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1. [bookmark: _Toc40029726]UN Development Goals 
Osborn et al (2015) sets out the overall aim of the sustainable goals, and emphasises the impact the goals will have, and their intent to be universal and instil a sense of a shared common goal. Osborn believes the 17 goals set out in the UN development goals strategy reflects the basic moral principle the no individual or country should be left behind, and every country should play a part in delivering the global vision the goals wish to accomplish. Osborn explains all the goals and targets contain vital messages and challenges for developed and developing countries to work towards a more sustainable world. Osborn finds concern with the degree of difficulty for different countries dependent on their current state of development. This report will focus on the first goal of the development strategy, No poverty. Furthermore, this report will specifically evaluate child poverty and the initiative Unhappy Birthday, from the organization End Child Poverty that aims to amend or abolish to the two-child policy in the UK.  
[bookmark: _Toc40029727]1.1 No Poverty 
Kamruzzaman (2016) focusses on the first goal, to end poverty. Kamruzzaman believes poverty eradication is one of most important goals set out by the framework and is one of the highest priorities.  Kamruzzaman identifies the change of the goal of ‘No Poverty’, from reduction to eradication, and the potential challenges this goal may face. Kamruzzaman identifies the main challenge is the definition of poverty and believes defining those declared as in poverty will be the biggest challenge. Regeringskansliet (2015) sets out the summary of the goal ‘No poverty’, with poverty a growing problem the goal works towards including all countries despite economic status in the reduction of poverty. Kamruzzaman (2016) affirms that the goal had originally been set out to eradicate poverty however was changed to reduction due to the nature of the challenge. The goal consists of targets in order to tackle poverty by 2030. Regeringskansliet explores the targets and whether they are achievable in modern society by 2030, target 1.1 is to eradicate extreme poverty in every country, measured by people living on less than $1.25 a day. Regeringskansliet pays particular interest to the target 1.2 that aims to by 2030, to reduce at least by half the proportion of men, women and children of all ages living in poverty in all its dimensions according to national definition. This particular target aims to work towards the reduction of child poverty across the globe. 
2. [bookmark: _Toc40029728]Method
The method used for attaining research for this report was the use of secondary research such as, journals, books and articles from credible online sources as well as credible published books. All sources are referenced in the report and credible secondary sources from research journals. 
3. [bookmark: _Toc40029729]Findings 

