When considering how policy is developed in the UK/Wales critically reflect upon the interplay of the ‘policy making machine’ and the ‘practitioner in the field’; explore in-depth the ethical tensions in this relationship.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Policies are the interaction between the state, society and the corporations (Donning, 2010). There appears to be a risk of unfair projection on the estimates of deprivation for the people at the bottom of the social ladder because the policies does not accurately reflect the interests of the poor, the homeless and other unrepresented groups (Giddens, 2010). The concept of social justice establishes that everyone has a fundamental right to equal access to housing health care and education. Market forces appears to becoming more powerful than domestic governments (Haralambos & Holborn, 2013). The state is transforming itself to this new phenomena of social and economic change.
 The state has a responsibility to ensure that its institutions function effectively to the challenges of modern society, especially the challenges of global inequality that has been caused by capitalism (European Commission, 2007). The better indicators of policy effectiveness can be measured through the qualities of civil liberties which the citizens enjoy, public trust and democracy (Bryman, 2016). The policy makers are making attempts to move the accountability of the welfare system from the state and shift the burden towards the voluntary and private sector (Government, Inclusive Policymaking Toolkit, 2008a)
An interpretation of self-interest has been coerced to the public policy under the social control policies which sanction and condemn the most vulnerable people in the society rather than giving them assistance. The public become robbed of the confidence to think critically on ways to challenge the state machinery that determines its policies (Hills & Sefton, 2009). The public service sector namely the hospitals, prisons, police and schools are facing immense pressure to deliver quality services because of austerity policies (Hills & Sefton, 2009). The hospitals are currently at the break point facing the winter crisis and waiting times for the lifesaving operations has increased by 40% (Jones, Charles, & Davies, 2009). How the State does responds to these new social dilemmas that resembles the social ills that were previously tackled by the Beveridge report?
It is an accepted fact that the economic blueprint is structured in a way that increase privileges to those who control the means of production than those who do not, for instance 60% of London housing is sold off to the middle east (Chaney, 2007). Karl Marx theory asserts that those who have the land controls the means of production (Cargan, 2007). The inconsistency within the social housing policies and the new community regeneration cannot be dismissed as statutory instruments for social control (Jones, Charles, & Davies, 2009). These perspectives establishes the role of state plays in the mediation between communities and corporations (DWP, 2009a). The failings of the Grenfell disaster indicates the social divide that exists when the gentrification of communities occurs, empty mansions which are owned by off shore companies (Hollis, 2016). 40% of housing that used to belong to the council has been bought by landlords who re let it back to the market for social tenants (J & Mendez, 2007). The local authorities are widely claimed to be scapegoats for the shortcomings of the housing shortages (Government, Inclusive Policymaking Toolkit, 2008a). This is despite the fact that the Housing Act 1980 was recently revised to ensure that local authorities can raise the rentals and discharge some of the housing stock at market value (J & Mendez, 2007). The policy has introduced stringent conditions of means tested to discourage the public from making significant claims when they fall on hard times (DWP, 2009a).
The absence of representative policies that acts in the interests of the public appears to resonate with the situation that once occurred in Northern Ireland during the Potato famine of the 19th Century, when communities were drought stricken while the island was selling produces to the mainland (Chaney, 2007). This was due to the fact that England was in a position to pay more and the market recognised openness and any interference with the policy would mean government interfering in the markets (Bryman, 2016).
Two distinct features are shown to be inherently good or bad such as state or societies but the will of the corporations and the elite can have an effect in the determination of social policies of the society (Haralambos & Holborn, 2013). State and communities alone do not have the capabilities to enact good policies alone at some point they need the inputs of the corporations to make effective policies (Hills & Sefton, 2009). It is also vital to recognise that the state is not the lone provider of resources (stable currency, health) and the last orbiter and enforcer of the rule of law (DWP, 2009a).
The state is the mediator that is best positioned to advance meaningful cooperation’s between the boundaries of class, race, political affiliation and religion (Kaya, 2015). Communities and corporations alone cannot function effectively individual even though they have an important role to play in the influencing of policies (European Commission, 2007). Synergy between the state and its citizens is based on beneficial exchanges on legislation frameworks, public relation and the protection of civil liberties (Alba & Foner, 2015).
