FAMILY DIVERSITY
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‘The family is a social group characterised by common residence,
economic co-operation and reproduction. It includes adults of both
sexes, at least two of who maintian a socially approved sexual
relationship, and one or more children, own or adopted of the sexually
co-habiting adults’

George Murdoch

Can you think of any examples to support or oppose Murdoch’s
argument?



Changes in the family reflect wider changes in society in the past, the family was stable, nuclear
and roles were largely traditional with men going out to work and women caring for the
children. ldeas about the family were based on religious and traditional ideas, in contrast to
this, in the postmodern era, the family became far more fluid and flexible and based on
individualism.

Sort the statements below into the correct column of the table.

: Grandparents living longer and playing more of a role In : :
i their grandichildren's Inves as both parents I I
| | |

Stabiitty: Formal, distant, based on women's economic

| 1
| 1
: dependence on men, empty shell marriage are likely to :
| |
| |

-
: Megotiated, dual worker familles, dual burden, gender
1 SCripts, egalitarian

|

work

(Giddens) greater individuzlism

Instability and Cholce: Closer and deeper, confluent love | | Grandparents: less involved in grandchildren’s :
: : lives. Less able in old age. :

Mudear {bwo generation family, heterosexual couple,
miarried with one or more children)

: Traditional, expressive and Instrumental roles, the

: Diverse: nuclear, 3ingle parant familles, cohabitating
| development of the housewife role I
I

|
|
couples and familles, homosexual familles, co-parenting, !
reconstituted families, beanpole familles, lone person :
households, LATS, empty nest families , class and ethinic :
diversity, extended families |

|



CHARACTERISTIC MODERN FAMILY POSTMODERN FAMILY

Approximate dates

Family structure

Roles within the family

Relatlonships

Role of extended family




The Ideology of the Nuclear Family

The Role and Purpose of the Family: The functionalist approach

Read pages 127-128

1. Explain Murdoch’s 4 functions of the family.
2. Does this fit with family life today? Why not? Refer to Murdoch’s views on family as the “universal institution”.
3. What is Parson’s response to this?

4. Explain the criticisms of the work of Murdoch and Parsons



5.

6.

7.

Explain, with examples, what is meant by the “fit” between family type and society.

Explain what is meant by the “instrumental” and “expressive” needs of society

What are the criticisms of this?



TOPIC 2
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The role of the family in society

-

.

Getting you thinking
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Is mportant 1o understand that the eaperence of famiy
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which make kst v of ther talents and abid s
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achireng these sooal goak Thery wiew thie farmeky 45 1he
corTarsinne O Soiedy Dsbiaaifd i1 plens the clomn ant nole
among ol socel inestitutions in making indivic als e pai
ol veider zociety. Furthermore, the family b seen a5 medting
Ihe neds ol rdiaduaks for emotondl satslacbon, ool
s, ben ity el seunity Oweral, then, functionaliets
gaa the family a3 sdremely fumctional, Le. iis exdwencs &
both beneficial and necessarny for e snooh aering of
ety and the pesond devel oirment of mdwickaly

BYerdnk (19489) compared oeer 250 sociees and damed
that the miadear Ramil wes unkamal ce Thal same om
of it mestedd in fasiny korcaen sodmty. and that i gk
perlonmned four funchons meental bo She cominu e
mamlenice of those socres

& AEproduTTiEr = SOy Fefjiines rera e e 1o
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trgtey 4 poweriyl emclionasl bond bebwesn a couple,
o rages oty and thassfong commiis the
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W Erondent — Adut ey memiiec s ther
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of their dependents by becoming prod uctiag woniens
and bringing hams an incoma. This undaipies the
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Fzsing, Tood, qualy of coee, #ic. & 2k benedrs
oty becauss i B amumed without question that
famity members shoaudd Take thar plais i e soniemy
andd the division of labowr & speoslred wege-
marrey, therelry comnouting 1o the smoodh running of
Lt ey Ty (T T e T T

Evaluation of Murdook

InlEepselintil SeCilogisls angue Thal kMurdedk Tak ta
aiknowledgs $al Tanmsken ane e product of cubue rathe
tran tokogy. and that, consequently family relaonships
and rodes wal tale differens foms even within the sase
Ry For daainphs, range of GiTament Ak S
Eringing up childmen can be ssen n the L which have
i enots in differend seligiows beliefs, sooews w0 aconomic
cppariunity, Baked in partodar chikd peychalsgy
approsches, mid, TRk alcot Foes (he adocaboral funchion
mew ciffr in an upper-clas. White famiy compared with 2
Rugimn damily ar 3 Wehee famiy Wwinegi o0 & dapriad nne
Lty mdate

Murdock’s defintion of the lamiy and s funchors &
also quiie consensainag in ihet it depewes Cemain members
of gty al Tamiky sans; & amphes tha certan types of
paraniing - sngle, fosten, homeesous| and wmogate - se
not quite 25 benefcial 21 the CEmic tevo hetenosexual
pronts” model. in this sense, Mundocks model k polncal
PeCan s it v Clparky sayireg Besie are wight' ared “weong'
ways b ongange famiy Ife,

Family functions

Despric Thase doubts aboiut 1he unsarsaloy of the muchear
wril, Tunctionalsl sodiahg s hass Tecised ther altangen
o B Tungliong of the family in onder bo e iis benefils
for both the social strucivee and its members. Several
furections raee been demited 1hat abegecly cornirifusg n
T v I beiney of socialy as well a8 panerts ared childnen

iy e s in Topic 1, Parsons (1955) sow the pagsi ndhsirial
matended lamily o weobing imo the Sedern ks Tamil
wirech sosasializead in the pamany socialzeton af chidren
Parpgir Bofieved that persoralities sre 'made not bam’

fior Parsons. & child could only becora & social adulr by
irfernalkzing the shaved nonms and sabes o the ety 49
winich they befonged, He hesslom ww nuclesr famibes =
‘pirssnabiy Tectorey’, churming out poung chaere
rommitbed io the roes, patierns of behavios and bebel
spmiems which make irrsohviesan i sodal [ pasible. In
this seece, T lamiky 3005 o g bricke betweer chiddren and
thinr ifrebvinunnt w yder sooeky.

