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In this short commentary, we explore how some individuals can better succeed in accruing value than others in conditions of liquidity. Our approach moves the focus away from individual consumption preferences and motivations towards more structural questions of value and valuation. While others have usefully explored the ways in which consumers might be ‘disposed towards liquid—solid preferences’ or how they might ‘react to liquid modernity’ (Henry and Caldwell, this volume), our focus instead is on exploring how conditions of liquidity mean that some subjects can accrue value much more easily than others. In doing so we acknowledge that individuals live in very different relations to capital and that these relations do not only structure their access to resources (money, time, skills) but also to different possibilities for value accrual at the level of the self.  To make our case, we apply Skegg’s (2004, 2011) thesis on selfhood and class to debates on liquidity and consumption. Our argument is that that the processes of individualisation at the heart of the liquid modernity thesis already closely match processes of middle class self-making. We also observe that the capacities and abilities which are valued under conditions of liquidity (i.e. flexibility, attention, idiosyncratic taste and accumulation of experiences) while admittedly are intensified, are not actually new, having characterised middle class understandings of selfhood in Britain since the eighteenth century (Skeggs, 2016). As such we observe the continuing importance of class under conditions of liquidity but impress the point that middle class subjectivities are already pre-disposed to better succeed in these conditions. 
We ground our observations by exploring the experience of working class and middle class mothers in Britain. Mothers, and practices of motherhood, reveal interesting and enduring relations to class and the associated moral politics of investment and display, and we use these concepts to organise the discussion that follows. As many scholars have identified care for others is central to mothering, in particular care for children (Ruddick 1989; De Vault 1991). As such investments are made by mothers not only in the self but in the children, equipping them with skills, competences and dispositions for succeeding in their future. Rather then typifying the free floating ‘tourists’ of liquidity (Bauman, 1996), mothers are anchored by the routine responsibilities of care but also by the expectations of family, of friends, and of other mothers, and of dominant discourses of motherhood circulating in institutions such as schools, the medical profession and in wider society. As we explore below these discourses of motherhood (in particular the discourse of intensive motherhood) also form a highly moral battleground which is often played out between classes in the guise of judgement and display. Given these elements of motherhood we use the concepts of investment and display to explore the differential experiences of mothers in liquid conditions. In this respect we observe that working-class mothers struggle to accrue value under liquid conditions while middle class mothers are more equipped to navigate such conditions. Before we discuss our context we explain how our focus on Skegg’s work on selfhood and class (2004, 2011) adds to existing debate in consumption studies which draws on Bourdieu in an attempt to recover structure in liquidity (see Henry and Caldwell this issue).
Bringing together structure and agency in conditions of liquidity: Adding Skeggs to Bourdieu

When exploring how liquidity has intersected with consumption scholars have examined ‘new dynamics of how status and distinction are conferred’ as well as ‘new forms of currencies for movement within social hierarchies’ (Eckhardt and Bardhi, 2019: 2). Our  focus is instead on the ‘subject of value’. This implies shedding light not only on the dynamics of positioning and social mobility through the symbolic processes of identity and selfhood making, but rather looking at which sorts of selfhood are valued and how that process of valuation itself can be class driven. 
Our focus on the ‘subject of value’ (Skeggs, 2011) attempts to bring together symbolic socio-cultural and economic views of selfhood making. Bourdieu’s work is useful here because his theory of social, cultural and economic capitals as resources for positioning supersedes the division between symbolic and economic views of the subject (Bourdieu, 1986: 54). As Henry and Cauldwell (this issue) observe, his multidimensional model of social space in which individuals embody different compositions and amounts of capitals at different times offers a more complex perspective on value and social mobility. However, Bourdieu also argued that forms of capitals can be ultimately re-converted into economic capital; since social and cultural capitals are derived from economic capital, they can be ‘traced back’ to their origins. Further his concept of the habitus enables a focus on subjective life experiences highlighting how skills, habits and corporeal dispositions are accumulated and sedimented through these experiences (Bourdieu, 1984). Because these corporeal dispositions are both generated and organised via the habitus, he is able to make links between objective structures and subjective experience, bringing together structure and agency. However, as Skeggs observes: 
‘it is this corporeal nature that limits Bourdieu’s understanding of the working-class or feminists, or anybody whose positions are not legitimated by dominant symbolic relations. Objective forces force habitus to strategically game play, but what if you cannot enter the game, join the action or get on the field?’ (Skeggs, 2004: 86-87)

