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~_ From The Times
| By David Willetts
_ May 7, 2006

Successful Women Put the Brakes on Social Mobility

Fqual opportunities 1n education stop the poor moving up the social
scale, says David Willetts

The political landscape 1s changing fast. There is still an enormous amount
for the Conservative Party to do, but at least there 1s a new willingness to
look at what we are saying

If there is one fact about modern Britain that should cause us more
shock and disappointment than any other, it is that social mobility seems to
be declining. Politicians all talk about spreading opportunity, but we are
failing to deliver.

This is shocking because we are so used to thinking of social trends inexo-
rubly pushing us to become a more open and mobile society — “classless”,
with “oppottunities for all”, as we politicians like to say. So what is going on?

The figures show that a boy bommn to parents in the pootest quarter of the
population in 1958 had a 31% chance of still being there aged 33 and a 17%
chance of being in the top quartile.

By 1970, those figures had worsened: a boy bom in the bottom quartile
had a 38% chance of staying put and just a 16% chance of moving into the
top quartile.

If social mobility is still declining, many people assume that education
must be the culprit. Gordon Brown focused attention on univessities in 2000
with his notorious intervention in the Laura Spence affair.

Britain over the past 20 years has seen a big increase in the earnings of
graduates relative to non-graduates. But it looks as though the expansion in
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higher education has meant more places for students from more afflucnt
backgrounds rather than students from poorer backgrounds.

The chances of a child from a high-income family getting a degree are
still much greater than those for a child from a low-income background. So
the expansion of higher education has not increased social mobility but, if
anything, has contributed to its decline.

There is clearly much that education can do: it is incredibly frustrating
that despite the best efforts of successive governments to try to improve
educational standards, the contribution of education towards social mobil-
ity is, if anything, going backwards. Can we offer any further explanation of
all this, beyond the continuing failings of our education system?

There is one powerful explanation. The enormous expansion of
education, especially higher education, must by definition have succeeded
in bringing extra opportunities to many more to gain university qualifica-
tions than ever before. The assumption was that this would mean more stu-
dents from modest backgrounds. But in reality the main beneficiaries have
been a different, though equally mevitorious, group.

The biggest single group of beneficiaries from the expansion of higher
education have been young women, often from higher-income backgrounds,
even if ones that would not previously have sent daughters to higher
education.

In 1974, 145,000 men and 75,000 women went to university. So there
was a total of 220,000 uni crity students with almost twice as many men
as women. .

Since then, of course, polvtechnics have become universities, increas-
ing the number of university students at a stroke by several hundred thousand.
But the trend has carried on upwards as well. '

Thirty years later, in 2004, the number of male university students qua-
drupled to 650,000. But the number of female university students increased
twelvetold to 950,000. Now there are one and a half times as many female
students as men. The expansion of education has helped both men and
women. But it has had a far greater impact on women than on men.

The women who have above all benefited from this expansion are those
trom more affluent backgrounds.
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If anything, the gap between the chances of a gitl from a high-income
background getting to university against a girl from a low-income back-
ground has actually widened.

The expansion of higher education helped women, but it helped women
from affluent families more than women from low-income families.

We might speculate about the reasons for this. It is still a problem if you
are a girl from a low-income tamily considering whether it is worth studying
when there is always the option of starting a family.

And the old attitude of middle-class families was to put much more
emphasis on the education of a son rather than a daughter, leaving a sup-
pressed demand for higher education from daughters in more affluent
familics We have not yet got an authoritative explanation here, but these
might be factors.

As these competent women emerge trom higher educauon, they are ven
likely to marry men from a similar background Most measures of mequality
tocus on houschold mncomes, not inds dual incomes, A houschold with two
high paird carners opens up an even wider gap from other houscholds.

Of course, we should welcome the transformation of opportunities tot
women. Thete really 13 no going back But if we ate to design effective poli-
cies to provide better opportunities 1 the future, we need to understand
what 15 happening now

What has happened so far 1s that well-intentioned polictes have ended
up widening the gap between opportunities seized by women from high-
income families compared with women from low-mcome families. This 1s
making Britain 2 more unequal and less mobile society.

Of course, 1t is right to transform opportunities for women but para-
doxically this has strengthened some of the forces passing on income and
wealth from one generation to the next.

Increasing equality between the sexes has meant 1ncreasing inequality
between social classes. Feminism has trumped egalitatianism.

We can and must do better in spreading opportunity across the

generations. That means developing a policy agenda that will make Britan a
more mobile society.