Az Cheal (20005 puls R, o srmplyT Parencs ok s
encouraged 1o beliews thery have 4 soedial resporaiality 5o
ensuee ey childl grows up happy, strong, cond ge
prlicylste, Eheeste arol skiless in svery pesiole esmce”

Mher soO0kooists point oul tat the Tamidy & imgoriant
i perms of bosh polincal e religoys sociskration. Mary
ol our belaly, prepadices snd sraastes may be ocied in
the sireny emotional bands we fonge with o panants
dunng childhood

Farsons wra mdalhers o plasing the mejor ok nofre
aroaeds of rubarng snd socalizabion in families. Mothees,
Fe climed, veere the ‘miestive leaders’ ol the Tasily velia
vt biodogically sured o kckovg #'ler the siokanal and
odiural dessogimen ! of children. tuch deas wlec the
cherninasd domeshc srrangomends in the UK wne s woman
herse lorag held pricary resgaind hlgy tor keskang after
chianen and Fousivork, Thess ariangem et will be
turther daphired m Toage 5,




abmough the lamily & viewed 25 the man agent of
sacmbizston, & s mportand to resembes thit sl zaton
is @ Wa-lorg procema, B o eod and veith 1 ot of
echlthosad or when a ¢ hikd lsrees home . We acquire
coegiience angd knoededne throug hout our lres from &
ranga of diffesent sources. K i thensliom amportand 10
actnmadedgs the sdrenie of Saoaadang st of
sacahzaton, wuch i fha eoucasonal Aaiam, relgion, the
mesg media and the workplaos. Such agencies also strongly
sugrcat whan goes on in Tamiies. Fleicher (19041, for
enample, 2rgued trat chidrearing in farmiies & made moe
effecime by the support oFfenss by slate imbndianns in the
formn of antenata’ and posinatal care, Bealh Jinics,
dipcton, health vsbors, sooial vaorkers, teadan and
hoirsng oticans.

Stabilization of adult personality

Parsons arguesd that the second major speciakzed furchan
of the famly B to rebee the dreses of sodern-day bang
for s adult mesmbers. Thes theory, alter callsd @ Saasm
bath’ thesry, <lams thit Tamiy 98 ‘slabiipes’ aduly
parsaralities. Stael anid Kidd note the family doss ths by
prosading ‘in tha home 3 warm, lowng, stable emaironment
waiteer thie individus) adults can be thameabes and aven
"kt themsehses go” in a chideh and undigrefies way AL
ihe same e, fhe supeneion and deciaizaton of chidien
grves perents & sense of Wabilty and resporalkibly’ Sl
and Kakd 2001, @42, This emadianal support and sounty
and The opparTunity 1o engage in play with childeen, aos
ar & sadety waks in 1hat it prewents. stress from
oreneheiming adult famiby memiers and, 25 5 result, it
srenglhers sooal stabiity. In the senss, Parsorm weswed
the famity s & poadene snd benefisl glace Tor all its

ma by — @ *hame dvste] hame’, a e in & haarfiess
wakel and & place in which people can B thelr naiuml
ikt Gk Fig. 240

F

Figure 1.4 Fhe “warm bath’ Theory
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Gender-rale socialization

A further Important agpect of socishzation s that children
learr tha cuftural pattams of behardour eapected of ther
gander e winat s regorded 89 ppprcpiiane masculing o
feminine behasour From an ¢l age, peopke aie Saned
ks thaw parants’ chikiaing practoss 4o conlkorm 1o sooal
mapeckatione of howe males and demales shaudd Behave,
Chapman (2004, p. 200 nictes that frackoraly:

wegvly frough plae drough e cbdnes they o ang’
through Svmal soioakng wou's' beenn Hhe rphl bnd af
Attt and s no pevfosm M agul e of
homerrke g’ mather Bod, By de Game modken,
AT amed sguarely andhe ol of brescvanner by
TG dowan Mhedr ; s Bt woulkd
haye what were predyrnied i ba e dgir svvals of By
far waonk, ==

n this serse, then, gender differerces are rot bobgical or
satuial but am cialy conaniced by socety. Thise
clfferences doo ans further ranlGioed by seoondarny ans
ol social mateon, such 25 eoucation and the mass mesda

Social control
The fsmiy serees 24 m imooriant agent of social concned
2nd, alongse sacondary agenoes such g reigon, the
grisninal ustics gratem and tha mass meda, poloes the
behesiour of sooety’s mmemiers in codhen g g nlan vl
coreersus and sooa order. 4 Murdock poired out, the
Tarvily is generally regarded a5 The moml coerire of sooety
s seby the rules wieh segerd b0 how peopl dhuld
beharae, partcubaty with regard to sex and sewusbty, 20,
i geresally regarded a5 Sedant 10 angane in adulenous

FADL

Eaiting The bourdaries of deviant bebasiour is an
AN comssuende of primany socalzton. Eecive
childearirg imechves. b devespiment Gl a maral
conwience that trans chikdeen to know the diffesence
I ‘right’ andd “weond', TRk & backed up through
porenial wse of postres sarcions deg, wevaands) and
negaime anctors leg punshmentsl In the serse, the
family cornribitas 10 The Manenance of offar sooal
irebitutiones by ereunng the mossl eguceton ol childrer
wiho usualy grow up b become decent, |aw-abedng
cilisers and ke

social status

Bexng born ik a family results in the soquistian of a
it of aseribad slaluked - |5 Slate alocated by
age, gender, brth aeder, ethnioty, eligon and sedial Jles,
Thers 5 sorme edencn That tre soco-sconome shaius of
o Bamily prgides us wath i e o Family identity. [t ako
has a profound infheenoe gwer the guality af spoorunties
thal vee EeerEnCE 45 'we growy up. For exaple, the wooisl
and cultural supoors wi secowe from panems with regand
o education. e.g, nurssny schacation, Prieatd D,
atwendance at privsbe schooks, atiess b computers and 5o
an, st ofen dependent upon the stonamic supports our
aareks can aller ws Soma famikes ang able o ofer 1hair
children coneiderable et il upport, not coly duning
1hir sarky years of depergence, but ofter wel! after dhery
tawn Tiwery B fammdly reest, .. 1000 N 50 unieersity of [0
wet pp b o Thiat oem. Berfardes argpaes fhat duch

nequalities in eronomic mardenance resut in helpliss
sty 1 ifants Baing charnelbad into bscoming 8 wide
w2 of very unequal malune aduks