It is submitted that ties which connect the civilians and the institutions in the formulation of moral social relations can be reviewed if they are not working for the good of the society (Giddens, 2010). In the framework of state society that has good governance and which is dominated by high levels of bridging social capital there is flourishing of economic and social order (Hills & Sefton, 2009). But when the most powerful groups dominate the state at the expense of exclusion of other social groups, conflicts arise (J & Mendez, 2007).
Rather than making systematic solutions, the state chose the application of force through imprisonment and forced removals towards a group of people who have fallen on hard times (Cargan, 2007). Solution to homelessness is not imprisonment or deportation. The wheels of justice stepped are the only solution which protect the stigmatised and excluded groups of people from the ideologies of political systems which have a policy of creating a hostile environment (Hills & Sefton, 2009). Social practitioners are facing increasing cases of
The Beveridge Report provided a blue print that ensured that the state should not fall back to the conditions of deprivation that was witnessed after the war (Bryman, 2016). The social division that is confronting the nation today are the issues that were once tackled by the Beveridge report in the 1950s such as the challenges posited by social reforms and foreign policy (Chaney, 2007). The Beveridge report challenged politicians from all different affiliations not only how to defeat deprivation but to formulate policies on pensions, health, social security and jobs (Chaney, 2007). Clearly this is a different world today and evidence shows that government cannot protect themselves from the volatile world markets (Donning, 2010). But the five ills from Beveridge report still exists today, which are want, ignorance, squalor, disease and idleness (J & Mendez, 2007). Existence of power and privileges are ground that leads to the rise of segregation.
The state advocates for British values of equality and respect of human rights in their formulation of policy. With historical interest the UK is the only country in the EU that has a policy of locking the migrants in immigration detention centres indefinitely (Charles & Davies, 2010). The Home Office to date has made 800% turnover profits from immigration applicants (Bryman, 2016). Home Office appears to have a conflict of interest in the heart of its system, victims of human trafficking especially women are being sent to immigration (Haralambos & Holborn, 2013). The immigration Act 2016 has now become criminalized with some aspects of its legislation advocating for indefinite detention of people seeking sanctuary in the UK (Bryman, 2016). Detention centres instead of being recognised as victims of modern day slavery exploitation. In the ordinary run of things, victims of modern day slavery are referred to a system that protects and supports victims through the National Referral Mechanism (NRM) (Bryman, 2016). It is held by the anti-slavery commission UK that over 30,000 women who are victims of modern slavery are detained in the removal centres in conditions that depicts maximum prisons (Alba & Foner, 2015). This seems to reason that instead appraising structures that supports victims of modern day slavery and human trafficking, the state is using imprisonment to solve the situation (European Commission, 2007).
The significance of policies in the new social paradigm has been characterised by austerities. Reducing the national deficit does not make the challenges vulnerable people face disappear, instead it promotes human suffering and marginalisation of people. The human cost caused by policy shortcomings can be illustrated by the rising number of people who are sleeping rough on the streets in every county which has increased dramatically by 134% since 2011. Public accounts committee has noted that homelessness has increased by 60% (Bryman, 2016).
The interpretation of democracy is meant to ensure that people are treated equally and fairly by the system but the politicians are mostly concerned on the short term gains of policies rather the long term advantages that promotes the wellbeing of society (European Commission, 2007). Universal credit has caused widespread sufferings especially to the lowly paid workers who are at the risk of losing their homes and livelihood. The New Charter Group which owns 20, 000 homes in Yorkshire has reported of an increase in evictions because of people who have fallen behind their social renting due to the recent changes in welfare policy (Bryman, 2016).
The state has a wider role in the provision of service delivery through policy initiatives that are compatible with the needs of people and their efficiency (J & Mendez, 2007). It is not just about the reforms to the welfare systems through outsourcing to private companies for service delivery only but serving the interests of the public. It appears that the political systems structures are implementing social policies that are largely influenced by economists from a profit and balance sheet perspective (Hills & Sefton, 2009). There appears to be a disconnect between what the people want and the policies that are being made with regards to the provision of safety net and the public sector values. The theory of Weber asserts that legal domination systems allows people to comply without questioning the status quo (Giddens, 2010).
