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Critically explore the current social and the political landscape and consider how/if this influences social policy in relation to a ‘specified group’ in the UK. Students should examine the impact upon the development and implementation of social policy, social justice, equality and inclusion within Wales.

Specified Group – People living in poverty

Acronym’s
PLIP – People living in poverty

Cosgrove(p.xiii, 1998) discussed the wider notion of ‘landscape’ from that of the geographical origins transgressing to landscapes of ordinary life(Cosgrove, 1998, p. 11) and to the new directions studies were adopting which incorporated notions of a Marxian understanding of culture and society illustrating how the theory of the idea of ‘landscape’ essentially necessitated being viewed through a wider lens than had previously prevailed. Elements of history enter the arena of Social, cultural and political landscapes in relation to the way different social groups have been identified and considered within a society which will be discussed further when considering how those living in poverty are viewed by society and how this marginalized group are perceived by the political elites (Cosgrove, 1998, p. xiv). Cosgrove(1998, p.40) referred to this process as a ‘ Social Formation ‘ – a Marxist formulation focusing on how the primary economic system of a nation has a tendency to direct cultural, legal and political social organisations thus shaping a societies socio-economic, spatial, demographic, cultural and political features which we still witness in a 21st century post-modernistic society through the nature, depth and focus of Social Policies in place(Cosgrove, 1998, p. xvi).

Livingstone (2002) discussed the Social Landscape as being far from a neutral and natural metaphor with cultural geography studies suggesting the foundations of this subject are ‘culturally constituted through a set of historically specific material and discursive practices’ (Barnes and Duncan, 1992 cited in Livingstone, 2002). Also referred to as the ‘theory of society’ social landscape studies suggest a somewhat abstract and multi-dimensional format (Livingstone, 2002) when attempting to analysis what shapes a society. Giddens(1987 quoted in Knowles and Sweetman, 2004) adds to discussions on the subject of Social Landscape by commenting that Social theory invokes ‘a whole range of issues to do with human action, social institutions and their mutual connections’ and it is within the study and analysis of human social life that we see the complexities that exist when attempting to understand the subjective nature of Social Landscape studies (Knowles and Sweetman, 2004).