Econgmic consumption

ni Topie 1. e sar than thie presindusinal family was
sesponsbbe for the production of goodk. Industhal mon,
rowarit, b2d 1o faclones kg ower the hmctian Fak
companias, Tarme and shops comtinue 10 w5t n e 275
cemiuny. but it can be aegued that the farekys oo nomic
fureen today is a5 a unit of comsumpkian - goods and
sorvicey prosided by the eonamy ane mank consumed iy
thee Fami by wnit & O Sclabar ngle
o froam reach-racke mdal, througd vashng machines
ang Savs, to deiorommoncatod sevnces, he adeeniens
o ur TV e and i magaaines cleanly rega famder
a5 prmaging the man saker B e goads and
NS Mty penvncde. Ramily inoome & epeosed
fargely o0 thirgs Tar the famihe. == [Siclaner 2004, p2d)

Recreation and leisure

[huing 1he 20th conury, the family became an imporlant,
pentre Tior regieanion anid kEum This s epecaly e
for children in the 19540, when parsts Saned 10 nRpE
thie vecerhd &% a much rkder plaoe for children and chekdren
began bo spend mdse B in thi Riams. Evans and
Charcher (10061 node how homes, and ipecificalky
thildeen’s bedioams, am ofien now furnished wih meda
ard techmolpgoal ebertairment, such &6 takigions,

DD players and computer games

Protective and welfare function

Urike marry resdp-bon srdmak, the Buman Baby is
gererally ralpless and requines aduk physical support and
proteciion for & prokenged pediod of tine. Howeas, e
vartlare sopport that a chid recewes Dam ils paants, 8.4q.
shiehier, dist and education, very much depends on the
famiby's soci-eondered slalus. TS, in [unn, is dapendent
o this cccupation and income of the major wageearnens,

T willarg Tunction also takes the form ol farmily
members beng cased or and supported By othar lamily
rarnbars i They ame i, dsabled, siderty or in povesty. The
lamily, Swieloes, makes an imponant contribuion to the
Faalih gnd websre of the mom suinerabil memians of
sachty, and works alongsde social insimsons wuch & the
saicne Health Senice

Furchionabsts, therefore, e B lamily at 3 onacial
wocial mstinimon fnctioning poaitively 1o being about
haplthy soceded snd sdrediiak

Criticisms of functionalist views
of the family

Funciionaliss send to views the Tamily a5 wey Fammaniows
Bl o v shall sea i Topee 5, this vew has been
challenged by scocunts ol child abiusa, 0omestc Wwiloroe
ared e fall-ou from drcrce, Ae Cheeal nakes, Tundtional
ralationshps can easly dip into dysfuncional
relatiorahips, and koss can ofwan wm ima haie 0 moments

' "
Focus on research

Morrows [1998)
Chaldren's wiews
of thee family

A qualitative thady of
183 children agod
bitmandi & ared 14,
carriest out by Momaors
in 1908, fouand that childnan's vizws of the tunctons
af the family do ref recessasily conform &a
oty pical images of tha meliar Lamily, The
rewmarch aikiind pupls 1o deavw and write st "whi
Is imporiznt 1o meT. and o complebe @ declence oi
‘what ha lamily’ and ‘whal e Tamile for? They
wona alem giwen & shom Questgnneire pking whestar
ar raok thie one-sentence decnptiom of Bamily Gpe
counted i fanmily, Greup decwsonm ako 100k plece
wiFich exploned their responsss 1o the gueshonnaim,
The children were found bo hirse @ prig mat vies ol
family life - bova, care and rotual nEpe wee
Figardiad by them 3t the eswriial functione of damily |
fife, They ahno had & very incheiise v o sho was 1
familky - alnaant reletsaes and s were regerded m
family members Tris research can be doram kaded
" from ey rf orguk.
1 nowhat wys did fhe children's viean agii
with seciclogical wiewa abboul thi Tundtions of
the Farily I

of ntaree emotion He notes that “vee hes 1o fce The
paraciow Bt Families are corfests of ke andd rurturance,
et they are abo ooty of wasdende and swnder' (Chaal
B0, p &

Furimnnalsl anakses of the nuckar family wend to be
s on midde-class and American versions of family He,
and thisy corsecuendy noghect ather influsnces, wuch o
oy, sooadl class or wligion For casmple, Parsan does
o coneidar the fact that weeslth or poeerty may datenming
whether veormen 25ay ol hose 16 Kok after dhikdnan o nol.
Snoe Parioim wergle n e 19508, snany Wisstem socebes,
ircludang the UK, has bicome svltiosiural. Belgous
ard thin saboultural ditterances mey mean that Passors’
varpen of the lamidy ks ro longes elean! i TR Or 3y
SOty

Social and culuesl chenges may mean that some of the
Sunctinns of 1he Farmiby have Tsen modfied or even
ahandored ahogether 3 demarsieated in Tebie 3.1,

Thie Marxist critique

Wdarsrts ame wery orneal of The process of prisany
soclabzation im the nudiesr lamily Becaurss they angus that
t reproduces and mairgairs class inegualitg They angue
that the man Tunction of o necear famidy & o disract









Criticisms of the Functionalist view:

Who? Criticism What specifically is being
criticised?




Marxist View on the Role of the Family

Marxists take a conflict view of the family, arguing that it functions to maintain and reinforce
capitalist society. Capitalism is the type of society that we live in today. It is based on the
ownership of private property and the nuclear family reinforces capitalist ideology and keeps
people in their class positions, either working class or middle class. The nuclear family does this
through preventing children and adults from questioning the unfairness of the system and
providing a place where the frustrations with the system can be vented.

How does the Marxist view support How does the Marxist view challenge
Functionalist theory? Functionalist theory?



New Right View on the Role of the Family

The New Right regard the nuclear family as the ideal family form. They argue that traditional roles and relationships provide positive
socialisation for children who have clear role model. Within the family, New Right thinkers argue that the mother should take the
caregiving expressive role while the father should take the instrumental or breadwinning role. The New Right are critical of
alternatives to the nuclear family and express strong concerns with the breakdown of traditional family life, seeing it as leading to

problems in wider society such as an increase in antisocial behaviour and crime. ALSO READ PAGES 81-83 OF TEXTBOOK

Discuss the following issues from the perspective of that social theory. What is the cause of each change or issue? What solutions or
suggestions might each theory offer?
¢ High divorce rates

¢ Antisocial behaviour (such as the cause of the riots that took place in the UK in 2011)

e Women choosing not to have children

¢ Increase in same sex families

® Domestic violence within the family.



