socio-economic developments which rendered some of the earlier assumptions problematic.” (Gewirtz and Cribb, 2011)
The social reproduction theory reflects the social processes that produce labor power as a commodity and how those social processes of the production of labor power relates to and is imbricated with the social processes that produce the commodity. (Pluto Press, 2017)

While many Marxists tend to focus on the productive economy,  Social reproduction sheds light on issues such as child care, health care, education, family life and gender roles , race and sexuality, all of which are central to understanding the relationship between economic exploitation and social oppression. 
 
Historically recognized as a time of social change, the turn of the 19th century was characterized by smaller average family sizes, a drop in household productivity, an increase in real income, and more consumption. Because the rate of biological reproduction directly impacts labor power, human rights have implications for both the wellbeing of the people and the economic progress of a country. Social reproduction forms the theoretical basis on which the proper conditions for value production and labor reproduction can be created. 
It strikes a proper balance between the capitalist aims - to produce value and generate revenue - and the fundamental needs of the working-class society. 

Despite the counter arguments and perceived downfalls, social reproduction theory remains relevant in academia is due to the basic, inadmissible fact that there exists no economy without the people. It has proven to be incremental to the processes involved in economic activity and vital in the pursuit of economic growth and, on a wider scale, global progress. 
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