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Social exclusion is multidimensional and although a person’s finances plays an important factor of their standing within society, poverty it is far from the only key factor for them to become socially excluded. It is suggested by Pierson (2002) that Social exclusion can be described as an individual becoming unable to participate fully within society. This can include material resources, houses, education and employment just to name a few, but as a general rule if an individual is hindered from participating in something or, in the same way to that of their peers, then they are at risk of being socially excluded. Due to the wide range of barriers to social inclusion people have strong views and when such a subject is debated within a group of people from mix backgrounds, the discussion can at times become extremely heated. One point that was made during such discussion, was documented by Pierson (2002, p. 2) “social exclusion is caused by people excluding them self from society through their own actions and delinquent moral values that are different from the main stream.” For some circumstances this may be true, but this is not always something that an individual has brought upon themselves. 
If however you look at the social exclusion of children as did Anne Crowley (2007 p. 87) where she states “poverty is the single biggest threat to the well-being of children in Wales” she also suggests that children who within socially excluded families have less access to safe places to play, are four times more likely to die in an accident, and are less like to do well in school. Children have no influence in where they live or how much their parents earn, this suggests that circumstances can contribute to a person being socially excluded, and that poverty is not always intentional. The view of one person within the discussion group Pierson (2002 p. 2) suggests that it is the fault of the person who is being socially excluded, although this is their opinion, others may feel that although this may be true for some, it is not true for all, therefore this can be seen as a biased and unfairly prejudiced against those less fortunate than themselves. The view of it being the fault of the people who are living under these extremely difficult circumstances is more commonly widespread utmost those who have a more affluent life style. A comment about poor people made by Gina Rinehart the world’s wealthiest woman was reported by abc news (2012) it was reported that she said, “Do something to make money yourself – spend less time drinking or smoking and socialising, and more time working.” Abby Ellin (2012). This statement is not only derogatory but also implies that all poor people behave in this way, which is just not true. Pierson (2002 p.20) suggests that there is the deserving and the underserving poor. This would suggest that the opinion of Rinehart (2012) would be about the underserving poor and that Crowley (2007) is leaning towards the deserving poor. The Archbishop of Canterbury, Bowlby (2010) has said “people often need welfare not because they’re wicked or stupid or lazy, but because circumstances have been against them”. This suggests that there is a reason behind the individual social exclusion that needs to be addressed, to support social inclusion. This essay will be critically reflecting upon this and the effect that living in an area of deprivation has on a young person’s education and evaluate the effectiveness of the government’s policies and strategies that are in place to support these young people during their time within the educational system.

The family on which this essay is based live a state of serious deprivation, and on one hand, reading basic information about the family, one could jump to the conclusion that the family have intentionally put themselves in this position. The family live in social housing, on benefits, who regularly use the local food bank, have seven children all age between six and nineteen, none of which work, and their educational attainment is poor, this could be blamed upon their lack of attendance. On the other hand, if you take the time to talk to the family and get to know them then you would see that their situation is the result of some real unfortunate circumstances which is beyond their control but has lead them to become socially excluded and spiralling into the poverty trap. The true picture of the families dire circumstances are that, although none of them are in paid employment, in the parents defence, the mother is terminally ill and the father is her full time career, the mother whilst pregnant with her six year old twins, became unwell and given the choice to terminate the advanced pregnancy or to have a untreatable condition that would become terminal. This resulted in an extremely difficult dilemma. This decision alone would have been hard, but they made it. As a result, the family have had to move area to the nearest available home that the local authorities had that suited their needs, these needs were based solely upon those regarding housing. The local authority assessed the family in accordance with the local government housing support policy (2018). “The Occupational Therapist will visit you at home to carry out an assessment which will involve: Gathering information on your medical needs, observation and discussion about how you undertake certain tasks within your home.” It then is suggested that this information and this information only, is used to make recommendations about the best way to help with the practical element of the persons’ housing needs. While this is important, and the mother’s medical needs were such that she needed a downstairs bedroom and bathroom, with space for medical supplies and space for a carer to be able to stay at times. The assessments do not seem to cover such things as emotional, family and the social support that the family gets from the local community. This is shown within the local governments housing support policy (2018) where it states that “where the work that will be needed is extensive and is not cost effective, we will consider assisting you to move to a more suitable property.”  

Although the financial side must have an influence so must other key factors such as community support. Kathy Hardie-Williams (2016) suggests that the support that a parent can get from within the community is a vital part of parenting. She states that “when parents receive the support they need, they’re likely to be more relaxed and healthier, and set an example for their children that it is okay to ask for help and shows their kids the value in both helping and being helped” This can only work when relationships within a community are positive, and  friendships are formed between both adults and children, this takes time and effort. Pierson (2002) supports this idea by stating, “Network Poverty deprives users of social supports and informal help that we all need to participate in community life and to enjoy the standards of living shared by the majority of people.” Unfortunately, the assessment deemed that the mother’s medical needs were not cost affective thus resulting in the family having to move home. This decision had a drastic effect on this vital support network that the family had. Jean Piaget (2005) suggests that the environment in which young children live has a lasting effect on how they perform in life. Bronfenbrenner (2013) suggests that the environment within which a child grows up in will influence the way they develop. He stated that “more nurturing and more supportive interactions and relationships will understandably foster the child’s improved development.” This view is seen to be backed up by the MUD theory of Levitas (2005 p.91) where he states that “communities are social webs of people who know one another as persons and have a moral voice.” He also suggests that this helps families within supportive communities to have respect for others, morals and support the children to grow and become upstanding members of their communities. Due to the local councils adapted housing availability being extremely limited, the family were allocated a property which was ten miles from their current home, this moved them away from their friends and neighbours who were an integral part of their support network, to an area where no one knew them, but judgements were quickly made, before they had the time to become part of the community. The family may appear to those within the community where they have been placed, as a family who has a moral deficit. Levitas (2005 p. 93) states that “public shaming and humiliation are effective means of social control.” This would have had a detrimental effect on the family, as they would have to face these negative views, hindering their acceptance into the community. When this happens, it effects all aspects of daily life, the children’s education would have suffered, due to them not wanting to leave the safety of their home to face these negative views and the lack of concentration from worry and hunger. 