Marxist View on the Role of the Family

Marxists take a conflict view of the family, arguing that it functions to maintain and reinforce capitalist society. Capitalism is the type
of society that we live in today. It is based on the ownership of private property and the nuclear family reinforces capitalist ideology
and keeps people in their class positions, either working class or middle class. The nuclear family does this through preventing
children and adults from questioning the unfairness of the system and providing a place where the frustrations with the system can
be vented. ALSO READ PAGE 84 OF THE TEXTBOOK

Discuss the following issues from the perspective of that social theory. What is the cause of each change or issue? What solutions or
suggestions might each theory offer?
¢ High divorce rates

¢ Antisocial behaviour (such as the cause of the riots that took place in the UK in 2011)

¢ Women choosing not to have children

® [ncrease in same sex families

¢ Domestic violence within the family.



Feminist View on the Role of the Family

Feminists regard the nuclear family as the key site for the reproduction of gender inequalities, reflecting patriarchal ideology. There
are various forms of feminism, however feminists share the view that the family is oppressive and damaging for women who end up
taking responsibility for domestic work and the mundane jobs and at the same time having less power than their male counterparts.
Feminists are in favour of family diversity as they regard new forms of relationships as providing women with a chance to negotiate

their roles and relationships in a more egalitarian way. ALSO READ PAGES 85-88

Discuss the following issues from the perspective of that social theory. What is the cause of each change or issue? What solutions or
suggestions might each theory offer?
* High divorce rates

* Antisocial behaviour (such as the cause of the riots that took place in the UK in 2011)

* Women choosing not to have children

¢ |[ncrease in same sex families

e Domestic violence within the family.



Individualisation Theory on the Role of the Family

Individualisation theory argues that as a result of high modernity, there are no longer fixed roles or identities. Therefore
there is no longer a necessity to live in nuclear families. In our current society we constantly make choices about how we

choose to live. (And page 88-89)

Discuss the following issues from the perspective of that social theory. What is the cause of each change or issue? What solutions or
suggestions might each theory offer?

¢ High divorce rates

e Antisocial behaviour (such as the cause of the riots that took place in the UK in 2011)

e Women choosing not to have children

¢ Increase in same sex families

e Domestic violence within the family.



Postmodernist View on the Role of the Family
Postmodernists focus on post industrial society and argue that there is no such thing as ‘the family’ today. Instead, people can make

a range of decisions about the kinds of relationships and family structures which they prefer as individuals. They claim that there is
less social pressure on people to conform to expected norms of what is considered appropriate or acceptable. Postmodernists do not
regard the family today as positive or negative, rather, they reflect on some of the changes that have occurred. Some postmodernists
reflect on the changes and argue that greater choice and individualism has resulted in greater risk or instability within the family.
ALSO PAGES 89-90 OF TEXTBOOK

Discuss the following issues from the perspective of that social theory. What is the cause of each change or issue? What solutions or
suggestions might each theory offer?

¢ High divorce rates

¢ Antisocial behaviour (such as the cause of the riots that took place in the UK in 2011)

e Women choosing not to have children

® Increase in same sex families

¢ Domestic violence within the family.



Assess the view that the nuclear family is the ideal family

Introduction:
Define nuclear family

State which theories agree with the view.
State which theories agree with the view.

For point 1:

Study (identify, explain and link to Q)

Against point 1:

Study (identify, explain and link to Q)

For point 2:

Study (identify, explain and link to Q)

Against point 3:

Study (identify, explain and link to Q)

For point 3:

Study (identify, explain and link to Q)

Against point 3:

Study (identify, explain and link to Q)

Conclusion: Overall how far does the evidence suggest that the nuclear family is the ideal family type?




Family diversity
Rapoport and Rapoport (1982) (The Rapoports) identify five types of family diversity:

Organisational diversity — which is due to different patterns of work outside and inside the home, and to
changing marital trends. This category includes ‘reconstituted families’ as a result of divorce and remarriage,
and dual career families, some of which have resulted in a greater democratisation of domestic labour.

Cultural diversity— which accounts for much family diversity from the indigenous population to migrant
households from diverse regions such as Western Europe, Southern Europe, Middle Eastern and many
groups from East and Southeast Asia bring with them aspects of family and household composition.

Social class diversity — which is demonstrated in the material resources of families, the relationships
between couples and between parents and their children, and the socialisation and education of children.

Life cycle diversity — which exists between families whose members are from different historical periods.
The impact of the Depression and the experience of war were defining influences for many Australian
parents of the baby boomer generation. Baby boomers, in their turn, have tended to rear their children
differently because of the greater economic prosperity and rapidly changing social morés of the 1960s and
1970s.

Family life course diversity — which refers to the difference that occurs when a family has a baby, when the
children reach their teens, and finally when (or, increasingly, if) they leave home. At each of these stages,
families have different priorities, and may organise themselves in terms of work and domestic labour, rather
differently than at other times. (Bernardes 1997: 11-12)



What other types of family / household are there in the UK?



Reason for change: Social policy

O\

There have been some significant changes In the law, which have had Impact
on familly Iife. These are known as soclal policles. Soclal polices can be defined
35 3 law, guideline or plan of action, created by the government which seeks
to address 2 soclal problemn In soclety.

Place these laws Into chronclogical crder on your washing line and suggest
the Impact they may have had on family life. You may need to look up the
dates on the Internet as well 35 the Intentions of the policy. Wite your work
up on the worksheet which follows.

You need to be able to explain reasons why families have
changed. We will study 3 reasons:
1. Social policy —i.e. things that the government
2. Second wave feminism
3. Secularisation —i.e. the decline in the importance of

\ religion )

Divorce Reform Act
e

breakdown rather than t
find one partrer at fault.

Clvil Partnership Act
Similar 1o marmizge, 2 legally binding
relation oF Same sex couples.
Non-raligious.

Same Sex Marrlage
Full marrizge rights extended to same

sex coupiles.

The Equality Act
This lzw makes It unlawful for an

es because of thelr gender.