[bookmark: _Toc40029730]3.1 Current State of Poverty in the UK
Defining poverty and the extent of poverty worldwide can be a challenging task due to the variety of living situations and how different countries define living in poverty. The goal no poverty sets out a target to eradicate extreme poverty in every country, measured by people living on less than $1.25 a day. This target can be seen as differing in each country, an example can be seen in an MEDC (More Economically Developed Country) such as the UK, with poverty measured on whether household income is below 60 percent of median income as defined by the Child Poverty Act 2010, Hood (2017). 
In comparison to an LEDC (Less Economically Developed Country), such as Brazil, who measure poverty based on people living on less than $1.25 a day. The contrast of how poverty is measured can be evaluated by the westernised culture of the UK and the difference between an MEDC and a LEDC, poverty cannot be measured by those living on less than $1.25 a day in the UK, due to the UK being further developed than Brazil and other LEDC’s, Ribeiro and Marinho (2012). 
‌ Stewart, K and Roberts N. (2018) critically assess the level of poverty within the UK, with major changes being implemented to the ‘Child Poverty Act’ since 2015 following the implementation of the UN development goals. Stewart and Roberts however interpret Garnham’s (2012) research and statistics and find that since 1999 child poverty has decreased in the UK from 34% to 30%, this statistic is found by Stewart and Roberts as alarming as over 19 years child poverty has only decreased by 4% and has had peaks and troughs never declining consistently. With the ultimate goal of eradicating poverty by 2030 Stewart and Robert argue the lowest parentage of child poverty in the UK occurred from 2010 to 2013, with a low of 27% child poverty again increased to 30% from 2016 to 2019.The findings from Stewart and Roberts statically imply that  based on Garnham’s statistics, with child poverty only being decreased by 4% in 19 years that eradicating or even dramatically decreasing child poverty in the UK alone by 2030 will take a dramatic change in the approach to decreasing child poverty which will play a vast part in eradicating poverty as a whole.  
[bookmark: _Toc40029731]3.2 End Child Poverty 
[bookmark: _GoBack]This report focusses on the work of the organization End Child Poverty, identifying their efforts towards reducing child poverty as well as evaluating their successes, failures and stakeholders in the colossal task of eradicating poverty by 2030. End Child Poverty are a UK based coalition whose sole purpose and vision is to eradicate child poverty and work with other organisations to coincide with the UN development goal of tackling poverty. End Child Poverty have released a myriad of initiatives to tackle child poverty, with Unhappy Birthday being one of their most challenging initiatives, with the ultimate goal of adapting or eradicating the ‘Two Child Limit Policy’.  End Child Poverty argues ‘The two-child limit’ is the most damaging welfare reform in terms of the long-term impact on levels of child poverty. However there is controversy in research regarding whether the two child limit policy is fair as it is not as strict and China’s one child policy that only allows one child in each family and may result in additional fee’s if another child is born, in contrast to the two child limit policy in the UK which just revokes additional payments for more than two children in one family, Whyte et al (2015). End child poverty however continues to call upon the UK Government to amend the policy and end the freeze on children’s benefits and reverse the two-child limit before child poverty in the UK is severely impacted. End Child Poverty believes the two-child limit will likely have a detrimental impact on child poverty in the UK. Ministers promoted the policy as a way to make households take responsibility for populating, by teaching them that “children cost money” and discouraging them from having a third child. The two-child limit policy ultimately means that families who had claimed tax credits or universal credits, are no longer able to claim child benefits for a third or subsequent child. The child element of benefits is worth up to £2,780 per year equivalent to £232 per month and until 2017 has been payable for all low- income families with children to help protect them from poverty. End Child Poverty believe this government policy with be detrimental to child poverty in the UK and aims to work with stakeholders to amend the policy in order to reduce child poverty in the UK, End Child Poverty (2015), Brown (2015). 
As End Child Poverty is a coalition it has been formed by over 100 organisations and therefore has a number of stakeholders invested in the goal of eradicating child poverty in the UK by 2030. Identifying these stakeholders evaluate the invaluable work of these stakeholders such as child welfare organisations, civic society, social justice groups, trade unions, faith groups and many others. These stakeholders allow the coalition to spread awareness of child poverty in the UK and implement initiatives in order to tackle child poverty in the UK. The public sector role came with organizations coming together to form a report titled ‘Unhappy Birthday- the two-child limit at one year old’ one year after the implantation of the two-child limit policy. Together public sector organizations are working at challenging the government’s policy and working towards a different bill to help eradicate poverty rather than making the situation worse, End Child Poverty (2014) and Filip et al (2018).

[bookmark: _Toc40029732]3.3 Unhappy Birthday 
The initiative “Unhappy Birthday” created by End Child Poverty aims to call upon the government to lift the two-rule limit and replace it with a more positive, coherent strategy to tackle the true causes of poverty in the UK such as high childcare costs and freeze in child benefits. The campaign uses social media and the public and works with the government to adapt and change the two-child limit policy, Machin (2017). The campaign recently called for governments to increase payments for children due to school closures because of corona virus, in order to protect children in low income families due to the financial pressure’s corona virus has had. Covid-19 has had a detrimental effect on many families and business’s with families of more than two children suddenly struggling that were once financially stable due to loosing business and not being able to work, however being unable to claim child benefits for more than two children due to the policy, Sefton et al (2020). The campaign has meant 5000 emails to MP’s have been sent in a bid to revoke this policy, Christie (2016) critically evaluates the impact the two-child limit policy will have over the years on the rate of child poverty in the UK. Although it will increase child poverty in the UK for a few years Christie contests the ultimate goal is to have a bigger impact on child poverty by instilling a sense that ‘children cost money’, and will therefor discourage families from having a third child if they cannot afford it without child benefits which is no longer available for any third or more children. Christie presses that although poverty may rise due to the effect on low income families it is a long-term solution to eradicating poverty by 2030 and should see a decline in child poverty after a few years. 