4.




mobility /meubiliti/

decline /drklain/

bottom /'batery/

a8suImMe [ g'sjurm/

Nnotorious /neu'to:ries/

relative [ reistiv/

affluent 'sfluent/

contribute /ken'tribju:t/

incredibly /in'kredabli/
frustrating /fras'tretin/

successive [ sok'sesiv/

IXPRE Y] n AshiE

[ARBREX] n Tahhk, Fahhe, REH

IXBRX] v. TH

[ KHEN) v. TR, 3%, 84, #4% n T
. &, #sH, B%

[ KRB n &R

| R E ) n RGP, sk, RE; K, AR,
A adj. &R, BRTE v XK
1.5, %iEaHA

| XMR R v b, A%

(AN v R, B, &8, Kz, 24,
KA

(XPR Y] adj. £ L0BE

| AHE N adj. £2BE, b LREY

(XP RN adj. smxtth

[(RBE N adj. Aastéy, s dy, HXAY
n ®&, ¥4

[ XRR Y adj. FHH

(KB E R adj. ey, TR, FF4, Fro

| XPRX] v.Co)F 3T

[ KBEXR) v.(to)ylrdk, sy, Wak; B, A
BF, R

[ X R adv. BAEAGH

[K#E X adv. YL EAEH

[XP R Y] adj. BAH

[ ARE N adi. A&, SARIY

[(XRPR Y] adj. 446

[RME N adj Hsk e, Hgeh



% ¢
Y &

The Times
Volume

inexorably adv. ¥ 757 HH

quartile n 95—

culprit n 3 RARE RN FHRRE), FEAH
heneficiary n &%

meritorions adj. ERAREY, AA8

MERAENWER, F- " FRIERGBEMAFELLRMBRIERK
i, BREBHAKDELUPER TR, BEMNORARLEH®E
REBILES, BERMNAASEBILEIEE.

ER—ADSAREHES, BARNBAIRE®ANHESED
A HEpERNERN—-AEMF R ESEDOIHE —ENRHLS,
BANHEHE, LEAASE —RBEFNERBERNIBE, BIR
B R B HERIUE ?

FWBR, 1958 4, MB - BEUAELADLBAMES Z—
FIBRREKES, IEM I3 Y 2ZA0H 31% MATRESREER A 17% L
A G AD LB 2 —RE L k4,

#1970 4, HHEBEMWME. BAESHEAMP Z-HEEX
ERBEE 38% JLBHARM, HA 16% PWHLAHAL A D LGIES
Z—MEBEHE.

MEAND, MBEHEHDEMERENTE, B2BTREERE
WY, 20004, R¥  HPEAREBENFE - IR AELTR
Wesl T AKX KENRE,

.6 -



i

i Em20 £8, Bdkke b EMlL, RERERRAE

BErRHEEZAEEILS, MARARERENET.

A K ERY B 1 3R 15 F (L I HL & 8 2R & TR A K IERY
Fo FTLA, SEHEOYRANGE M INESRIH, Rifif T
Mk TH S RHEE .

MER, HETUMMRE THE. RUBEEHRE, RE—BX—&E
MBS TREBRFTKY, BEMHIEDERITERAZERA,
BT RBEAETILE, RO CRENABERBRIBEG?

XML H—"BADNBRE. RIERFEL, HFAN
ABRAARGEHT, MIRNIMATELHOAERM T EREZHT
e, XMBBFRRODEREE LR AP EMRKERF LR Y
Mli. BELE, FEZZEANSHORBOARZE, BARARXER
i JR) BE A 1 HH TR AY

EREBRETFRRAUTIEZHEED, ARK-BoRKRBEERAK
ERERZE, FRKERELELZAARBEITERZILEAGE
FRERR IR



| From The Times
. By Bethan Cole
_ Feb. 25,2007

The Knives Are Out

BEAUTY JUNKIES: Getting Under the Skin of the Cosmetic Surgery
Industry. By Alex Kuczynski. Vermilion. £7.99 pp304 k

The silent rise of cosmetic surgery teels like a B-movie in which every-
one starts out normal. One by one, the heroine’s friends mutate into sinister
androids, until she is alone in a crowd of post-humans. Finally, she, too, is
sedated and wheeled into theatre, the scalpel hovering over her head. "Ten
years ago, | didn’t know anvone who’d had cosmetic surgery or Botox. Now,
I am virtually the only one who hasn’t: a colleague has had breast
augmentation, two close friends have been under the kmife (one tor hipo, one
for a jaw reconstruction), and a fourth 1s saving up for rhinoplasty. At least
five beauty edirors I know are Botoxed to high heaven and look pretty
good on 1t. I don’t need 10 read the statstics that tell me that liposuction in
the UK has increased by 90% 1n the past 12 months, or to learn that in
2005, the cosmetic-surgery industry in the USA was worth $15 billion. [t’s
all around me.

What’s more, the friends who have embraced knife or needle are smart,
intelligent, beautiful women. Women rather hike Alex Kuczynski, 1n fact,
who don’t need any work, but who are seduced mto self-enhancement through
deep-seated mnsecunties.

Women who have had cosmetic surgery are three times more likely to
commit suicide than therr wrinkled peers. Sadly, there’s far too little analy-
sts of the psychological reasons behind the surgery epidemic in this memoir-
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