Adoption for Gay couples
Making it possible for gay couples to
adopt children.

Working familles tax credit
Deslgned to encourage women back to
work after having children, by ghving low

Income familles tax brezks.

Rape made illegal in marriage
Challenging domestic violence and
turming It Ifto a public ssue.

Children’s Act
Prioritising the needs of the children
aver adults, with an emiphasis on the
desirability of traditional nuclear families.

The Child Support Agency
Set up to mizke sure that parents




Reason for change: Changes to social policy

Definition of soclal policy:

potcytyer | Destption




Reason for change: Changes to social policy

In the earlier part of the 1900’s, women were effectively squeezed out of the , and made responsible for the care of children while
men earned the . During the Second World War, women were seen as a ; they were used to work in
factories and in other positions to support the war effort. However, women found themselves back in the home in the , when the

ideology of the housewife role was at its height. This set of ideas encouraged women to see themselves as caregivers whose priorities were in

the home, known as the . The man continued to be considered as the primary breadwinner, supporting the family financially,

known as the

It was not until the 1960’s when there was a shift in social attitudes towards relationships and gender. This was partly due to the second wave of

, Which resulted in greater legal rights for women as well as changes to the way women perceived roles and relationships in the family

and beyond.

For the past 30 years, men and women have begun to have of relationships, for example, expecting marriage to be based
on rather than practical arrangements alone. became more of a norm, which means to have one
faithful relationship after another. Divorce as women in particular felt less obliged to stay in unhappy, oppressive relationships. This

is reflected by the fact that two thirds of divorces are petitioned by women. This coincided with the fact that women were participating in
at a much higher rate.

At the same time, children’s rights were expanding and families were becoming smaller. This reflects society where children

are valued and listened to. This is due to the fact that parents have much closer relationships with their parents. Also, childhood takes place over
a much longer period today.
The increasing focus on individual fulfiiment has led to the search for emotional fulfiiment. There is less pressure on people to conform to

which were previously upheld by , the state and other institutions. Today there is a greater tolerance towards

, for example. This represents a significant shift away from the recent past. For example, it was not until 1967 that

homosexuality was decriminalised.

work place child centred religion 1950’s
increased Same sex relationships feminism expressive role
Serial monogamy higher expectations instrumental role emotional intimacy

Reserve army of labour family wage paid labour traditional family values



Reason for change: Second Wave Feminism

Second-wave feminism of the 1960s-1980s focused on issues of
equality and discrimination. Second wave feminism saw the family
as the root of all oppression. Shulamith Firestone, a founder of the
New York Radical Feminists, published The Dialectic of Sex,
insisting that love disadvantaged women by creating intimate
shackles between them and the men they loved—men who were
also their oppressors. Ti-Grace Atkinson, a radical feminist who
helped to found the group The Feminists, is credited with the
phrase that came to embody a movement towards political
lesbianism stating that 'Feminism is the theory; lesbianism is the
practice.” Although not all feminists agreed on this, the work of
second wave feminism did challenge traditional expectations of
women.

The movement was instrumental in bringing ‘womens’ issues to
the fore. The scope and the strength of the movement was such
that the government could not ignore the demands of the
feminists and was forced to take actions. The movement thus
contributed to major transformations of institutions through the
passing of landmark laws notably: The Equal Pay Act of 1970 that
came into force in 1975; The Employment Protection Act of 1975
which made provisions for the protection of pregnant women in
terms of maternity leave and pay; The Sex Discrimination Act of
1975 which aimed to promote equality between women and men
and to provide equal opportunities to both sexes. It also
established the Equal Opportunities Commission (EOC) to which
grievances could be taken in case of unequal treatment; The
Domestic Violence and Matrimonial Proceedings Act of 1976 which
enabled married women to obtain a court order against their
husbands; The Housing Act (Homeless Persons) of 1978 which
provided accommodation for battered wives.

What changes to family types may have been
encouraged by Second Wave Feminism.



New Family Types: Beanpole families

Nuclear family goes into meltdown

Generations learn to link up to cope with lonely lifestyle

John Arlidge Sunday 5 May 2002 00.48 BST

THE nuclear family of mum, dad and 2.4 kids is splitting up. Researchers have coined a name for the emerging British household - the Beanpoles.
They 'live together' and have 1.8 children. As Britons live longer, divorce rates rise and couples have fewer children, the traditional family -
married parents with two or more children - is giving way to cohabiting couples with a single child.

A new study by the London-based research group Mintel shows family groups are getting 'longer and thinner - like a beanpole'. While 20 years
ago the average extended family comprised three 'nuclear' generations, family groups are now made up of four generations of often co-habiting
couples, each with an average 1.8 children.

'The family is undergoing radical changes under the pressure of an ageing population, longer lifespans, increased female working, the tendency
to marry later in life, the falling birth rate and the rising divorce rate,' the study says.

"Twenty years ago, family groups were "horizontally broad", comprising two or three generations with many children in each nuclear family. The
next 20 years will see the rapid growth of beanpole families - long, thin family groups of three or four small generations.'

More than half of the adult population lives in 'beanpole’ structures, the study says. With fewer brothers and sisters and cousins, children are
growing up faster. 'Children are being starved of the companionship of family members of their own age. Individualism is of growing
importance,' the study says.

'This could lead to greater social dislocation, with children growing up isolated from other children and younger adults. It could also encourage
greater social isolation, with teenagers adopting a more selfish attitude towards life.'

Pressure on 40 to 60-year-olds is growing sharply. This 'sandwich generation' is caught between children, who need financial help, and elderly
relatives, who need looking after.

The rising divorce rate, the study predicts, 'will make family structures more fluid and lead to a rise in "boomerang children" - children who leave
the family home only to return at a later date after a marriage or long-term relationship breaks down.'

While the growth of the 'beanpole’ family may promote more contact between different generations, Mintel says it will make it even harder for
the middle-aged to strike a work/life balance.

This generation 'will feel that their quality of life is being reduced due to time pressures. The strain will be particularly acute for women, more
and more of whom are working at senior levels but still carry out most of the caring responsibilities.'

The rising divorce rate partly explains the growth of the 'beanpole’ family. With almost one in two marriages ending in divorce, many adults have
at least two families, each with a single child. While the number of married couples will fall over the next 10 years, the number of cohabiting
couples - who have been married before - is set to double, the study says.

