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ECGE4001Q Assessment 1: 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. (The passage of text will be provided along with information on the sources used). (Approx. 1000 words)

‘Poverty’ is described in various ways within society. Academics description of poverty differs to that of the general public, resulting in disagreement regarding a precise definition. A vast amount of research centred around poverty suggests it is a complex issue.  Poverty is generally considered to be a lack of resources in relation to the basic needs of a person, a household or a community based on living standards, income and expenditure. 
Lister (2004) suggests the idea of poverty and the meaning of poverty are different. A definition of poverty should be, ‘in essence…about the meanings of poverty both, to those who experience it and to different groups in society,’ Lister (2004, p.4). A precise definition of poverty can provide a detailed explanation of what the term means and what it is related to. Theoretically, academics have investigated whether poverty is primarily a question of material resources, or also about other combined contributing factors. However, in order to understand how poverty relates to society, it needs to be effectively measured. Data collected from society can provide a way of measuring how many people are living or not living in poverty at any given time. In Britain the Social Metrics Commission (SMC) measures poverty in relation to how it is experienced within society, providing the Government with a better understanding of how poverty affects families (SMC, 2019). 
Charles Booth’s Survey of London during the 1880s was one of the first studies to collect information regarding the extent of poverty within the UK, using measurements to explain the concept. Booth (1897) discussed the concept of a threshold relating to income that distinguished poor members of society from others. Booth (1897, p.3) called this the ‘line of poverty’, theorising that poverty was related to low income set against material need: 
“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 1887; quoted by Glennerster et al, 2004).
                                                                                                                

Gillie (1996, p.715) clarifies that the ‘line of poverty’ was used by Booth to demonstrate the meaning of poverty during his discussions with The Royal Statistical Society in 1887. Booth (1897) measured poverty by recording the opinions of School Board employees and looking at the results of a survey which recorded household population. Gillie (1996) suggests Booth’s measurements were narrow and subjective, relating only to certain living standards and material resources, whilst ignoring a wider range of employment, education and children’s health. Booth’s survey of London (1897) was based on the theory that poverty was about low income in relation to a lack of material resources. Booth proposed his findings also showed a minority of individuals on a low income tended to overspend, purchasing unnecessary items, describing this as ‘drunk and thriftlessness’, Booth (1897, pp. 147-148).
Viet-Wilson (1986, p.92) suggests Rowntree used ‘visual identification’ in his 1899 study of York, instructing his researchers to write down their opinions in relation to ‘whether families were living in obvious want and squalor’ (Rowntree, 1901, p.114). Furthermore Viet-Wilson (1896) states Rowntree’s research was primarily based on the purchase of goods not on actual levels of income. Like Booth (1897), Rowntree’s income-based poverty line highlighted the differences between families in ‘primary’ poverty and ‘secondary’ poverty (Rowntree 1901, p.143). These differences were identified as the purchase of resources needed to survive (primary poverty); and overspending on unnecessary items not associated with basic requirements (secondary poverty). Rowntree’s 1899 study of York provided one of the initial academic attempts to understand and describe poverty. ‘Primary poverty’ was used to identify families whose income could not cover the basic human needs in order to survive (Rowntree 1901, p.113).  Cited by Abel-Smith and Townsend (1965, p.16) this was defined as the ‘subsistence standard’ approach was used widely, initially by sociologists and then by government. A second survey conducted by Rowntree in 1936 used wider measurements in relation to what could be considered a basic household necessity for example, newspapers, a radio and children’s gifts (Rowntree,1941). 
After Booth’s study in 1897 and Rowntree’s of 1899 and 1936, poverty was widely accepted as a measurement of income in relation to material resources needed to survive. Other academics widely accepted this approach utilising the same subsistence standard method. Abel-Smith and Townsend (1965) utilised National Assistance Rates to measure poverty in the UK basing this on household income and expenditure in relation material goods. Hills (2004) and Alcock (2006) discuss extensively how approaches to measuring and understanding poverty widely accept it to be a lack of material needs. Niemietz (2011) approached poverty by critically examining the governments approach, measuring poverty in relation to how people spend their money, also accepting that poverty is viewed as a lack of material wealth.
Townsend (1979, p.57) widened the approach in relation to how poverty should be measured, suggesting ‘resources’ replace ‘income’. Townsend (1979) theorised that when defining groups of people or individuals living in poverty, a wider range of needs should be considered stating:
when they lack 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 they belong (Townsend 1979, p.31). 
Under the heading of ‘resources’ Townsend (1979) looks at income, expenditure, housing, dietary needs and access to basic human essentials. Furthermore Townsend (1979) proposes wider resources are important factors referring to this as a multidimensional approach towards the perception of poverty. Townsend’s later work of 1987 describes the term deprivation, suggesting this to be a consequence of low income and problems relating to wider social issues such as employment and education. The cumulation of these factors provide a measurement of relative deprivation, citing ‘that a lack of resources’ is a factor that can lead to deprivation, stating that ‘[deprivation] turns on the level of conditions or activities experienced [poverty] on the income and other resources directly available’, (Townsend 1987, pp.139-40). 















