Critically reflect upon what constitutes family in a contemporary world. Reflect upon whether ‘families’ are still important in today’s society.

Burgess & Locke (1945, p.2) proposes and defines family as a group people who may be united by bonds of marriage, united by blood, adopted into the family, establishing and living in a single household, interacting within various relationships and communicating such as mother and father, brother and sister for example. They also suggest that their four approaches that family can be looked at such as ‘structural, household-based, role-based and interactionist’. They define structural definitions as focuses mainly on marriage bonds, blood bonds and legal adoptive and fostering relationships. They also propose that household-based define and consider that family member that live within a single household. It is also defined that role-based focuses particularly on family roles and they also suggest and define interactionist definitions by underlining the various ways families are created through interactions and relationships actively (Burgess & Locke, 1945, p.2).
However, Newman & Grauerholz (2002) defines family as ‘Two or more persons who share resources, share responsibility for decisions, share values and goals, and have a commitment to one another over time’ (Newman & Grauerholz, 2002). Nevertheless, Gittens (1993) also defines family in another way for example ‘A group of persons directly linked by kin connections, adult members of which assume responsibility of caring for children’. 
Ciabattri (2016) proposes that the idea of family has changed dramatically over time. Through time there has been a judgemental view of that family is only a mother, a father and two children whereas in todays reality according to Ciabattri there are various types of families such as singles parents, same sex parents, cohabitating couples and stepfamilies (Ciabattri, 2016, p.28). 
According to Powell et al (2010) proposes that by interviewing families, they categorise people into three sections such as exclusionists, moderates and inclusionists. Exclusionists are the strictest family definition and can states it can only be a mother and a father with two children in a structural and role-based understanding of families. Moderates propose that family can be defined as a more interactionist approach and focuses on main aspects of a family such as love and care within parents and children. Inclusionists also outline families as relying upon interactionists views on family, this section of people is not concerned with the legal parts of a family and more the love and care of a family. Some buzz words from inclusionists are ‘commitment, responsibility, love and emotional’ (Powell et al, 2015). 
Similarly, Ciabattri (2016) suggests that by looking at the structural approach to family, they look at the structural integrity however it can limit the family by looking at its roles such as the role of the mother and the woman staying within the role and not veering out of her role. Burgess & Locke (1945) proposes and backs this up by suggesting that these social roles and processes focuses on gender differentiations and differences and the traditional nuclear family (Burgess & Locke, 1945).           However, Ciabattri (2016, p.23) also suggests that households do not just include the traditional nuclear family of just a mother and father with children. Also included in this are multicultural families, same sex parents and children, cohabitating partners, housemates living together for example (Ciabattri, 2016, p.23).
Carrington (1999, p.5) defines and suggests that 
‘who or what constitutes a family derives from whether participants engage in a consistent and relatively reciprocal pattern of loving and caring activities and understand themselves to be bound to…other family member’  
By looking and understanding family from an interactions approach, Ciabattri (2016, p.23) suggests and proposes that by looking through an interaction lens at family, it shows family is a pattern of activities and relationships rather than staying within their designated and structural roles. It is also suggested and highlighted that the two major factors of looking at family through an interaction lens such as caring and loving acts and doing activities for each other (Ciabattri, 2016, p.23). 
However, Burgess & Locke (1945) suggest that defining family by these four ways: ‘structural, household based, role based and interactionist definitions’. It also suggested that a family’s make up also by looking at family via a structural perspective is not as flexible where as looking at family via interactionist perspective is more flexible (Burgess & Locke, 1945). 
Nevertheless, Carrington (1999) suggests and proposes that through his research, he found that many individuals excluded small structural definitions of families but described family as a particular way of behaving (Carrington, 1999, p.5). However, Ciabattri (2016) states that she defines family variously in different situations. She states that she is a family demographer and her research majorly include definition family by structural and household based (Ciabattri, 2016, p. 23). 
Powell et al (2010) study focuses and highlight that family is complex and is constantly adapting. Some people are firm in the belief that people believe that family is a mother and father and children whereas other individuals believe that any people with children are e considered as a family. Whereas some individuals believe that anything can feel like family as long the relevant emotions are there such as commitment, love and responsibility (Powell et al, 2010). 