Medical advances, which mean the elderly live longer, explain why four-generation extended families are now the norm.

The Mintel study is backed by leading family researchers. Julia Brannen, professor of family sociology at the Institute of Education at London
University, said: 'People are living longer, but family units are small and they are getting smaller and thinner all the time, just like a beanpole.
'Soon the issue will be: will young people miss the boat and not have families at all? We are already down to one child and soon for many
people it may be none. Nuclear Family, RIP.


http://www.theguardian.com/uk/2002/may/05/johnarlidge.theobserver
https://www.theguardian.com/profile/johnarlidge

New Family Types: Beanpole families
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New Family Types: LAT

\.

Living Apart Together: A New Family Form

Traditionally, according to Irene Levin (2004), marriage has been the social institution for couples that have been together
for a long period. However, some decades ago, non-marital cohabitation began to appear in the western world as a new
social institution. ‘Living apart together’ —the LAT relationship —is the most recent development, which seems to have the
potential of becoming the third stage in the process of the emerging forms of close emotional relationships. In contrast to
couples in ‘commuting marriages’ who have one main household in common, couples living in LAT relationships have one
household each. Levin carried out research on data on the frequency of LAT relationships in Sweden and Norway, and
explores the variation which exists within LAT relationships. Levin argues that the establishment of LAT relationships is the
natural progression from a society where cohabitation has been established as a family structure.

Adapted from Current Sociology March 2004 vol 52 no. 2 223-240.




Have couples who live apart
discovered the secret to a happy
relationship?

codependency and collapsing on
your partner.”

Living apart together can make it easier to find breathing space in a
relationship, but sustaining a support network, and pursuing outside
interests can create the same sense of space and individuation in a cohabiting
dynamic.

More and more partners are choosing to commit but not
cohabit. What can we learn from them?

Beresford also thinks that LAT scenarios show a healthy realism away from
the traditional fairytale of lasting love under one roof. “If we are going to live
to 110, some of our relationships might have a life expectancy of more than
80 years,” she says. Practical changes might be necessary to make a
relationship endure.

But Simon Duncan, emeritus professor in social policy at the University of
Bradford, who has written about LAT relationships in the book Reinventing
Couples, sounds a note of caution. Often the choice to live apart can be a
“negative preference” - a choice to preserve the relationship when living
together is unbearable. He cites one woman whose partner’s “hardcore”

iving apart together (LAT) by choice is seen by sociologists as a new
facet to an old arrangement. With new research showing that
couples are increasingly likely to live in separate homes, what can

people who cohabit learn from those who don’t?

The psychotherapist and broadcaster Lucy Beresford is the author of the
book Happy Relationships. She thinks successful LAT relationships achieve a
balance between independence and emotional commitment. “It allows for
something called individuation,” she says. Some people might like a “calm
space to go to, or a little meditation room” - a more extreme version of the
garden shed bolt hole. But presumably some have more mundane wishes,
such as a space where lids are replaced on bottles and jars, and the toilet
flushed. Either way, living apart together “gives you breathing space”, she
says.

Advertisement

Nurturing self-reliance is a skill that
cohabitees can learn from those in
LAT relationships. “When people
complain, ‘My husband doesn’t
support me’, or ‘My wife isn’t there
for me emotionally’, those are very
important observations in a
relationship,” Beresford says. “But
we must never expect someorne else
to rescue us. Emotionally, we need to
be resilient. It’s the opposite of

green lifestyle meant a lack of washing and no central heating.

As Beresford points out, the possibility of escape that a separate home
provides can mean that “nothing gets resolved, nothing gets processed.
Millions of people make it work,” she says. “But there are important skills
that no one should run away from - around compromise, respect and
accommodation.”

Paula Cocozza

¥ @CocozzaPaula
Tue 7 Jan 2020 15.49 GMT



How have families changed?

McGlone et al studied changes raised by the Social Attitudes Surveys of 1986 and 1995. They
suggested a number of changes that might affect family life.

Brainstorm the impact each might have on the family

a rising proportion of elderly people in the population
increasing levels of divorce

increasing levels of cohabitation

increasing levels of lone parenthood / births outside marriage
decline in male unskilled jobs / rise in female employment
some young people staying reliant on families for longer

oOuewWwNRE



A rising proportion of
elderly people in the

population




Increasing levels of

lone parenthood




Increased cohabitation




Some young people

staying reliant of
families for longer




increasing levels of

divorce




Decline in male

unskilled jobs / rise in
female employment




Family diversity: Class diversity

_ Working class Middle class Upper class

Family
structure

Child rearing

Conjugal roles

Culture

Explain how Marxists say that the family leads to class reproduction.



*  grandparents provide chidcare for their
grandchildeen

@ an noesse in kana parents who may rely on
support from thes oan parents 1o hels with
childnn.

Grundgy ard Herretts {206} use the cancept of

the ‘sandwich generation’ to refer to women

oged between 55 and 4% who, sandwiched
between thor neady parants and their own
childven, offer assstance to both, They help
thair grown-up children with chddcare and also

care for their elderly parents. Research shows o

growing rumber of women will ba in this position

af halping in both dractiors, Women sae it as
thaie duaty,

Why are women rather than men part of the
sandwich genaratian refarred to by Grundy and

Harvetta? Discuss.

Reconstituted families

A racorstituted famiy is when famiies merge
together and form o new family. For exenple, a
couple with children split 1, tha children remain
with the mothar wha later meets a rew partner,
who alsa has childesn, Tha combining of both
aroups together forms a recoratitused family, In
2004 an estimated 10 per care of all famibas were
reconstituted (Office for National Statistics, 2004),

This type of family has a different structara
fromn the corventional nuchear family, althaugh
extended famiies may be a latks differert from
nudear famdies in many other ways,

Co-parenting

Co paranting refers 10 situations where children
wi cared for separately by each of the birth
parants for approximately half the trme. This
situstion arises when parents separate. The
arrangemnent could work on 3 weakly basis, where
childran spand half of the week vith esch parent.
It coukd, hiowever, be splt over the year, with the
children spending time in each family housahald,
pechaps with a less even split in terms of time,
The children liva in twae hemes and the structure
of each family hamw can of course vary. For

wample, both of the parents could be
long-parent famibes, or thair mother and/or
father could have met a naw partner, possisly
one wha also has childron, thus forming a
recorsttuted family,

Smart et 8l (2000) researchad childran’
axparence of coparenting. They found that
<hildren valued having both perents in their lves.
Children tried to treat ther parents in a way that
they sow 25 fair too, such as spanding tima with
each parent, almost as f they were the parents,
Mowving batween houses was routine for those
who had been dong it from a young age. Those
who fourd it o difficult way of lving had parents
who were hostile towaeds each othar, Same
children were anthusiastic sbout having ‘two of
everything’

Cultural diversity
Religion

Thete e knks between religion and family. Sema
religicus people are mare likaly 10 have chikiren
living with them than othars, Religion can also
influenca the way that childran are socialised in
familias

Loak st Figure 2.10. The follawars of which
refgion are the most lialy to have civldren
Ireirsg with tham?