To gain an in-depth picture of the social climate of a nation, it is imperative that we fully appreciate and consider the power and influence of a country’s political landscape particularly considering the effects of globalisation, Brexit (Applebaum, 2017) and the values and attitudes of those in possession of power and control (Krackhardt, 1990). Within Political Sociology circles it has been said that all social life is political in a sense and it is through a combination of political science and sociology (Kirby et al, 2000) that we can attempt to understand how the political landscape of a nation can impact on Social policy development and implementation.
Croall et al(2016) discussed how ‘there can be little doubt that the political landscape of the UK has changed dramatically over the last two decades’ creating a situation now of great uncertainty (Lib Dem Wales, 2017) and realignment (Academy of Ideas, 2018) where we see a narrowing of the ideological range of British politics(Applebaum, 2017) alongside  power being drawn from Parliament through devolution contributing to what has been referred to as a political system that is not trusted by UK citizens and a political arena which is concentrating too heavily on issues that mean little to the majority of people (Applebaum, 2017).
It is clear that in contemporary society there is an growing interest from academics and theorists regarding the relationship between the wider macro social environment and the particular political environment that exists(Lavelette and Pratt, 2006) and how drivers of Social Policy within the political and social spheres direct the development and implementation of policies aimed to achieve Rawls utopia of social justice when ‘each person is to have an equal right to the most extensive total system of equal basic liberties’ (Rawls, 1971 quoted in Lavelette and Pratt, 2006). However, it has been suggested that a ‘mirage of Social Justice ‘can appear to be in existence with those in power providing a framework in which demands a social order built on a relationship of obedience and command. Such a market system makes social allocations aimed to facilitate the idea of social justice ‘entirely empty and meaningless’ (Lavelette and Pratt, 2006) thus illustrating how economic landscape of a country combined with the ethos, values, attitudes of the ruling elite forge to create a scenario where redistribution via state intervention can be viewed as merely tokenistic.
It is possible to gain a richer understanding of social policy direction and form by looking at the historical context of how those in need of welfare are regarded within social, political and economic circles thus determining the strength and effectiveness of policies in place to deliver justice, equality and inclusion (Benstead, 2012, pp.15-40).  Formerly, the British Welfare State was not characterized by such distinct links to the markets that we are witnessing today. During the post war era (1945-1975) the dominant consensus was that the political framework in place should hold primary responsibility in providing for those living in poverty through sufficient, fair and appropriate social policies. Within Britain there was widespread conviction that an increased level of social and state economic management would result in more equity and efficiency as opposed to relying on market solutions. Supported by Keynesian theory and endorsed by the intended abolition of ‘want, disease, ignorance, squalor, and idleness’ within the Beveridge Report (1942 cited in Ellison and Pearson, 2003) social policy development could be seen to herald a new beginning where those with the political power and control could implement steps to achieve greater equality and social justice (Ellison and Pearson, 2003). Signs of Labour’s collectivist ideals were surprisingly supported by Conservative governments during the 1950’s and the early 60’s, however rising welfare costs during the 1960’s and changing economic conditions experienced during the 1970’s signalled a reorganisation of social policy provision referred to as the ‘third way’. This enigmatic term remains in use within contemporary society and in Giddens (2000 quoted in Ellison and Pearson, 2003) account of this process (appendices 1) we can see how economic systems, changes in the social landscape and globalization all have significant parts to play in the development and implementation of Social Policy (Ellison and Pearson, 2003).
In order to gain a more in-depth understanding of what impacts on the development and implementation of Social Policy we need to consider elements of the concept of the deserving and undeserving poor (Katz, 1989, pp. 9-35.) Origins of who is deserving of assistance and who were deemed ineligible can be found in during the late 15th and 16th centuries when parliament established a series of Acts referred to as the Poor Laws – with details regarding the power of local magistrates outlined in Appendices 2 (Alcock et al, 2012).
Conservative philosopher Edmund Burke (1795 cited in Alcock et al, 2012) discussed how decisions were made by those in authority to determine who was ‘genuinely poor’, such views were echoed by Utilitarian philosopher Jeremy Bentham (cited in Alcock et al, 2012) who added elements of deviance to the equation when discussing ‘…the measure of right and wrong’. Britain witnessed a series of amendments to the Poor Laws during the 17th, 18th and 19th centuries (Alcock et al, 2012) with elements of the foundations of this notable legislation still being in place today through distinctions being made in the media and political landscapes regarding the ‘deserving’ and ‘undeserving’ poor and sick (Benstead, 2012, pp. 15-19). 
Criticisms have been targeted at the origins of many of the current Conservative social policies with an ethos of ‘work being the best route out of poverty’(Staff, 2015) being embedded into Conservative rhetoric – a scenario firmly disagreed with by philosopher Hannah Arendt who is 1958 commented that “Meritocracy contradicts the principle of equality…no less than any other oligarchy” (Arendt, 1958 quoted in Littler, 2017). Gorski (2008) discussed how the ‘Culture of Poverty’ impacts on perceptions of PLIP and together with the ‘scrounger myths’ surrounding people who are seen to make a ‘ lifestyle choice’ (Garthwaite, 2012) we can see how notions of who is actually deserving of support are still evident in UK society(Editorial, 2012) and that despite policies being in place to lift people out of poverty, the discourse of meritocracy that remains continues to cause social mobility to not be a reality for all (Wilkinson, 2017).

It is clear that the social, economic and political landscapes of a nation have a significant influence in driving the development and implementation of social policy -  in particular relation to policies aiming to counteract consequences of living in poverty such as increased mental illness, higher crime levels and lowered life expectancy(Mcveigh, 2014 cited in Green 2017 p. 13) experienced as a result of what some theorists claim are the increasing inequalities in modern society often experienced over an entire life course and caused by global capitalism (Green, 2017 p. 13).
Kallen (1995 cited in Kallen, 2004, p. 31) discussed the concept of inequalities and the subsequent exclusion are Socially Constructed with it being said that ‘no human population is innately superior or inferior to any other human populations (UNESCO, 1978 quoted in Kallen, 2004, p.31). However, the power dominance by those in possession of higher levels of social capital creates a scenario where fundamental human rights are denied thus restricting members of populations deemed as ‘deviant’ equitable opportunities, rewards and esteem as opposed to those in a more advantageous position in society (Kallen, 2004, pp.21-31). Such exclusionary practices can over time result in inequalities being reproduced, institutionalized and somewhat considered ‘normal and acceptable’ thus necessitating models of inclusive policy to be followed to avoid subordinate populations being oppressed and their life course trajectory’s controlled by those seen as protecting their own vested interests (Kallen, 2004, p. 32).
Baldock et al(2012) discussed how ‘the fate of social problems is crucially affected by the views of prevailing political parties’ which can be seen to have dramatically changed over time from in the late twentieth century a shared consensus between Labour and Conservative parties of a collective, universalistic approach which required a reorganisation of social policy and the requirement of economic growth to facilitate increased resources. However, the UK is now faced with a dramatically different scenario driving social policy to be led by a focus on individualistic methods where people are encouraged to provide for themselves in addition to the family, the private market and the voluntary sector easing the shortage of resources (Baldock et al, 2012).
Referred to by David Cameron as ‘The Big Society’ this revised neo-liberalist (Lavelette and Pratt, 2006) model of Social Policy is directed by the notion that the state cannot do everything for people in need despite popular support for the capabilities of the welfare state to address social problems. Meritocracy is  now at the forefront of policy development and implementation creating a situation where working hard is considered by those in power as the best way out of poverty, however, with increasing levels of in work poverty(Bulman, 2018) and many of the root causes and inter-related problems of living in socio-economic disadvantage not being addressed(Rogers, 2012, Morris, 2016) – many would say that it is clear the utopia of an inclusive, fair society is an even more unobtainable and distant dream when the current UK Prime Minister Theresa May supports and justifies policies centred around Meritocracy, Capitalism and Nationalism  that will clearly increase inequality and exclusion (Littler, 2017).