In the context of liquidity this points us towards an exploration of ‘the subject of value’ and the systems which underpin it. This means asking the question as to who can access the field in conditions of liquidity and what is required to accumulate value within this field. It also means asking the question as to who established the rules of game in the first place and how are certain dispositions valued while others are devalued (or in fact not even recognised as legitimate). Here we have used the example of mothering styles and their relationships to economic capital, to bring back social class into the debate surrounding consumption and liquidity (Bardhi and Eckhardt, 2017; Eckhardt and Bardhi, 2019). Before turning to our context of mothering though we outline the features of Bauman’s liquid modernity and explore how they might relate to Skegg’s (2011) ‘subject of value’.
‘The Subject of Value’ in Conditions of Liquidity
It is important to remember that Bauman’s work was not in any way intended to be interpreted as a totality or a theory. Instead his concern was to ‘grasp the nature of the present, in many ways novel, phase in the history of modernity’ (Bauman, 2012: 2) as such his interest was in describing a phenomena (Ritzer and Rey, 2016). This continuity with modernity is important as Bauman views liquid modernity not as a departure or a completely new phase, but instead as an intensification of the radical change and constant overthrowing of tradition founded in modernity.  An amplification of “all that is solid melts into air,” characterised by Marx as a key aspect of modern society. What is interesting for our purposes are the implications of this for selfhood and social relations.

In terms of selfhood Bauman observes that individualisation is a central feature of liquid modernity (2000). He argues that processes of liberalisation and deregulation in global economies have resulted in a form of disengagement of individuals from the system. This disengagement has resulted in the release of individual choices from collective projects and the privatisation of social responsibility, which also poses a significant challenge to ethics (Bauman, 2009). Along with this comes an increase in feelings of uncertainty, maintaining a stable sense of self and identity that coheres over time and space becomes increasingly difficult, if not impossible. Isolation and anxiety increase as more traditional patterns and codes of orientation have proliferated into an array of possible life choices which individuals face on their own. Bauman (1996) observes that where once we understood ourselves as “pilgrims” in search of durable meaning we now act as “tourists” in search of multiple and transient experiences. 

Consumption plays a significant role within individualisation (see in particular Bauman 2007a, 2007b). In broad terms Bauman views work as supplanted by consumption in the exercise of individual freedom (1988: 74). As such consumption is central to strategies of navigation in liquidity, being a ‘competent consumer’ or ‘skilful shopper’ becomes of vital importance to ways of re-embedding, positioning and attaching in world which lacks solid structures for reference. Indeed, Bardhi and Eckhardt (2017) were inspired by Bauman’s liquidity in their conceptualisation of ‘Liquid Consumption’ seeing it as ‘ephemeral, access- based and de-materialised’ (2017: 582). They draw in particular on Bauman’s ideas around instrumental rationality, individualization, risk and uncertainty and fragmentation of life and identity as underpinning this consumption logic.  More recently they focus on the resources most central for achieving social status and distinction in conditions of liquidity identifying the central importance of flexibility and attention (Eckhardt and Bardhi, 2019). Although they are less clear about the nature and origins of subject formation under these conditions, and the consequences of this for differential access to resources for the realisation of valued forms of selfhood.
Turning to social relations under conditions of liquidity, these are characterised by a fluidity wherein ‘holding too fast, burdening one’s bond with mutually binding commitments, may prove positively harmful and the new chances crop up elsewhere’ (Bauman, 2000: 13). In summary the disembeddedness characterised by liquid modernity means that ‘all brakes on individual freedom seem to have been released and the resulting condition is lightness, fluidity, choice and disengagement’ (Lee, 2011: 652). In addition the ability to ‘travel light’ is central to the exercise of power in society: ‘Travelling light, rather than holding tightly to things deemed attractive for their reliability and solidity – that is, for their heavy weight, substantiality and unyielding power of resistance – is now the asset of power.’ (Bauman, 2000:13)
Here we turn to Skegg’s work on the ‘subject of value’ to explore how some versions of selfhood may be better equipped to succeed under these conditions of liquid modernity. Although we don’t have the space here to do her argument justice Skeggs (2004) shows how most contemporary formations of personhood are based on the historical idea of possessive individualism. Here individuals are seen as having a proprietal relation to their self, and ‘Society becomes a lot of free equal individuals related to each other as proprietors of their own capacities and of what they have acquired by their exercise. Society consists of exchange between proprietors.’ (Macpherson, 1962:3). This concept of selfhood is therefore one that can be invested in via a process of self-accrual but also importantly this accrual is directed towards the accumulation of future exchange-value. Skeggs argues further that these versions of selfhood are middle class by conception: ‘developed from the perspective of a small elite group, with access to circuits of symbolic distribution who were able to legitimate their own perspectives, interests and authority by defining themselves against the ‘mass’, who they represented as the constitutive limit for what an individual could be.’ (Skeggs, 2004: 76). 
It is helpful to trace the historical formation of this mode of personhood to understand its relationship with class and capital. Obsessed with the idea of valuing their existence against the aristocracy and the proletariat, the middle classes legitimised their acquired wealth giving it a moral value, via the elevation of entrepreneurial skills, accumulation of possessions and crucially the celebration of what today would be labelled as experiential consumption (for example the Grand Tour of Europe). To ‘officially’ legitimise such a personhood, the first attempts to measure the class system in Britain were devised by Charles Booth, a London shipping entrepreneur, in 1880 and Seebohm Rowntree, a chocolate entrepreneur in 1901. Both measurements were inspired by the economist and philosopher William Petty’s attempt to measure the value of people in 1605. This value, created for taxation purposes, was calculated via people’s labour, making individuals’ worth an object of calculation. Such a calculation, later institutionalised in the New Poor Law (1834) generated a form of control, inspection and legislation of the working class (Savage 2015).The growing control that the working class faced (and still face today) was partly motivated by their inability to align their existence and use value system with a middle class exchange value system. Skeggs (2011) argues that today a middle-class understanding of personhood based on exchange value (possessive individualism) is still normative, standing in as the only valued form of subjectivity.  She describes this ‘subject of value’ as: ‘a forward-propelling subject/object, individualised, always accruing through exchange and investment in order to enhance futures, opposed to those who are either blocking this future-oriented subject or fixed as a ready supply of labour.’ (Skeggs, 2011:502). It is crucial to point out here that for the modern subject, exchange and investment have never been banally framed as material accumulation, but as all forms of assets (i.e experiences) that can be re-converted into exchange value. 
We find that Skegg’s ‘subject of value’ contains many echoes of Bauman’s features of liquidity embracing individualism, acceleration and future projection. As such we observe that conditions of liquidity favour capabilities closely tied to accumulative, exchange and future focused understandings of selfhood which, as argued by Skeggs (2011), are historically middle class by nature, design and conception. We use this theorisation of selfhood to explore how mothers’ strategies of investment and display. And their abilities to engage in these strategies, might be differentially valued under conditions of liquidity. 
‘Good’ Mothering in conditions of liquidity: invest-ability and display-ability