‘
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I wahtwee o more dependent thbkdeen

Sourom: Netional Statisyes, Z007)

Ethnicity and family structure

The F001 Census shosss that in che UK famifes

of Asian and Chirese origin with dependant
childman Ikdreg with them are ma likaly 10

ba married and least lkely tobe bre-parant
families. Mined, black Caribo=an ard whits
families with dapandent children have the larges:
propartion of cohabiting-couple families. Ower
45 par card of bleck Caricbean, blage Afrcan and
iz Eamilies wena headed by a lone parang

in 2001, These differsnces mean that childoen

in these diverse families will be infuenced by
dfferant rele madals in tha Family dunng the
process of socialisation

Sama research an athinicity and Families
companes families fram differant ethnictias within
th LIC. CIther resaanch comganas minarity athnic
group families in the LK with familiss in the
countries of origin of thase ethnic graups

Berthoud and Beishon (1960 anabsed data from
the fourth Maticnal Surey of Ethnic Minorities
by the Palicy Studies Institute [PEIL The survey
eompanes diffensat athnic graups within thie LK.
The resulis of their analysis found;

# . higher rata of dhorce and separatian in
Britsh African-Cankbean pacgla than in
ather stbric groups. There ware alsd mene
lare mathers in this graup, but the mothers
were mone Bkely to be in employment than
lore methers i otbar athinic groups

# British south Asian peopde are mane lkely to
marry, and gat married at an sarlier aga, than
athar ethnic groupe. Saparation ara diverca
WETE TATE,

Change over generations

Ressarch by Modood et sl {197 shows bow
young sawth Asiars are less likely than their
elderns to speak a scuthern &sian language. This
shoa® & cuitural shift cwer gerarations.

Singn {2007} reparts how changes are taking place
wiithar tha valisa system of the Sikh community.
The sireng value placed on mebaal help and
asaistance within and batween Sikh familes i
beirg replased by a value of indiiduwalism. Sikh
parants are waried by the sk of facilties in
Britain for their childran to leam Punjabi and

faar that thar childrmn ane taking a pragmatic
aprpraach 12 thew family duties. The film Send

it Like Beckham hi;;hg]lm. s of the cultural

—--

cardflict betwaen generations. & young Sikh gl
playing focshallis not what this child's faredy
regardd an appropiiate. The daughbar :ha.lleng.u;
her panenls’ walues, navigating har way theough
vz cudtural mytems. The netion of chaios i

a central aspect of postmodernizm. Howeyer,
critics strass that these chioces are not made in a2
wacuiem, as cubtural conflct Sustrabes

Bome [Z003) studied the Hungladushi-l:n'nrnunil:.-
Iring im Tovaer Hambzts in London ard portrays a
pectuna of a changirg communitg. The community
i gt v the cal forces of maintaining
rraditional Bargladeshi values, such as the
mportance af kin, women as homemakems,

and izzat [farily honour), and to the charging
axtarmal arsiranment, which indudes dual-caraer
famikes, individualam and religious choice, A
uz=hd exanple of this = biab, the practice af
cavering the body and the wearing af a veil
which many young women hase chosan to do as
& contral part of thair ey, whila rajecting thae
predominantly komemaker rale for wemen in the
famiky. The nowel Brick Lame, by Monica Ali, row
akio a film, highlights these dual forces.

Archer and Francis (2004] showed the crucial

rale played by the family in the eduwcational
achiguamant of British Chinese children. They
intardewsd thirty pupils, their panants andd
teachers arid concluded that the familes wed
their skills, networks and money to further the
ediscational achiesement of these chibdrer. Theie
porclusion was that tha educational achievement
ol Britigh Chinees childeen i "hard won, maaning
that familims made considerable sserilices 1
ersure sucoess. However, the children did not
bilindky foll o thie guidkelings of their families.
Thay wane not smply pessiva, It & lkaly that
young peogle conlorm 1o same expeciations
whilst rejecting others.

Funthar recar changas in redation to ethnicity
ard the famiby are in e of diveroe and srgge
paranthood of which thers are fow some cazed
im minanty ethric graups = the conbamparan®
L. Thesi grougs ane also having fewer children
thar balone, and axpect o have mone say in their
chaice of partesr,

Women and emplaymeant

Crale =t & (KK found differences in women's
ecaramic-aclivty betwesn ethak: groups; they
alug observad changes over tirme, They fourd
that black vwornen tended to remain in hll-tme




amghaymant wher they had children. Howeser,
white wimsan and Ingdian women with chidran
e rnaie lloaly o wodk | timee. The scaonomic
activity ol Palkd=tars and Banc aeciess i weormien fedl
5|gr-f-c.1l".|:-' swatumet thizy had & parrar and than

fiall axgair when they had childrmen
Famniky life may ditter sccanding oo sacial dass ina

nurnbar of ways

Family structures

-

Early socloocal rassarch an the family had &
strang kacus on the farrily and sacla Far
suample, arak=s of the mainteranca of kinshig
natworks contrasted warking-class ard midos-
class sodial rabaoios. Middle-class families wene
more geagrapnically mobile Howeyer, this does
et niscessarily mean coniact with kin dissclves
Ml ConhSmpanary nesearch revEn b eatar |
kin 1o o impartant i 'I\D'l‘"r\'_.l". ST COET Tigs
For saarnple, Foster (1990) found extended
farraly memibsen i Cose 10 mach ather in an
Fast End Londeon commurety, Howavar, exbended
natwarks of support remain irgarant s
soesial classes o the evidence on beanpala
lamibes Faghlcghts