In a recent report the charity Oxfam(quoted in ITV News, 2018) discuss worrying figures that Wales has a higher number of people living in relative poverty than any other UK country, with almost a quarter of those in employment(24.9%) being paid less than the voluntary living wage and coupled with the wealthiest 16% of the population having as much money as the other 84% - indicates a concerted and innovative effort is required from policymakers and practitioners to tackle the root causes of poverty and not just the symptoms of poverty(National Assembly for Wales, 2015, pp, 7,23).
During recent decades Wales, like Britain as a whole, has encountered a series of profound changes leading to Lovering (1996 quoted in Day, 2002, p.1) describing the nation as ‘a laboratory of social change’. Day (2002, pp.1-7) discussed how the social, political and economic landscapes have dramatically changed and from the inception of the Welsh Assembly numerous papers, documents and proposals have been produced to put a distinctive onus on a Welsh conception of what a government should achieve through social policy implementation that tackles the real problems facing the population of Wales.
Despite the National Identity of Wales changing over recent decades (Williams, 2018) most of policy development is still carried out in Westminster with recent discussions within Wales adding to concerns by it being suggested that following Brexit central government intends to reverse devolution and remove responsibilities and powers from elected National Assembly members (Swansea Sound, 2018). Ethical issues can be seen to arise if this scenario becomes a reality when the hands of the practitioners in Wales will be more firmly tied resulting in it being impossible to protect and advance the interest of citizens, in particular those in need. Within the 2015 report by the Welsh Assembly (National Assembly for Wales, 2015, pp, 26-37) it was discussed how the generic nature of aspects of the UK Governments Work Programme does not necessarily serve the best interests of all those in poverty in Wales with Professor Jane Millar commenting that labour market programmes are at the most effective “ when they have a local understanding, (…) when they are rooted in the local place”(Professor Jane Millar quoted in National Assembly for Wales, p.37). By being able to adopt a more devolved adaptation of the programme and an increased recognition of importance of acknowledging the role of all the multi-disciplinary factors and individuals within policy development and implementation, in practice this could result in the specific needs of the people of Wales being catered for and to avoid ethical dilemma’s arising when practitioners at grass roots feel restricted in their power to tailor solutions to make a real, noticeable difference (National Assembly for Wales, 2015, pp.26-37).
Baldock et al (2012) support this necessity to reach people in need through their discussions surrounding Social Exclusion when it was suggested that despite certain social policies in place to tackle and minimise exclusionary forces, that often such policies do not actually reach the people intended or address the needs being presented.

