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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.
The notion of ‘Poverty’ is frequently discussed amongst the general public, however not everybody agrees on the same definition (Lister, 2004). Academics also argue about the exact definition and do not all conclude the same definition. Nevertheless, one thing that is not disputed is that there is plenty of research and writing about poverty. More or less, to be in poverty it means to have lack of resources to be able to live on. According to the Joseph Rowntree Foundation (2019) ‘Poverty is when your resources are well below your minimum needs’. 
Lister (2004) proposes that the concept of poverty is different to the meaning of it. It is widely known that a more precise and agreed definition of poverty is needed. One definition of poverty is ‘in essence…about the meanings of poverty-both to those who experience it and to different groups in society’ (Lister, 2004, p.4). A more precise and agreed on by academics’ definition would be more beneficial for the understanding of poverty. There are many organisations that define and measure poverty within Britain in current times, one of these being Poverty and Social Exclusion. In 2012, they undertook a research project within the U.K which exposed extreme levels of deficiency across the U.K which is having a major impact on peoples’ lives (PSE, 2012).
The first time that anyone had looked into the notion of Poverty, to research the extremities of it, was in 1897 by Charles Booth. Booth conducted a survey on how bad poverty was in the United Kingdom (U.K). Booth (1897) founded the idea of the line of poverty and declared that it was a line that society could not cross. Booth (1897) saw poverty as not having enough income for the necessities needed just to live. 
“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) expresses that the way Booth defined poverty was for society, politicians and academics to understand the meaning of poverty. Booth (1897) measured poverty by looking at employees of the School Board and he surveyed peoples’ households. Gillie (1996) illustrates that one major issue was that there were too many people living within households. However, this work only looked at salary, whereas it also needed to look into society’s living standards, what housing was like. Booth’s (1897) main belief was that low income was the main cause of peoples’ poverty, as they were unable to access materials that are essential for living. He also challenged that ‘drink and thriftlessness’ was only a problem for a few people in poverty, and that it was not a big a problem as people had suggested (Booth, 1897, pp. 147-148).
Rowntree (1901) did the same principle of ‘visual identification’ to illustrate the extremity of the poor when he conducted his survey of York in 1899 and in 1901 (Veit-Wilson, 1986, pp.69-99) he wanted to find out if people were ‘living in obvious want and squalor’ (Rowntree, 1901, p.14). Thus, money itself was not the key focus of this survey. Rowntree’s (1901) money-based poverty line, the same as Booth’s (1897), was developed after the survey. Rowntree’s (1901) understanding of poverty was one of the first such attempted at an academic definition of the notion of poverty, he looked at the ‘primary’ poor being the concept of not having a high enough income to live on, to gain access to materials that were essential and ‘secondary’ poor meant having the income for the necessities to live but wasting it on other materials that were not needed. This ‘subsistence standard’ approach became widely recognised afterwards by social scientists and furthermore then by government (Abel-Smith et al, 1965). Even more so, Rowntree conducted another survey where he broadened peoples understanding of people’s necessities to include even more material needs such as access to media, having presents for children. However, the underlying concept of poverty is having insufficient materials to meet one’s needs in the world which they lived. 
Following the works of Booth (1897) and Rowntree (1901) the concept of poverty became widely accepted, and many more academics looked into and researched poverty into more depth, without ever making it shown that the work of these two academics is how they make sense of it in newer research. Abel-Smith and Townsend’s (1965) work selects using the National Assistance Rate as their stance of a poverty line, their work also consists of a discussion about whether the income coming into the household or the spending going out of the household is the most accurate way of measuring standards of living. Within both the works of Hills (2004) and Alcock (2006) there are extended discussions on different approaches when it comes to a concrete definition of poverty, and on how to measure it, and that the key focus is purely lack of resources. Niemietz (2011) begun to critique the governmental approach to the measurement of poverty, in particular the measure of being down to the income of the household, however he did not question the view about poverty being about lack of materials to live. 
Townsend (1979) contributed immensely in taking an explicitly relative approach to thinking about people’s needs, and he also called for a broader notion of ‘resources’ to replace ‘income’ when defining individuals and groups who were living in poverty.
‘When they lack the resources to obtain the types of diet, participate in activities and having the living conditions and amenities which are customary…in the societies to which they belong’ (Townsend, 1979).
However, importantly he emphasises on the heading ‘resources’ and under this heading includes income, assets and home production. Furthermore, he adds ‘the value of public social services’ such as health and education, which hinted at a multidimensional methodology. Townsend (1979) further developed distinguishing between concepts of poverty and wider deprivation, including social deprivation, such as seclusion, prejudice and having the lack of opportunities when it came to education or employment, which argues that poverty is one factor that can lead to individual deprivation or family deprivation or furthermore social deprivation. ‘[Deprivation] tuns on the level of conditions or activities experienced, [poverty] on the incomes and other resources directly available’ (Townsend, 1979, pp.139-140).
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‘Baby Boomers’ versus the ‘Millennials’
The aftermath of the post-war period has led to a socioeconomic inequality between those who were born in the post-war period (the Baby Boomers) and the younger generation (the Millennials). 
Following the United Kingdom’s (U.K) decision to leave the European Union (EU) in June 2016, there was uproar amongst society with the Millennials being mad at the Baby Boomers. News headlines hit media: ‘Millennials “fury” over baby boomers’ vote for Brexit’ (Boult, 2016) and ‘Family rifts over Brexit: “I can barely look at my parents”’ (Cosslett, 2016). This is just one example of the differences between the two. 
Willetts (2010) contended that, in the U.K the Baby Boomers are the most powerful generation of the last century, due to their sizable population and the strong post-war welfare state, this provided them with an essential safety net. The economic strength of the young Baby Boomers meant that policies and political attitudes were shaped to their advantage. Fast forwarding onto the Millennial generation, they have grown up in a period of denationalisation, ever-increasing economic inequalities and the wearing down of public services. However, some benefits have come to light, such as rising higher education and the digital uprising (Howe and Strauss, 2000). Academics such as these portray Millennials as a group of young people with the means to produce pioneering and positive social change, these means include cultural intelligence, drive and resources. 
Focusing in particular at housing, as a social issue through which the inter-generational inequalities can be explored. Baby Boomers gained from the growth in social housing which came during the post-war period, this was aimed at working-class households, as homeownership became standardised within middle-class as they profited from tax relief on mortgages – a policy which furthermore was abolished in 2000. Consequently, having a negative impact on Millennials that were intending to become homeowners (Howker and Malik, 2010). Housing challenges are tightly linked to the weakened labour market, this is now branded by low paid and casual contracts (Hardgrove et.al., 2015). Many Within research, Millennials state that one main point that hinders their chances of become homeowners is the challenges in the labour market. Furthermore, within the same research Baby Boomers do admit that they were lucky when it came to home ownership. Millennials further argued that the government do not correspond to or even understand the interests of young people, as they create policies that do not benefit or help young people. 
Overall, the youth of today (Millennials) face more obstacles to securing a stable, well paid employment which would consequently lead to being able to afford housing, like their Baby Boomer parents were able to. Moreso, inter-generational inequalities should not be undervalued and that academics works such as Willets (2010), Howker and Malik (2010) and Bessant, et.al., (2017) is vital in shining the focus on the effects of these inequalities and the financial struggles that many face today. However, academic work on this inter-generational tension seems to mis portray that the blame for the struggles of Millennials falls at the feet of the Baby Boomers, even though as shown in the research Millennials do not necessarily feel negative towards the Baby Boomers, and the Baby Boomers do appreciate how lucky there we were when it come to their upbringing and when it came to house ownership.
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