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Part 1- 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 a subject that people within society have discussed and debated at length. Academics have also debated and constructed conflicting theories when attempting to define poverty. There has also been extensive research and consideration into gaining a greater understanding of the issues around poverty, the contributors and the wide divide between affluence and poverty. 
Lister (2004) states improvement is needed in how poverty is defined, explained and quantified. Lister(2004) explains when conceptualising poverty and exploring the various elements and contributors ,it is important to look at the details that brings us to the definition of poverty .A concept of poverty is ‘in essence…about the meaning of poverty-both to those who experience it and to different groups in society’(Lister 2004,p.4).A definition provides a clear ,precise explanation of what poverty is, presenting key features that encapsulates the social variation of the  economic positions within a society. Research and studies on poverty provide useful data and can provide a wide range of information. Analysis of statistics and data collected, along with quantifying the prevalence and impact, can lead to greater understanding of the true meaning of poverty. Many academics have hypothesised what poverty is and analysed research and statistics relating to poverty in an attempt to achieve a better understanding. Lister (2004) suggests that gaining an understanding of the true meaning of poverty within society is of huge importance.
Charles Booth’s survey of London in the 1880’s was the first research of its kind that looked at the extent of poverty within the UK. From his findings Booth (1897) presented a concept, ‘line of poverty’, where poverty was defined by income against a threshold, relative to needs of the family.
“By the word poor I mean to describe those who have a fairly regular bare income, such as 18 shillings to 2 shillings per week for 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 1887;quoted by Glennerster et al ,2004).
As stated by Gillie (1996), Booths’ line of poverty was mainly a means to illustrate to others what he perceived indicators of poverty to be. The work and finding of Booth (1897) placed importance on status of School Board employees and number of visitors to a household. Gillie (1996) criticised this measure of poverty, suggesting that it had flaws in the evidence that lead to Booths (1897) categorising a family to be living in poverty as little focus place on income, health and education. Booth (1897) suggested low income to be the main cause of being poor materialistically and placed ‘drink and thriftlessness’ as a factor effecting the minority. (Booth1897, pp147-148)
[bookmark: _GoBack]Seebohm Rowntree applied a similar ‘visual identification’ approach during his research into poverty in 1899 York (Veit-Wilson 1986, p92). In the same way as Booth (1897), income was not a criteria of focus or an indicator of poverty. Importance was placed on whether families were living in ‘obvious want or squalor’ (Rowntree1901, p114).
Rowntree’s income-based poverty line mainly identified between families in ‘primary’ and ‘secondary poverty ‘, those that were able to afford ‘necessities’ on their income and those that were not spending on items, be them useful or otherwise. ‘Primary poor’ Rowntree (1901) suggested was when a family has insufficient income to meet their physical needs. This ‘subsistence standard’ approach became influential and shaped how poverty was quantified and measured by social scientists and there after the government (Abel-Smith et al 1965). A further survey by Rowntree in 1936, widened the indicators of poverty to consider the presence of children, radio and newspapers. Focus remained heavily on insufficient material resources, little regard was placed on health and education, echoing Booths stance on poverty.
Following the work of Booth (1897) and Rowntree (1936), poverty as a concept has been accepted and heavily documented without including the details of what living in poverty means. Abel- Smith and Townsends’ study in 1965 included national assistance rates to measure poverty and using the data collected to create a poverty line. This study explored the relationship between income and standards of living and moved away from the theory that insufficient material resources are an implicit indicator of poverty. Hills (2004) and Alcock (2006) also debated previous definitions of poverty. Niemietz (2011) developed an extensive critique of the UK’s official approach to poverty. Nemietz (2011) placed particular focus on relative income measures, however, did not explore poverty in relation to material resources.
 Townsends’ (1979) contribution into defining and quantifying poverty, has been considered very influential. His approach places an emphasis on the importance of resources and income, being looked at from a wider perspective when defining individuals and groups as living in poverty.
‘when they lack the resources to obtain the types of diet, participate in activities and have the living conditions and amenities which are customary …in the societies to which the belong” (Townsend,1979)