However, Weigel (2008) proposes that the nuclear family of a mother and a father and children is the typical family make-up in 2008 (Weigel, 2008). Nevertheless Ciabattri (2016) suggests that there are different versions of families such as single parent families, same sex couples and cohabitating couples. 
Though nuclear family ideologies, Hardhill et al (2001) proposes that the traditional view of family ideology is the main breadwinner is male to work to maintain the families’ lifestyle of the mother and children. However, working women those who are single and married work in labour markets for example, factories including textiles and farms and as servants in high and middle-class homes for families (Hardhill et al, 2001, p.71). 
However, as time progresses families adapt and change, families are becoming multigenerational and not just parents and children thus highlighting the importance of giving help to older individuals (Ciabattri, 2016, p.23). 
Johnson (2000) suggests that there are four types of relationships in families for example, lineal relationships are formed between several direct descendants. another category is collateral kin which are not direct descendants such as cousins, aunts and uncles. Another category is in-law’s which are relationships created through marriage and finally many people have family bonds with adoptive children and family friends who are treated as family which proves to show, there are various versions of families (Johnson, 2000). 
However, Sarkisian and Gerstel (2012) proposes that Latino’s and African Americans were more than likely than white people to live with and closer to family and exchange many support and support networks with each other such as helping each other with housework and childcare and providing each other transportation (Sarkisian and Gerstel, 2012). 
Ciabattri (2016) and Sarkisian, Gerena & Gerstel (2007) discuss that there is evident difference between family and racial ethnicities, however social classes are a major factor and can affect this highly. Although family relationships are evident and shown as important, it varies through ethnicities. For example, between Mexicans and whites was shown in their research, that their relationships with family differ and socioeconomic status can affect the amount of contact they have with each other. According to Sarkisian, Gerena & Gerstel (2007) those of a lower socioeconomic status have more interactions with fellow family members whereas people of a higher socioeconomic status do not have as many interactions.  
However, Calonico et al (1993) suggests that looking families within a modern society, those who do not interact with their family as much within this modern society, weakens the family and does not meet neds of those within society proving to be a major change from the nuclear family and the ideology of all family will help in times of need but within modern society as established by Calonico et al (1993),  this is not happening. Nevertheless, Calonico et al also suggests that if families were able to cope and adapt to change within modern society, families would be stronger and more likely to be able to cope with any changes. They also refer to industrialized relationships of family suggesting these can prove to be difficult. An institution can dramatically affect family relationships however it is remains a vital aspect in offering stability to families and society. For example, institutions strive to help make up organisations easier for individuals and families such as activities according to Calonico et al (1993).
As modern society has progressed, the choice of partners has been widened and developed for example gay couples, lesbian couples, single parents and other parents and children. However, within traditional society, social relationships were formed based on social on the family and social class. As institutions change so does society as this happens people perceptions change following society and social media as this has a big influence. Family is believed to be perceived on a person rank within society and bases family on the individuals social class. There is a process which is called status ascription which is being born into a certain type of family and being given an identity based on this. People largely based opinions and perceptions on social media and what they called which is called common- sense knowledge systems (Calonico et al, 1993). However, the systems and makeups of family are complex, but it is suggested that it comes from the term of knowledge and perceptions and the interactions and activities a family has and does. Calonico et al (1993) also suggests that that family is part of an individual’s primary socialisation although within modern society families’ primary socialisation has changed (Calonico et al, 1993). 
Nevertheless, Berstein (1970) cited in Calonico et al (1993) suggests that by observing this change in families through modern society proposes that this has vast impact of family life from traditional families to contemporary families. Although by serving this, it shows that contemporary families have both contemporary and traditional characteristics within family (Berstein, 1970 cited in Calonico et al, 1993). However, within contemporary families they could be organised according to Berstein (1970) by ideologies and recognised organisations of society such as sharing household chores. Berstein (1970) proposes that by integrating both formal and primary socialisations within families, this can prove to be beneficial as families should be able to communicate better. Berstein (1970) also suggests before contemporary society, the traditional/ nuclear family was the most popular and other forms of family were unheard of until modern society as various forms became increasingly popular (Berstein, 1970 cited in Calonico et al, 1993). 
