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Role of Wealth and the Process of Policy-Making
Media is the top-ranked influencer in this modern globalized world. This is the force which is dominating every sphere of life and even uncovering the different social phenomena as well. No one denies the role and significance of media in this competitive age as it is one which reveals and unmasks different realities in social structures. In this vein, it is often reported by media that powerful people in society have a larger say in the process of decision -making. A wealth of a person or group has always remained a dominant factor in societies. This wealth is even more important in this world where capitalism is ruling every aspect of human life on earth. So different corporate entities are using their status and wealth to influence opinions, views, and even state policies. This is no escaping the fact that the legislative process is influenced by these wealthy persons in society through the different veiled mechanism. This is way too pervasive, and every society witnesses this social phenomenon of wealth in important policies. Nevertheless, several sociologists are view this phenomenon in a different way. For some social thinkers such as Wilbert Moore and Kingsly Davis, this is structural functionalism in society as different units in society are collectively working to achieve a harmonious balance. This is unlike the conflict theorists such as Karl Marx and Lewis Coser, who opine that it is the power of the rich to influence policies in government. In this vein, both sociological perspectives take this influence of wealth on policymaking differently.
This social phenomenon of wealth in important legislative and executive policies is functional for the theorists who belong to the structural-functionalism perspective. These sociologists opine that every society worked when there is a common understanding of all its rich and poor units. Kingsley Davis and Wilbert Moore opine that It is the functional side of society that some people are rich and enjoy high social status (Davis and Moore, 1945). Whereas, other people are ranked below in social strata. In this purview, it is usual modus operandi that rich must contribute more in important affairs of society as they are the superior one in any social setup. They are endowed with more important tasks such as guiding and directing the working of society. The rich class can have more say in important policies as their businesses are important assets for social setups. In this vein, this social phenomenon of rich and wealthy class exercising more control and influence on policies and decision is normal as they are already authorized to do it in every society.
On the other hand, social conflict theorists opine this social phenomenon is the symbolic reflection of the power and influence of the rich class. For conflict theorists such as Kral Marx, every society has a fake and superficial sense of harmonious equilibrium, which is not real by any means (Lenski, 2013). It is the will of the dominant class as they own the means or forces of productions in society (Coser, 1967). They are immensely powerful as the superstructure of society takes their views seriously and make those policies that are wanted by them. So when rich class interferes in the process of decision making, this is the show of their economic and then political power in society. Hence, this role of the wealthy class is so massive, and it is even giving a sense of superficial equilibrium, which is all about their own will. So, this social malady is the symbol of the rich class.
To summarize, this influence of wealth on policy-making is no secret. Now and then, this is reported by media that successful business entities are calling for some policies, and then they get implemented as well. Nevertheless, this social phenomenon is viewed differently by structural functionalists and social conflict theorists.
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