Not all caring practices embedded in mothering are equally valued. Based on our own empirical work on mothering and the works of colleagues, we frame our discussion in relation to the types of  middle-class abilities and orientations that are likely to be more successful under conditions of liquidity and the related dominant parental culture– to include invest-ability and display-ability. These are central to specific structures and the parental ideology of intensive parenting (sic mothering) that at the same time frames the mother and the child as subjects of value. In fact, invest-ability and display-ability are equally applicable to both. 

As we know from sociologists, while ‘putting the children’s needs first’ (McCarthy et al. 2000, May 2008) is the dominant current parental mantra, the way in which ‘needs’ are defined and then acted upon varies in relation to class. Intensive mothering (Hays, 1996), which was first theorised as an American mode of mothering in the nineties, together with similar parenting styles including concerted cultivation (Lareau 2003), medicalized motherhood (Litt 2000), and total motherhood (Wolf, 2011) are undergirded by the transference of skills developed in the competitive workplace to domestic life. Here the child is seen as a project to manage and moral evaluation of the ‘good’ mother (and indeed the ‘good’ child) is then based on the child’s outcomes at school, and in extra-curricula activities. Education and leisure are then conceptualised as an investment in skills, since the acquired cultural and social capitals are developed with a view to future exchange (Irwin and Elley 2011; Vincent et al. 2013). Investing in the correct skills for the child requires mothers’ attention to the market since only exchangeable skills are valued. As such, intensive mothering is financially demanding, labour intensive and requires a constant monitoring of the market since it is the market that establishes the value and exchangeability of skills. However, working-class mothers do not operate within the same exchange based value system.  Empirical work has demonstrated that ‘natural growth’ forms a central guiding principle of value for working-class women, who see their child more as an autonomous being able to make her own decisions (Hallden 1991; Lareau 2003; Harrington 2015). While academic skills as well as extra-curricula abilities are still encouraged they are motivated by, and understood through a use-value, rather than exchange-value logic. 