Reference List

[bookmark: _Hlk26533308]Abel-Smith, B., & 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, Vol. 9. London: Macmillan and Co.
Gillie, A. (1996) ‘The Origin of the Poverty Line’, The Economic History Review, 49(4), pp.715–730.
Glennerster, H., Hills, J., Piachaud, D. & Webb, J. (2004) One Hundred Years of Poverty and Policy. York: Joseph Rowntree Foundation.
Hills, J. (2004) Inequality and the State. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
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.
Rowntree, B.S. (1941) Poverty and Progress: A Second Social Survey of York. London: Longmans, Green and Co.
Social Metrics Commission (2019) Measuring Poverty. Available at: https://socialmetricscommission.org.uk/ (Accessed:18 November 2019).
Townsend, P. (1979) Poverty in the United Kingdom. Berkeley: University of California.
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.







[bookmark: _GoBack]
ECGE Assessment 1:

Part 2- use the academic article provided to write a 500-word academic piece, correctly referenced in an appropriate academic style.

The academic paper written by Hoolachan and McKee (2019, pp.210-225), investigates the relationship between the ‘Baby Boomers’ and the ‘Millennials’ drawing on sociological theory from Mannheim (1952). It examines and measures whether these generations apportion blame to the other regarding the difficulties and inequalities they experience. The study looks at the reality of the relationship between both generations, reflecting on whether this is publicised accurately. 

The notion that the older generation is somehow responsible for difficulties experienced by the younger generation within society has often been publicised by the media. Willets (2010) suggests both groups perceive work, employment and social policy differently. The 2016 European Referendum is regarded as underpinning this concept, recording generational voting differences in respect of Britain leaving Europe (Moore, 2016). This is evidenced in news headlines such as ‘Millennials “fury” over ‘Baby Boomers’ vote for Brexit’ (Boult, 2016). Willetts (2010) discusses the Baby Boomers growing up in an era of sociological changes, with economic growth leading to social stability and increased disposable income. Millennials face job instability, and feel resentment relating to higher taxes which pay for the upkeep of Baby Boomers (Willets, 2010).  

To measure communication and inequalities between both groups, Hoolachan and McKee (2019) use qualitative data from two housing surveys. They investigate generational differences and the perception of homeownership, applying this to sociological theory. Mannheim (1952) theorises generations hand down certain historical values and perspectives about life via communication, which the younger generation aspire to. The data collected suggests it has become a normality within the Baby Boomer era to own a house. The housing stock of today is less affordable, and Millennials have been referred to as ‘Generation Rent’ (McKee, 2012, p.1). Results show the younger generation has been handed the belief that hard work pays off but felt the current job market unreflective of this (Hoolachan and McKee, 2019). The older generation expressed sympathy for the younger generation in terms of lack of financial stability and homeownership. The younger generation were noted to feel governmental legislation did not accurately represent their views and blamed policy makers for their hardships (Hoolachan and McKee, 2019). 

In conclusion Hoolachan and McKee (2019) suggest disagreement and resentment between Baby Boomers and Millennials appears to have been publicised incorrectly. Whilst today’s youth face more barriers economically, they do not view this primarily as the fault of the older generation. Millennials are more inclined to believe government is not receptive to their hardships, employing ineffective legislation (Hoolachan and McKee, 2019). Mannheim (1952) theorises generations hand down certain historical values and perspectives about life via communication, which the younger generation aspire to. Hoolachan and McKee (2019) suggest we live in a time of austerity which means the Millennials’ experience of youth has been unequal to that of the Baby Boomers. If the media portrayed both generations in a way that was reflective of the data collected by Hoolachan and McKee (2019), it could possibly lead to a change of attitude and shape social policies in the future.
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