With regards to Foucault’s concept of instrumental process it can be submitted that policy making machines are adversely influenced by the political party’s policies (Chaney, 2007). Policy making machines is a top down model process which functions along the hierarchy of the organisation up to the portfolio minister to different departments. Policy directives are implemented to reflect the will of the political systems (Alba & Foner, 2015).
An important aspect of policy making machine is the nature of its composition which is assembled to give advice to the leaders (Morrison, 2009). These may come from different parties to form a coalition as illustrated by the labour peer who was a policy adviser in the Conservative government. It should be noted that having like-minded people to formulate police position can achieve representation of different point of view (Bryman, 2016).
The policy making machine is made up of the executives, the intelligence community, administration and the bureaucratic segment of the state (Home Office, 2000). Policy directive is determined by the elected political party which implement its policies (European Commission, 2007). It is held that in the determination of policy the quality of individuals who are engaged in the policy making process in terms of their experience, skills, personality and background is important in forming quality policy (Morrison, 2009). Neglect of relevant variables such as the rate of social changes in relation to technological innovation such as atomisation which is a phenomena that is competing with humans in the job sector (DWP, 2009a).
When the public policy is politicized, the ethical consideration does not take into consideration the interests of the public (Chaney, 2007). As long as the policy practitioners are appointed by the state on a contract basis, their independence is compromised by the needs the political masters and the corporations that lobby the state (Alba & Foner, 2015). Political party systems ideologies versus the integrity of institutions as they want concentration of power in their hands can be seen when advisers of government social policy resigned because of ethical issues (Cargan, 2007). Lord Adonis a labour peer and a former transport minister who was working across party lines as an advisor to the Conservatives government on policy resigned citing disagreements in ethics (Donning, 2010). In relation to tackling particular facts of social division that can be attributed to Brexit, the current policy was not committed to solving the economic and social ills facing the country today such as housing, health care and education (Bryman, 2016)
The ministry of transport bailed out Stagecoach and Virgin East Rail companies with millions of pounds and these are companies that are owned by billionaires (Hills & Sefton, 2009).  It should be noted that this benefited the billionaires and left the public with a high rail fares. The strife that has been brought about by Brexit in the community resembles the Suez Canal crisis and the bitter hardships of the 1970s, where the integrity of the state was compromised (Hills & Sefton, 2009).
The government social mobility team resigned citing leadership failure to solve social division and the creation of a fairer society. This can be witnessed in the diminishing of the middle class and the increasing of the lower class bracket, the gap between those who have and those have not has widened (Charles & Davies, 2010). The assault on public sector, whereby public servants are overworked without a rise on income to match rising standards of living and pressure to meet targets (Giddens, 2010). Austerity policy has reduced the jobs of lawyers, nurses are relying on food banks, the police cuts has left them facing front line issues and the GPs are overworked (Bryman, 2016). 
Evidence suggests that low income social groups can thrive economically if they become detached from the culture of welfare dependence. Karl Marx the theory asserts that a negative feature of capitalism is the creation of powerless class that can be exploited by the wealthy and the powerful (Alba & Foner, 2015). The shift in welfare policy has seen the resources that were once allocated to the general well-being of the public been reduced and the burden placed on the volunteer sector and charity organisations (Alcock, Daly, & Griggs, 2008). This conclusion rests its interpretation that groups that welds power have the instruments and resources to act on their negative set of beliefs that undermines other social group interests in society (Cargan, 2007). The state is gradually withdrawing some of its social responsibilities that promotes wellbeing of society by passing it to charitable organisations. Proportion of the social welfare budget has been reduced tremendously (Donning, 2010). The policy makers acknowledge that the financial burden of the welfare system has increased, as many people become dependent on it due to the aging population and the decreasing numbers of the young generation who are contributing into it (Giddens, 2010). The ills of the society can been seen in the increase of deprivation and widening inequalities which makes the job of practitioners challenging because of policies (Charles & Davies, 2010). This has been exacerbated by the position which has been assumed by the government which is advocating for an end in the era of state centric responsibilities and practitioners must adapt to these change in policies for the sake of the society (Alcock, Daly, & Griggs, 2008). By embracing neo-liberalism policies society to have lost its civil liberties (Bryman, 2016).
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