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Re-write a passage of text in appropriate academic language. Correct the referencing errors in both the body of the text and the reference list.


Poverty is described in various ways by different people academics describe poverty different to general people there has been a vast amount of research around poverty suggest a complex issue. Poverty is generally thought to be a lack of material resources in relation to basic needs. 

Lister (2004) tells us how people talk about poverty and define poverty are different. Poverty can be defined ‘in essence… about the meanings of poverty—both to those who experience it and to different groups in society’ (Lister, 2004 p.4). A particular description on poverty can give a detailed clarification of what the term means and what it is associated too. Researchers have looked at whether poverty is mainly a question of material resources or other factors in order to understand the concept of poverty. How this relates to society needs to be measured in some way, data from society can provide a way to investigate how many people can be living in poverty at any given time ‘One in five households in the UK have an income below the poverty line, after their housing costs are taken into account. 30 per cent of children live in households below the poverty line (after housing costs). This is almost double the poverty rate (16 per cent) for pensioners’ (Child Poverty Action Group, 2019). 

In 1897 a survey Charles Booth conducted in London was one of the first people to gather data from the general public on how bad poverty is in the United Kingdom (UK) and suggested that there is a line we couldn’t cross which he refers to as the ‘line of poverty’ Booth saw Poverty as low-income families in which they wanted more 

“By the word poor I mean to describe those who have a fairly regular though bare income, such as 18 shillings to 21 shillings per week for a moderate family, and by ‘very poor’ those who fall below this standard, whether from chronic irregularity of work, sickness or a large number of young children” (Booth talking to the Royal Statistical Society in 1897; quoted by Glennerster et al, 2004). 

As Gillie (1996) reiterates this idea he said poverty was just a way to get through to people to highlight what he meant. Booth (1897) had used this research to explain what he thought the 

meaning of poor meant. This theory of poor was to enhance the knowledge for the School Board Employees and researchers who visited low income households, and Gillie (1996) gave clear instructions that showed that to many people were living in each household whilst Booth (1996) only considered salary as a factor to peoples poverty, he also considered ‘Drink and Thriftlessness’ as only being a factor to a select few (Booth 1897, pp. 147-148).

Seebohm Rowntree (1901) did the same notion of ‘visual identification’ to demonstrate the severity of poor people when he led a survey of York in 1899 and again in 1901 (Viet-Wilson, 1986, pp. 69-99) he asked people to note down whether families were ‘living in obvious want and squalor’ (Rowntree, p. 114). Peoples salaries were not the main area of focus for the assessment, as Viet-Wilson kept reiterating. Booth’s, Rowntree’s money-based poverty line was established after the assessment, mainly to see the alteration between different families in ‘primary’ and ‘secondary’ poverty. Families who could not afford ‘necessities’ with their money, or those who could were not spending money on other things whether useful or not. Rowntree’s (1901) understanding of poverty in attempt to define using the ‘primary’ poor and the concept of not having a lot of money to fulfil their needs. This was not enough to allow families to purchase what they needed to maintain physical efficiency. This ‘subsistence standard’ approach became very effective afterwards, first by sociological researchers and then by the government (Abel-Smith et al, 1965). Rowntree’s (1901) second survey, in 1936, widened the comprehension of essentials to include the needs of others including a newspaper, radio and presents of their children, but the underlying concept of poverty as insufficient material resources to meet a certain need remained.

The concept that Booth and Rowntree project poverty has become widely accepted even writers are using this theory in depth without ever actually describing the way they understand it. Abel-Smith and Townsend’s own 1965 work selects to use the National Assistance rates as the poverty line which includes a discussion of whether money in or money out is giving an accurate measurement of the standards of living. Hills and Alcock have long chats about taking the concept of interest which could involve lack of material resources  and different approaches to the poverty definition. Niemietz (2011) extends critique of the UK’s approach to measuring poverty, and the relative measuring of income in particular and  does not in fact answer questions within other factors around poverty. 


Townsend (1979) made an extremely powerful contribution in taking the unambiguously relative approach to thinking about the needs. There was a call to widen the concept of ‘resources’ to supplant ‘income’ whilst defining groups or individuals living in poverty

‘when they lack the resources to obtain the types of diet, participate in the activities and have the living conditions and amenities which are customary… in the societies to which they belong’ (Townsend, 1979). 

He lists under the heading ‘Resources’ as materials within these materials you would consider the income, endowments and home fabrication. In his 1979 book he has not developed ‘the value of public social services’ which hints at the multidimensional methodology. In his more recent work he defines the concepts of poverty very clearly and (‘as important’) including social deprivation (isolation, discrimination, lack of opportunities for education and employment), arguing the fact that poverty is indeed a component that can lead to deprivation: “[Deprivation] turns on the level of conditions or activities experienced, [poverty] on the incomes and other resources directly available” (Townsend 1987, pp. 139-140).





















 Reference List


Abel-Smith, Booth, C & Townsend, P. (1965), ‘The Poor and the Poorest’. London: G Bell and Sons Ltd.
Alcock, P. (2006). Understanding Poverty. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.
Booth, C. (1897), Life and Labour of the People in London, Ix: Comparisons, Survey and Conclusions. Macmillan and Company. London.
Gillie, A. (1996). ‘The Origin of the Poverty Line’, The Economic History Review, 49(4), pp. 715–730.
Glennerster, H. (2004). ‘The Context for Rowntree’s Contribution’. In H. Glennerster, J. Hills, D. Piachaud, & J. Webb (Eds.), (2004) One Hundred Years of Poverty and Policy. York: Joseph Rowntree Foundation.
Hills, J. (2004). Inequality and the State; Oxford University Press. Oxford.
https://cpag.org.uk/child-poverty/measuring-poverty (Last accessed 12 December 2019).
Lister, R. (2004). Poverty. Cambridge: Polity Press. 
Niemietz, K. (2011). ‘A New Understanding of Poverty’; London: The Institute of Economic Affairs.
Rowntree, B. S. (1901). Poverty: A Study of Town Life. London: Macmillan.
Townsend, P. (1979). Poverty in the United Kingdom. Berkeley: University of California Press.
Townsend, P. (1987). Deprivation, Journal of Social Policy, 15(2), pp. 125–146.
Veit-Wilson, J. (1986). ‘Paradigms of Poverty: A Rehabilitation of B S Rowntree’, Journal of Social Policy, 15(1), pp. 69–99.








Part 2 – Use the academic article provided to write a 500 words academic piece, correctly referenced and in an appropriate academic style.
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