This essay will aim to discuss the way that social reproduction is talked about in academia and what merit those discussions hold in today’s society. Social reproduction will be discussed in the field of economic anthropology.
Economic anthropology studies how human societies provide the material goods and services that make life possible. In the course of material provisioning and during the realization of final consumption, people relate to each other in ways that convey power and meaning. (Morgan and Qin, 2001)
Social reproduction can be defined as all the activities, social relations and institutions that are necessary for the reproduction of life, today and for future generations. (Verschuur, Guérin and Hillenkamp, 2021) 
Social reproduction is a concept used in anthropology and adjacent disciplines to make sense of society’s continuity over time as recognisably the same entity. Its primary focus is therefore the logic (a composite of forces and institutions) that organises finite, ever-changing things and people into categories, positions, and patterns of behaviour that exceed their individual existence. Inevitably, social reproduction also attends to the persistence of society’s members: their biological reproduction (including the sexual relations and fertility that generate it) and the sources of their survival, longevity, and wellbeing. (Weiss, 2022)
These are just a few of the definitions of social reproduction that are out there, however they are not the only ones as social reproduction is seen as an ever-changing theory. Much of the conversations about social reproduction in academia of recent times have been centred around the feminist point of view. According to Narotzky, ‘the attention feminists have paid to domestic labour and to women’s work more generally, has been the major challenge to a production-centred view of economic processes.’  
Production, as it relates to capitalism, is another of the many discussions taking place in academia. Marx has stated that the value of employees’ work must always surpass the value of their wages if capital is to always be available for production. He says this to say that employees must give more than they are being paid to give. He was also able to note that there was a contradiction in this thinking because whereas the lower the wages of the employees are the more will be left for surplus but at the same time if the wages were higher the more likely it was that the employees would continue to work. (Weiss, 2022)
It has to be noted that the discussions about social reproduction in reference to feminist political economy are related to three particular aspects. These have been listed as the biological reproduction of species and the conditions and social constructions of motherhood, the reproduction of the labour force; namely subsistence, education and training and the reproduction and provisioning of caring needs that may be wholly privatised within families and kinship networks or socialised to some degree through state supports. (Bakker, 2007)
In analysing the use of the term reproduction Narotzky, (1997, pp.160–161) says that the term needs to be taken apart carefully and separated into different categories. The categories that Narotzky came up with are similar to this that were also stated by Bakker. They are, social reproduction, reproduction of the labour force and biological reproduction.
A lot of the talk about social reproduction is being done by feminists who are fighting for gender inclusion for females and for females to be given their due recognition as a major part of the labour force. As was stated by Narotzky, (1997), women are seen as the ‘optimal work force’ and because of this view the work that they do is not seen as valuable but as just them doing what they were made to do, simply because they are women. Feminists are arguing for the inclusion of women in every aspect of life and are asking that women are not only seen as the vessels of reproduction because they are more than their wombs. Women are more valuable to society than just the means to carrying on the generation and creating the labour force. 
Due to this interest in women and particularly in women in the colonies as the optimal labour force, we do not observe a tendency towards the generalistion of the ‘free’ proletarian as the typical labourer, but of the marginalised, housewife, unfree labourer, most of them women. (Mies 1986 p.116 (Narotzky, 1997 p.158)
Narotzky, (1997) went on to further analyse the way women, in particular housewives are looked at in the working world. She observed that if women work as housewives in their own homes they are not even seen and when they gain employment as housewives outside their own homes, they are not treated fairly as they are perceived to not be the main income earners in the home. Narotzky goes on to further state that the work being done by women is not only limited to those in the Third World countries but the Western world as well and that it is increasing significantly.
Reading further in Narotzky’s book brought me to a very interesting analysis made by Joan Smith, (1984) in her book ‘Households and the World Economy’. Narotzky made mention of studies that were done and showed that women are seen as subsidiary workers and their income is not really expected to make much of a difference in the replication of the workforce but as a way to give the men a full male salary, in other words, to add to what their male spouses are bringing home. Her analysis further postulated that women are economically dependent on the male income and as such, they are employed in the low-wage sectors of the economy.
“…women’s poverty and continued economic dependency are now the central operating premises of the most rapidly expanding sectors of the US economy today and form the basis for the profound changes that have characterised the economy over the past decade. (Smith, 1984 p. 309)
It is because of this that Feminism has begun to question the idea of production and reproduction. They have been asking questions about the reproduction of the labour force and hold the view that it needs to be addressed and women need to have a say in the discussions.
“… mothers become ensnared in day-to-day struggles of wage work, unwaged domestic work, and interminable debt servicing. Mothers and children are thereby chained to finance capitalism interminably yet separately, each according to a different temporal logic. This strains prior links between them, as well as between more and less privileged children, to everyone's detriment.” (Weiss, 2022)
Weiss, (2022) further went on to analyse statements made by Karl Marx and came to the conclusion that society needs to produce just as much as it consumes if it is to survive because every social process of production is in reality a means of reproduction. He went on to stipulate that for social reproduction to make sense the society has a function as one entity and that it is difficult to gain such cohesion among members of the society when they are plagued with injustices.
Bhattacharya, (2018) raised some very pertinent questions that needed to be asked and need answers as well. The questions tickle the brain and make us wonder how the wheels of reproduction really work and also show us that reproduction is an entire process in itself. A few of the questions asked are, 
“…If workers’ labor produces all the wealth in society, who then produces the worker? Put another way: What kinds of processes enable the worker to arrive at the doors of her place of work every day so that she can produce the wealth of society? What role did breakfast play in her work-readiness? What about a good night’s sleep? We get into even murkier waters if we extend the questions to include processes lying outside this worker’s household. Does the education she received at school also not “produce” her, in that it makes her employable? What about the public transportation system that helped bring her to work, or the public parks and libraries that provide recreation so that she can be regenerated, again, to be able to come to work?”
In conclusion, it can be said that the debates and discussions taking place today surrounding social reproduction are necessary and valuable to today’s society. We are all born equal and should all be treated as such in society. Women are the child bearers and also the child carers, but for too long their roles have been relegated to just that, homemakers and child carers. In today’s society, women are a necessary part of the reproduction of the workforce and the economy because many women are now the main income earners in households while the men are taking up the roles that were once seen as female-only jobs. The discussion will not end here because women are being given similar and oftentimes the same jobs that men are doing because these same women are not being paid the same wages that the men are being paid. Women are still being paid low wages compared to what men are earning for the same jobs. In today’s society and workforce, women are undervalued and underpaid even when they have better qualifications than men.
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