While it is not surprising to see that parental styles reflect different social class values of the self, what is new, and indeed surprising, is the pervasive nature of middle-class parental ideologies (in particular intensive mothering) as they have become normative in many national contexts including the UK, wider Europe and America and some Asian countries (the VOICE Group 2010; Nguyen et al. 2017). Such ideologies which have a firm basis in an exchange value logic are pervasive in the media and in the marketplace, but also institutions like schools and hospitals and their public policies which reflect white, middle-class family values (Murphy 2003; Romagnoli and Wall, 2012; Warin et al. 2008). As we have shown in our own work (see for example Cappellini et al. 2019), this is problematic for those excluded from such ideologies, primarily working-class mothers who ‘operate within a different ethical value system to the dominant symbolic’ (extract from Skeggs, 2004: 88). It is problematic since these women do not have financial resources, time, energy or disposition to engage in intensive mothering practices rendering them subject to judgement but also intensifying the guilt, stress and reflexivity surrounding mothering (Elliott, Powell, and Brenton. 2013; Romagnoli and Wall, 2012, Hutton 2015; 2019). 

Operating within a different value system, working class women are often framed as problematic and in need, via health and school policies in which the ideal parental figure is indeed an intensive middle-class, white mother. Such policies are often centred around the concept of ‘choice’ but also around the ability to then appropriately display these choices, in the correct combinations and in the correct places. We have used the concept of ‘display-ability’ to highlight this differential ability to both engage in display and have that display recognised. Indeed individuals need to have access to the ‘right’ cultural and social capital for these choices to be attributed value. Take for example, the study by Bannister and colleagues (2016) showing how young, low-income new mothers seek to gain value and respectability as parents via consumption which becomes key for displaying their position as a caring mother. However, the strategies these women engage in to gain respectability are often misread by others around them, resulting in further scrutiny and negative evaluation. Studies have also shown the emotional consequences of being marginalised and often stigmatised as an incompetent mother, unable to fully match up to the normative mode of intensive mothering (see for example, Hamilton 2012; Molander and Hartmann, 2018; Hutton 2015, 2019). The important point to add to this set of work, are the implications of being misread by professionals rather than other consumers. Indeed, when strategies are misread by teachers, medical doctors and other professionals, these women are pathologised as ‘in need’ and as such subject to institutional surveillance in form of parental courses, health visitors and other forms of surveillance (Cappellini et al, 2018; Murphy 2003). Unable to display ‘good’ mothering in institutional contexts, these women and their children are devalued and forced to follow policies which in many cases serve to perpetuate inequality and social injustice (see for example Clarke, 2006). 

Conclusion
In consort with Henry and Caldwell’s essay (this issue) which argues for the continuing significance of structural accounts within liquidity, we agree that Bourdieu has a really useful role to play in bringing together structure and agency in and through the habitus. But we have also brought Skegg’s theorisation of selfhood to bear in understanding the intersections between classed subjectivities and consumption practices in liquidity. Using mothering as our context we have argued that conditions of liquidity in part at least value capabilities that are consonant with a middle class accumulative understanding of selfhood or ‘subject of value’. 
Our argument perhaps resonates most when considering the nature of individuality in conditions of liquidity. Here individuality is characterised by a lightness and mobility, seemingly unencumbered by relations and bodies, and therefore ethics (Bauman, 2009). Rather than a cleaving to the other, the ability to travel across relations with others is valued. However, the caring self that is so central to motherhood is dialogic, it can’t exist without a relation to the other. We have explored how mothers are anchored through the moral imperative to care for the other and the moral requirement to display that care in specific ways in order to be valued as a good and respectable mother (see also Bannister et al, 2016, Skeggs and Loveday 2012). We have highlighted also that when it comes to mothering in the British context at least the ‘subject of value’ against which mothers are judged is a solidly middle class intensive mother.
Focusing on the valuation of specific subjectivities and their historical roots in the relations of labour and capital highlights one of the problems with exploring the role of consumption alone under conditions of liquidity. This view often misses out a consideration of an individual’s relations to the conditions of production that render that consumption possible, but that also renders the resulting selves as readable and valuable.  As such we observe the continuing importance of class under conditions of liquidity but impress the point that middle class subjectivities are already pre-disposed to better succeed in these conditions. Having said this our interest is not in drawing immovable borders between classes, we agree that class lines are constantly being redrawn and not least in current conditions of liquidity. Instead we argue for a greater acknowledgement of continuity rather than novelty and (as the title of this special section suggests) a refocusing on some of the enduring underpinnings of structure in current debates on liquidity in particular through its confluence with a historically established firmly middle class understanding of selfhood.
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