It seems that the families’ children’s needs, which are at the most basic were not considered. This became apparent within their educational setting.  Many educational settings are stretched and do not have the staff or finances to support these needs, but they should be considered, and strategies used where possible to help children to overcome the barriers of learning due to poverty, especially when in areas of deprivation such as where this family lives. The importance in the continuity of care became apparent when the eleven-year-old child move into the local secondary school, which his older siblings also attend. The report that the primary school sent, which was written by his teacher stated that “the parents are unsupportive, attainment is poor this is due to the lack of attendance, the pupil often appears unkempt.” The teacher does go on to say that “the pupil lacks concentration and can be easily distracted.” As Maslow (2013) states basic needs need to be met before progression can be made, he suggests that concentrate when hungry will be difficult. The report that was written by the teacher appears to have judged the family and as Levitas (2005 p. 95) suggests shaming the family for not conforming to the moral standards of which they expect. This report is not an educational requirement, but more of a curtesy to help and support both the continuity of care and the transition of pupils with additional learning needs better. The teacher who wrote this had only been in the school for a year and was covering for maternity leave, she has since moved on. This may explain the lack of empathy towards the pupil’s circumstances. The school’s effectiveness framework Hutt (2009) has brought together a range of policies and strategies with the hoped outcome of improving underachievement that is linked to poverty, it is suggested that for this to wok schools will need to work with each other and with the parents, this clearly did not happen in this case. Gardner (2013) suggests that research shows that transition goes smoother and improves educational outcomes when teachers engage in practices that support these transitions, giving the new staff information and guidance on the best ways to support the needs of vulnerable pupils. The new educational setting which the eleven-year-old was entered into, is a Learning Resource Centre within a secondary school, which his older siblings attend. Within this setting they have a mental wellbeing mission statement, which all staff must and do abide by. This states “we strive to create a happy, safe, supportive and stimulating learning environment, value everyone, develop everyone’s personal, social, emotional health and wellbeing, meet individual needs through an imaginative and flexible approach and enable all learners to achieve their full potential.” This way of working is guided by Maslow hierarchy of needs theory Maslow (2013) where he suggests if all of the basic needs are met, then pupils can progress with their education and achieve their full potential. 

Two policies that are significant to children living in poverty are free school meals and breakfast club. These offer essential meals for children who may otherwise not eat, but they still do not go far enough and miss children in need, however they are essential for those they do reach. This affects the attainment of those children that are missed as stated by Maslow (2013) “progression can not be made until the basic needs have been met.” According to the Welsh Government school stats (2007) there was an average of 1,500 more pupils per key stage at secondary level that primary level, yet the number of pupils at secondary level that was registered for free school meals was 1,500 less. Research by the government Samia Addis (2016) highlights influential factors for this being, the level of entitlement, ease of registration, meal allowance, food on offer and the payment methods in operation. Tom Davies (2018) states “currently, despite there being an estimated 131,000 children living in poverty in schools across Wales, only 76,000 children in Wales are registered for a free school meal, which means that at least approximately 55,000 school children in poverty are not currently registered to receive free school meals.” When this is looked at from the point of view of the children that are entitled to it, you will receive a contrasting view that implies it being more detrimental to secondary school children than it benefits. Crowley and Vulliamy (2003) writes, a twelve-year-old boy makes the statement “people don’t claim free school meals out of embarrassment. I would let people with money go ahead of me in the queue, so they wouldn’t see.” However, breakfast club is more informal and at secondary level is and is run more like a drop-in service, offering a place to hang out for those who have arrived early, relieving part of the stigma. However, this only works when pupil’s attendance is good, and they arrive early, but for many children living in poverty this is not the case, attendance is poor and when they do attend they are often too late for breakfast. This could be as Levitas (2005) suggest, the stigma of them not conforming to the standard of living that is morally accepted from society, that reduce their attendance and punctuality as they do not want to face their peers. School Stats (2007) leads us to believe that schools with a higher proportion of pupils in receipt of free school meals also have higher absenteeism rates. Hunger may be one key factor that affects attainment, but it is not the only one. 

In conclusion the government is trying to combat poverty in our young people, but not every strategy, fits every person. Although there are many policies, there are still many children that fall through the net. The school effectiveness framework policy Hutt (2009) leads us to believe that it will bring coherent support to all pupils and in turn will promote social inclusion. However, this needed policy is still to filter down to all staff, as shown by the attitude of the teacher who wrote a report for a child within this essay. It does however highlight the fact that there is more to inclusion than free school meals and breakfast clubs, which are failing many children in need. It is believed that around 2000,00 children are still living in poverty just within Wales, this equates to 29% of the children in Wales. As Martin (2016) states it is allowing 29% of Welsh children to be less able to enjoy the activities that their peers do, but more importantly is the fact that they are hungry. As Maslow (2013)) suggests if hunger is not addressed then progression cannot be made. This puts these children at risk of social exclusion, due to the lack of educational attainment, continuing the poverty circle. Andrews (2011) has identified the need to reduce the impact of poverty on education attainment. He suggests that as a result Welsh schools are working on reducing inequality within education and improving the education experience which in turn has the potential to improve the educational outcome for all children, giving a brighter future, slowly breaking the poverty circle. Levitas (2005) suggests attitudes will need to change, community spirit is needed to help support those in need, not to stand in judgement of them.
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