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Abstract. Nowadays, many positive phenomena are observed in the world, such as an increase in global
production, which contributes to an increase in income, improvement in the quality of life and medical care as
well as the level of education. Despite this, not everyone can equally benefit from the positive aspects brought
about by the development of civilization, because the distribution of prosperity in the world is not even [4]. At
the same time, science does not find appropriate solutions to stop this process. The aim of the article is to

analyze the different approaches to social inequalities.
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Social inequalities constitute a significant
problem in the modern world. It is essential
to realize that people suffering from social
inequalities are in a weak and challenging
social position and face many problems at all
levels [3]. To understand this problem, essen-
tial is to know the basis of various approach-
es addressing this problem. Analysis of dif-
ferent approaches to social inequalities is the
purpose of this paper.

When addressing the issue of social ine-
qualities, it is necessary to find an answer to
the question of what precisely this concept
means [2]. Social inequality always means
blocking specific individuals from accessing
something [6]. P. Sztompka gives the follow-
ing definition: "social inequalities refer to
situations where people are unequal not be-
cause of any physical or mental characteris-
tics, but because of their belonging to differ-
ent groups or taking different social posi-
tions. To be able to speak of inequality in a
social sense, there must be more than just
individual difference. Membership in a par-
ticular group or taking a specific position
must be associated with unequal — more com-

fortable or more difficult access or at least
unequal — smaller or greater — chances of ac-
cess to certain socially valued goods” [5].
The concept of inequality can also be pre-
sented as the existence of individual relation-
ships between parties where one party has an
advantage [1].

Therefore, the essence of social inequali-
ties is the unequal access of entities to re-
sources in the economy, both material and
non-material. This disproportion is inevita-
ble, but exceeding a specific level may lead
to a situation in which society becomes dys-
functional. The concept of social inequality is
directly related to the scale of poverty and
may also cause many other social problems.
There are three dimensions of inequality in
the social sciences. The first dimension is the
economic dimension, including income,
housing, employment status, and property.
Another is the social dimension, relating to
education, prestige, lifestyle, and participa-
tion in culture. On the other hand, the third
dimension is the political aspect concerning
disproportions in the division of power and
civic involvement [8]. In the literature on the
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subject, income stratification is assumed to
be the most critical measure of social ine-
quality and a factor that shapes an individu-
al's chances in practically all spheres of life
[10].

What we perceive largely depends on the
glasses through which we look at the world
[6]. Social inequalities are not always con-
sidered a negative phenomenon. There are
several ways to understand the concept of
social inequality. Supporters of the existence
of social inequalities believe that they enable
people to fully use their potential. In addi-
tion, inequalities emphasize freedom, which
is considered the most important social value.
In addition, the existence of social inequali-
ties, according to proponents of this ap-
proach, is a stimulus for development, as
people become more motivated to improve
the situation in which they find themselves.
At the same time, they argue that the differ-
ence between the social status of the poor
and the rich is not a problem as long as the
situation of the poorer does not worsen. It
should be emphasized that inequalities con-
cerning individuals must be clearly distin-
guished from those concerning social groups.
The differences between the units can be ex-
plained by many factors, and some of them
can be fully acceptable. However, in the case
of activities causing a systematic increase in
inequalities between social groups, one
should speak of a negative and unfair phe-
nomenon, which requires discussion on the
economic situation and changes in political
decisions [3]. From the Railway, the over-
whelming majority of opponents of social
inequalities believe that they limit the oppor-
tunities for individuals to participate in social
activity in the political, economic and social
aspects. This has negative consequences not
only for the individual, but also for the socie-
ty as a whole, and therefore social inequali-
ties should be eliminated in all dimensions
[9]. On the other hand, research on the per-
ception of income inequality by society con-
ducted by the Polish Academy of Sciences in
2008 showed that 91% of Polish citizens as-
sess the level of stratification in the country
as too high, while recognizing that the exist-
ence of income inequality to a limited extent

is justified and fair [4]. It should be added
that the welfare state is obliged to compen-
sate for social inequalities in the scope and
scope defined by legal acts. In Poland it re-
sults from the text of the Constitution and
statutes.

Despite the many positive effects of eco-
nomic development, social inequalities per-
sist and are significant in some regions.
Summarizing these considerations, under-
standing the essence of social inequality in
today's world is crucial. Social welfare
should be a priority in economies that strive
for continuous development. Understanding
the different approaches to social inequalities
may allow for the development of appropri-
ate policies to counter this problem.
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