4. [bookmark: _Toc40029733]Discussion
[bookmark: _Toc40029734]4.1 Success and Failures
Despite the campaign and the efforts of many organizations the policy is still in effect almost 3 years later and is recorded to effect more than 2 million children and their low-income families in the next four years. The lack of progress being made by the initiative has meant the policy has left families with more than 2 children £53 a week worse off.However, the increase in poverty over the past three years and the current outbreak of covoid-19 has meant this policy may be revised soon, Weinstein, N. (2020).  Taking a critical view point on the current pandemic and the effect it will have on poverty and struggling families, Weinstein argues there must be a reform on the two-child limit policy especially during these times of uncertainty. The lockdown measures in place to slow down Covid-19 has meant school has been shut for children, this measure has meant an added pressure on low income families who receive free school meals. Weinstein reports the cohesion of the coalition of End Child Poverty and other organisations such as the Child Poverty Action Group pushing the Unhappy birthday initiative to ease pressure on families during the pandemic of Covid-19.  
[bookmark: _Toc40029735]4.2 Reporting of Successes and Failures
The transparency of the reporting of successes and failures of the initiative have been apparent with an annual report being released regarding the updates of the campaign and the policy and what impact the campaign is having on the policy and also the effect the policy is having on poverty. The transparency of the policy however is not being reported as regularly and addressing its effect to poverty in the UK as well as the campaign does. During the passage of the welfare reform and work bill, End child poverty called for the government to keep measuring child poverty, after the government proposed to stop reporting child poverty and instead focus on children’s GCSE’s and their parent’s employment status. End child poverty further campaigned to make sure child poverty was still reported and measured so the government had to monitor the effect the two-child policy is having on poverty. The public and leaders of child poverty organisations as well as End child poverty, call for policy makers to monitor the impact of the two-child policy carefully and its impact on poverty, Mayor, S. (2019), Wickham et al (2016). 
[bookmark: _Toc40029736]4.3 Corporate Social Responsibility

When applying Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) theory and practice to tackling poverty and specifically the coalition End Child Poverty, Zhang et al (2019) analyses how useful CSR can be when eradicating poverty and can become much more than companies performing the bare minimum for CSR. Zhang applies this to the coalition End Child Poverty as the coalition proves companies and organisations can go above and beyond the minimum CSR strategies and do more in ending child poverty and can have a big impact on tackling the issue when companies prioritise CSR. 
5. [bookmark: _Toc40029737]Conclusion 

A main finding within the research was the opposing views of Thompson and Rasmussen (2020) compared to Sefton et al (2020). Thompson and Rasmussen insist the government has assisted with the relieving child poverty during Covid-19 and has set steps in motion to ensure child poverty does not worsen or increase during the pandemic. Thompson and Rasmussen analyse the efforts of End Child Poverty and other organisations however, believe the government has answered these worries and concerns by ensuring children who would usually receive a free school meal will have school lunches provided to ease the tension on low income families supplying food for children who would usually be in school. To conclude the initiative has had little to no impact over the past three years this could be related to the initiative being coalition led rather than government led. The initiative in Brazil called Bolsa Familia aims to end poverty like Unhappy Birthday, the similarities between the two include the aim of the initiative is ultimately to improve the rate of poverty in the country. Although Brazil is an LEDC which differs from the UK, the main difference between the initiatives are that Unhappy Birthday is a scheme that intends to persuade the government to lift the two-child limit policy, whereas Bolsa Familia is a government driven initiative. Saad -Fhilo (2015) believes the government driven initiative in Brazil will be more successful at reducing the rate of poverty due to governments having control over policies and budgets which will allow the scheme to be successful. Compared to the UK where the organization End Child Poverty campaigns to ensure the government change the policy which according to Khemili and Belloumi (2018) will most likely make it less successful than Bolsa Familia in Brazil.
6. [bookmark: _Toc40029738]Recommendations
Recommendations for the initiative Unhappy Birthday and the work of the coalition End Child Poverty, include the strategy of partnering with the government in order to eradicate poverty as Khemili and Belloumi (2018) believe the initiative would have a high success rate if it was a government driven initiative. A further recommendation gathered from research by Currie (2016) regarding the eradication of poverty and specifically child poverty is amending the Two child limit policy to be more suitable to the British population, especially regarding the recent Covid-19 pandemic which presents controversy over whether the policy aids or harms child poverty in the UK. 
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