Mounting media reports reporting on the alleged ‘lazy scroungers’ that the UK is apparently rife with (Ramesh, 2013) combined with the perception by many that poverty is a choice (Assari, 2017) amalgamate to create a situation where the real lived experience of PLIP is often unheard. It was reported in the Guardian (Staff Reporter, 2013) that there was a need to separate ‘the facts from the fiction’ regarding people receiving Social policy assistance when myths such as inter-generational unemployment were dismissed. Inaccurate assumptions towards and perceptions of PLIP were discussed by Dr De Vries (2015) who commented that people’s general support towards the welfare benefits structure is influenced by ‘the kind of people they perceive most benefit participants to be’ – worryingly research concluded that there was ‘an overwhelming tendency to attribute poverty and unemployment to individual effort and application’ thus leading to a scenario that many who find themselves in this precarious position often being discriminated, marginalized and excluded against within a society that can be seen to label them as other, the moral underclass or deviant (Hall et al, 2014).
Within their report for the Joseph Rowntree Foundation Hall et al (2014) supported De Vries (2015) discussions relating to the exclusive nature of societal views. It appears that binary assumptions create a distinct lack of appreciation that poverty ‘is so much more abstract than a line’(Hall et al, 2014, p.11) and with research suggesting that there is ‘ widespread belief that poverty in the UK was either inevitable or an individual’s own fault’ it is clear that a process of re-educating the public is required to increase the overall awareness of the reality and extent of the issue (Hall et al, 2014, p. 10).
Thompsons PCS analysis (Thompson, 1998, pp. 12-19) can be applied to this context where negative media images and a lack of education and understanding combine to forge thoughts, feelings, actions and emotions at a personal level when ill-informed stereotypes can often cause prejudice and discrimination. Thompson (1998, pp. 12-19) goes on to discuss how we must consider the cultural context in which individuals operate and how cultural norms, values and expectations of particular groups and classes together which the principles and rules those within these groups are expected to conform to often result in individuals not living by these informal ‘dos’ and ‘don’ts’  facing exclusion, inequality and oppression due to what is deemed as their diverse characteristics. Power relations are apparent in all levels - being most dominant in the macro structural level which can lead to societal frameworks of structural functionalism being adhered to which endorse class stratifications and social hierarchies viewed by Marx(cited in Thompson, 1998, p. 90) as a unifying force that can bring about Social change with Weber(1968 cited in Thompson, 1998, p.90) opposing this by considering such social divisions as a distinctly divisive force(Thompson, 1998, p. 90).

Dorling (2015, p. 5) discussed how it would appear that inaccurate perceptions of PLIP fuelled by distorted media representations are preventing the deliverance of a more equal, inclusive society. Earlier discussions by Moore (2012) can be seen to support Dorling’s view (2015, p.5) with it being clear that work needs to be done to re-educate individuals through accurate media images and reports that reflect the real lived experience of PLIP (McDuff, 2016). However, in the post truth era we now live in, political and economic power amongst media outlets can be seen to create an environment where being exposed to absolute, objective truths is merely a philosophical hoax(The Conversation, 2016) when moral ambiguity and cognitive dissonance amongst ruling elites continues to reproduce the belief that there is good in the inequalities sustained by the injustices that remain in society today (Dorling, 2015, pp. 1-13). 
Despite pledges from Theresa May (Gov.uk, 2017) to ‘tackle the burning injustices that undermine the solidarity of our society’ and to create a British society that is fair for everyone with social justice and social mobility universally distributed, it has been suggested that this ‘shared society’ is merely a slogan (Kuenssberg, 2017).
Maguire (2017) discussed how many in society are ‘just about managing’ and feel that ‘the system is stacked against them’ which suggests a heightened interventionist framework is needed to counteract the injustices that blight the lives of PLIP within the UK who continue to be controlled and oppressed by ruling elites.  However, such a utopia of equity and inclusion can appear a distant dream with the political landscape of the UK being dominated by the word that British Sociologist Michael Young first coined – Meritocracy (Wilkinson, 2017). In 1902 the economist Vilfredo Pareto (quoted in Drochon, 2017) developed the notion referred to as the ‘Pareto principle’ to illustrate unfairness within society which dramatically favours those in possession of social capital who together form the ‘circulation of elites’. When considering such discourses combined with what could appear as tokenistic pledges in the deliverance of a more equal and sustainable society(Lewis, 2017) we must question whether the democratic structures in the UK and Wales have the ability to facilitate noticeable increases in equality, inclusion and justice or whether the elites within the political and social landscapes purely wish to maintain their domineering stranglehold(Jones, 2014) on the autonomy and self-identity of less fortunate individuals in society(Friere, 1996, pp. 11, 15, 29, 36). 
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Number 1.
“in the reform of state and government, as well as in economic policy, third way politics looks to respond to the great social transformations of the end of the twentieth century: globalization, the rise of the new knowledge-based economy, changes in everyday life, and the emergence of an active, reflexive citizenry”.
Giddens (2000 quoted in Ellison and Pearson, 2003).
Number 2.
· Punish vagrants and return them to their own homes.
· Issue licences to ‘deserving paupers’ to enable them to beg.
· Outlaw ‘indiscriminate almsgiving’ and set vagabonds to work.
· Make arrangements for the apprenticeship of pauper children.
· Establish weekly collections for the relief of the ‘impotent poor’.
(Alcock et al, 2012).
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