Child-rearing practices

Thiere is a tendenoy for midde-class Gamilias 1o ba
miara child-centred. This could be to cormpanaate
fiar 1h tendarcy of middla-dass work ta be
more Aexiblba, But ant-social, this ul'"c_".-rlg
relationships bebween pinenis and chddnan

Conjugal roles

l\.:.;r|||..','.1| rilesy” ralers 10 tha redes Babween

men arsd wiommen in the hoysshoks: These can

b shared ar unsharad, the =sne or differen
klay's (1974 nescarch showwesd class 1o be a
medgrvantt, Tactar in the division of labaur in the

s mparmired furthar i subsactan Gyl
Har research showed class 1o b= a facter, with
mikddle-class damrs
but in reithar cass could they be defired =
equal. Contamparany rolés are affected by clase.
Faor gsampha, meddle-class dual-career familes
are mone likely 2 be alble 1o pay for domestic

hamres, [Thizi

£ robas Berky o sharad,

labgir. In termas 'of money managaemant, Pahl
(1585 foaind that & sit
the 1amily linancas and spending o
riat a typical arangement. Howssser, it waAs s
cormmen in woeking-cass farnilias

jatiom of warran contialling

e A

Cuhural differences

The children of the upper cleasimiddle class
aoquire what the Marsist sociaks Bourdiau
(1984 termed ‘oultural capnral’. Their mannarsms
and walises ara detinct fromethose of other soial
Ansmps. Theso manrsnsms and values commespond
with teachers' nations of what s positee when
thry o ta school. Upper-caes childran are alsa
socialised irdo high culture, for exargee, bng
taker 10 the opsara and akpanencing dassics
meusic 1 tha kara, This contrasts with the
pu|:||...|ar culture at the wirking clas, which r\l'll._'.|'\l1
inchida watching celebrity tebnisian programmas,
ligpaning 1o pop music, a day out roller skating

o bergn boeding, and a McDonalds meal

The upper clesees larm 19 gade and oprmss
themsehes dFeranthe. Aloryg with 1ha me Al
classas, thay learn to speat with, whal i 1erma
by Barrstain [1961) an ‘elaborated code’ in
combrast b & workimg-class restricied oo

Aembrnadanniss would, howeses, be critics of
such clairs, arguing that thare is much more
chioice aaailable v famdics, Imespective al ther
dazs bac-\\i._"r'_\-l_l'ld_ Thiey mantan hal paorde ane
no lergar constrained by their class

& the other ered af the seale s the wnidardass
Compnsng ool vy loe-paikd work or Tha
lemg-tarm unemployed. Some single parens akbo
Fall ir this class, Saanders (1984] iz critical of this
group whoen b clainrs has a .-'.".":l’l'.-sh:r culure
Critics, horseves, challergs i nit o tha
icultins faced by Bamilies trying B big up
childran in conditvans of poverty.

Wecks et al {1997 straws that thane & a large
chagraa of cholce accuring in gay and lestian
farrilees, Thigy havie what ba terms ‘chosen
famibes'. Serme homossoal relationships haye
a h-gl‘ degras af chgice, and commitmient

s ri:\-?:_'_umc-j r these ralptionsahips Thi
gupactations of roles that are pre-sat in
hatercreoisal relfationships have rot baen
B

wx) iry el BainE Wy fiar "lI'.\'lllp Wi

arirership Act, 20049, Thers were

700 el partnerships formed in the
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Sexual diversity

Explain what Weeks means by ‘chosen families’.

2. What has facilitated sexually diverse families?
3. Explain the findings of Roseneil and Budgen
4. Explain Calhoun’s feminist response to sexual diversity

5. What proportion of couples were same sex couples in the UK?



Cultural diversity



Reason for change: Secularisation

Increasng acoeptance of
alternative famaly structures
such 25 Sme sex mamage

How has

Defintbon of seculansatone SeCUIHrisation
the declining influence of affected
e changing
family types?




Reason for change: Secularisation

1. Explain what impact secularisation might have on family structure

1. Explain why this might have a different impact depending on ethnic background



pg 89 - Giddens Reflexive Modernity
* Explain what is meant by reflexivity

*  Explain what is meant by confluent love

*  Explain how this is different to traditional relationships

*  Explain why this might contribute to changing family structures



Trends and changes to the family

You will investigate 2 areas of changes to the family
- Changes to family structure
- Demographic changes

What is demography?

-

~

Demography is numbers of births, deaths, net migration (how many people leave / enter the

o

country).

The study of demography focuses on how these factors will affect the size, sex and age
structure of the population.

/




Contemporary views on family diversity

Identify criticisms of diversity

Identify strengths of diversity

Explain why, despite increased diversity, Feminists suggest that patriarchy still dominates family types



Contemporary views on family diversity

Explain the argument that the nuclear family remains the dominant family type (refer to Chester, Somerville, Gittens and
Leach (Cereal packet family) in your response)

Explain what Carol Smart means by ‘personal life’.



Functionalism

Make notes on:

Key writers

Key concepts

Views on nuclear family
Views on family
diversity

Roles in the family
Evaluation



New Right

Make notes on:

Key writers

Key concepts

Views on nuclear family
Views on family
diversity

Roles in the family
Evaluation



Marxism

Make notes on:

Key writers

Key concepts

Views on nuclear family
Views on family
diversity

Roles in the family
Evaluation



Feminism

Make notes on:

Key writers

Key concepts

Views on nuclear family
Views on family
diversity

Roles in the family
Evaluation



Individualisation theories

Make notes on:

Key writers

Key concepts

Views on nuclear family
Views on family
diversity

Roles in the family
Evaluation



Postmodernism

Make notes on:

Key writers

Key concepts

Views on nuclear family
Views on family
diversity

Roles in the family
Evaluation



Homework:

1. Re-read pages 49-
78

2. Using this
information, your
booklet and the fact
sheets you have been
given about changes
to the family to make
flash card revision
notes on Family
Diversity.

3. | WILL BE
CHECKING THE FLASH
CARDS
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All: To identify structure of family section questions. Most: To implement structure of family
guestions. Some: To meet criteria for family questions.

Answering Section B questions
Sociology of the family