According to Calonico et al (1993) there’s various family roles that individuals take over and play to. There are various social characters according to Calonico et al that suggest to families that they should stick the roles given to their gender such as the father as the main breadwinner and head of the house (Calonico et al, 1993).  
The theory that pinpoints this process is the labelling theory, individuals will play up to stereotypical label they are given as a societal norm (Becker, 1973). 
This traditionalism suggests the family is under influences of tension as they’re sticking to specific roles and individualism is not allowed and encouraged within a traditional society whereas in a modern society that is not the case (Calonico et al, 1993). 
McKie & Callan (2012, p. 21) proposes that there are various common family traits and characteristics which suggests being common in identifying common family identities such as
Separate but part of a family group, continues despite distance and time, Participation in family gatherings and family focused celebrations and Family memories recalled, discussed and forged through new experiences, such memories are critical to identities
 (McKie & Callan, 2012, p. 21)

There are various other common family characteristics that McKie & Callan (2012, p.21) highlights, for example, the reproduction of the next generation. There are various ways to go about as suggested, such as birth of children and maintaining and improving their health and wellbeing of children. McKie & Callan (2012) also proposes and defines that families does not just mean families with children and those families with children, they can be adopted and fostered, joining of two families and those that are born into the family. They also highlight that other family members help regularly including childcare and support network. They also propose that a century ago families were filled with children whereas within contemporary society people choose not to have children out of choice. They also suggest that households are becoming more childless as children grown up and move out, become estranged or parents simply don’t have any (McKie & Callan, 2012, p.21). Within contemporary society, care work and domestic labour was still sort of considered to be women’s’ work however it is suggested that men feel as those they are being pushed out of being able to care and look after their family. However, they also suggest that within modern society the roles of family become blurred and distorted increasing tension within families as there are not specific roles that each can follow (McKie & Callan, 2012, p.21). 
However, Parker (2012) suggests that current generations of families such as children and young adults are becoming like boomerangs as they are coming back to live with the family for example after university and this is happening more and more in an industrialised and contemporary society (Parker, 2012).  
[bookmark: _Hlk508385511]Within contemporary society, the nature of families is ever changing to keep up with the diversity of society (Steel, Kidd and Brown, 2012). It is suggested that the pursuing of careers is become more popular and the age of women having children is getting later (Steel, Kidd and Brown, 2012). They also suggest that more individuals in this contemporary and industrialised society are living alone, more broken and blended families, cohabitation levels are rising. However, fertility level is declining in several countries (Steel, Kidd and Brown, 2012).
Each year society changes and develop, families adapt and develop in society for example, adaptation of members of families such as a nuclear family may become a single parent family also because of this the roles of a family can change therefore so does their responsibilities and rights (Coltrane & Collins, 2001). 
There are has been vast and widespread changes to families, in the past 100 years there has been vast changes such more feminism in the workplace since the second world war, there has been widespread developments in contraception leading to family planning later in life and broken and blended families such as divorce, remarrying and cohabitation becoming more popular and acceptable within a contemporary society (Ipsos, Mori, 2008). This suggested that the mix in families are becoming increasingly popular and becoming a societal norm and accepted in contemporary society whereas it would not have been in an industrialised and past society (Ipsos, Mori, 2008). This suggests that the mix of families are becoming a societal norm proposing that this is ‘normal’ setting and environment within a family in contemporary society (Ipsos, Mori, 2008). 
There are several social constructions of families such as normality for example. Foucault (1980) suggests and proposes that normality is part of a families’ social construction by proposing a larger culture (Foucault, 1980). Hoffman proposes that this theory has been influenced by many such as Whites, Middle class, western society and predominately males (Foucault, 1980).  
Foucault (1980) frequently critiqued that theories of normality are regularly dominated by issues such as religion and science. Therefore this can cause people to use pathologies that do not fit the prescribed ideals, normality can benefit or damage family arrangements as it could encourage stigma and marginalise others within the family (Foucault, 1980).
However, Coontz (1997) suggests that postmodernism was a turning point for families and changed its landscape entirely.  Postmodernism focuses on various aspects of society that can affect a family such as social, financial and political changes. 
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