However, material resources, income, assets and home production were key areas covered by Townsends(1979), under the category of resources .’The Value of Public Social Services’(health and education) was included also ,suggesting a multidimensional approach when defining poverty, but was not an idea developed in his 1979 book. 
Townsend (1987) did however in his later work, provider a clearer definition of poverty and (“as importantly”) deprivation on a wider scald. Stating poverty (a lack of resources) can be one contributor to deprivation: [deprivation]turns on the level of conditions or activities,{poverty}on the income and other resources directly available (Townsend1987,pp.139-140).
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Part 2-Use the academic article to write a 500-word academic piece, correctly referenced in an appropriate academic style.
Socioeconomic inequalities between those born in the post War period -the ‘Baby Boomers’ and those born in late 20th and 21st centuries the ‘millennials ‘in UK have been discussed and documented by many. The narrative within the UK media has been of resentment between generations, suggesting Millennials place blame on Baby Boomers for threatening their future.
 In June 2016, the UK voted in favour of leaving the European Union (EU). A generational divide was portrayed by the UK media, reporting three-quarters of under 25s had voted to remain in the EU while the majority of over 50s voted to leave. (Moore,2016) Sensationalising media headlines (Cosslett,2016) of family feuds, presented a narrative of inter-generational conflict. This narrative has played out over the years .A description of ‘major fault lines in modern welfare states’ by Higgs and Gilliard (2010:1439) critiqued the idea that prosperity enjoyed the Baby Boomers, enabled by a strong welfare system was only achievable due to cutbacks in employment, education and the social rights of the Millennials.
 Inter-generational inequalities certainly exist and presents some real concerns. It is important however to consider the details and complexity of the issues involved to gain a true understanding of inter -generation inequality to obtain a correct representation of both views points as opposed to those portrayed through the media.
Two pieces of qualitive research explored views held by 49 Baby Boomers and 62 millennials on the issue of inter-generational. The study placed heavy focus on housing as a social issue and considered the labour market and set out to address the conflict narrative. The study also aimed to address the inadequate academic evidence on the issue of how these inequalities are intersubjectively understood by both the Baby boomers and Millennials. Explored also was the concept of ‘Generation Rent’, a term used to describe a rise in young people living in private rentals due to inability to access other forms of housing options. This study considered frustration placed on the government by young people and the difficulties faced to navigated uncertain housing market as opposed to the issue of Generation Rent itself. The combined ideas from the work of Mannheim (1952), Bourdieu (1984,1993) and Woodman and Wyn (2015) provided an important preservative when analysing data collected from the studies.
When combining the data collected from the two studies, results showed the majority in Millennials to be either living with their parents /relatives or in the private rental sector. In contrast, majority of Baby Boomers were homeowners. Millennials expressed a mistrust, and lack of representation from government and an expression of gratitude to parents for support. Baby Boomers demonstrated an awareness of the very real challenges that young people face and the stark contrast to their social history. 
To conclude, social economic differences between the Millenniums and Baby Boomers exists however the native portrayed in UK media is not represented of the finding from this study. Millennials and Baby Boomers both acknowledge the contrast in their socioeconomic experiences however blame and resentment towards each age group was not a feature. Blame was placed by both generation towards structural inequalities.  These finding dispel the representation of inter-generation conflict and instead illustrated a generation that understand and acknowledge social and economic changes and the difficulties that they present.




























Reference List
Bourdieu P (1984) Distinction: Asocial Critique of the Judgement of Taste. London: Routledge and Keegan Paul.
Bourdieu P (1993) Sociology in Question. London: SAGE Publication Ltd.
Cosslett R L (2016) Family rifts over Brexit: ‘I can barely look at my parents’. The Guardian,27 June. Available at: http:://www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2016/jun/27/Brexit-family-rifts-parents-referendum-conflict-betrayal(accessed 30 June 2016) 
Higgs P and Gilleard C (2010) Generation conflict, consumption and the ageing welfare state in the United Kingdom. Aging and Society 30(8)1439-1451
Mannheim K (1952) Essay on the Sociology of knowledge. London: Routledge and Keegan Paul.
Moore P (2016) How Britain Voted. Available at: http;//yougov.co.uk/news/2016/27how-britian-voted/ (accessed 30June 2016)
Woodman D and Wyn J (2015) Youth and Generation: Rethink Change and Inequality in the Lives of The Young People. London: SAGE Publication Ltd.




2

