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Assignment one, Part one
Re-write the passage of text in appropriate academic language. Correct the referencing errors in both the body of text and the reference list (The passage of text will be provided along with the information on the sources used).
(Approx. 1000 words)

Many academics and people in society discuss how they view poverty; those experiencing poverty may have a different view than those who are not (Lister, 2004).
Many academics would argue that poverty is a topic that is not talked about enough and therefore, people do not know what it is. Nonetheless, there is evidence to suggest that there are many articles, journals and other materials on poverty in Britain. It is possible that people either do not have the essentials that they need or they do not have the required essentials that they need to live. 

Lister (2004), talks about how we define poverty are different concepts to how we talk about poverty. Lister believes that there should be a more logical definition(s) set. 
The idea is, as a whole, about how we manage poverty and how we explain it to groups of individuals. Whether it is to those who are living in poverty, or those who want to learn more (Lister, 2004, p. 4). The ultimate question that needs to be asked is what does poverty mean to the different classes. Is it about one problem or many. A definition is what people think a word means to them and a broad group of people. It is there in order for people to understand what it is meant to be in poverty and what it is like to not be in poverty. As an example, if someone is lacking in something that is essential for their family, it could be represented in many different ways. Poverty is measured so that we can have examples to put alongside the definition. This is done so that we can explain to people with statistics how bad poverty actually is. For example, authors have written about what they think poverty is and how they have measured it using figures and data that they have found. However, they could have made sure that they had a better understanding of what poverty actually meant. 

Charles Booth’s (1889) survey that was undertaken in London in the 1800s was the first time anyone had tried to get sufficient information and statistics that were correct within the UK. Booth (1889), suggested that the ‘line of poverty’ was a guideline that society found difficult to overcome because of the low income. Booth (1889), quoted by Glennerster, (2004), talked to the Royal Statistical Society in 1887, stated that: 

“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”. 

Gillie, (1996), explains that his idea of what he thought poverty was, was just one way of getting people to understand it. Booth (1889) used Gillie’s (1996) idea in his research in depth to make the readers understand what the term poor meant. The School board employees, who surveyed individuals within the community by visiting houses, determined his idea of poor and getting information that was important for research. Gillie’s (1996) highlights that one of the biggest issues found were houses holding too many individuals, as well as unable to meet basic needs. However, it was more so about servants not getting the money promised by their employer. Regardless, this information just looked mainly at the income as well as looking at topics such as standards of living situations and what could be improved. This was priorastised instead of work, infant and children’s health or education. While Booth (1889) focused primarily on his belief that because of the lack of jobs and therefore income, was the problem which in turn made people in the community poor and not able to acquire basic necessities. Booth (1889) also blamed those who ‘drank and thriftlessness’ as the main issue at hand for a select few*

Veit-Wilson (1986) study, which Rowntree used, suggested that he used the same ‘visual identification’ method to show the poor as inferior to others within society and told people to keep an eye out for families who were ‘living in obvious want and squalor’. (Rowntree, 1901). However, money was not in Viet-Wilson’s (1986) mind. Similar to Booth (1889), Rowntree (1901) based the poverty line on money after a survey was conducted, in order to differentiate families who were either in the ‘primary’ and ‘secondary’ poverty- individuals who were not entitled to basic necessities with their own money compared to those who were able to afford basic necessities and more. Rowntree’s (1901) understanding of the situation, was one of the first attempts of a definition, which looked at the ‘primary’ definition of poor and the fact that there was just not enough money to be able to provide whatever basic needs that their require. The families that were not able to purchase basic supplies that were needed to maintain physical health, as well as impacting mental health, were classed as poor. Abel-Smith et al (1965) formed an approach called ‘subsistence standard’, which became widely used across the board after being used by social scientists and then the government. The second survey conducted by Rowntree (1936), widened the perspective and understanding of the basic needs, which included; a radio, newspapers and presents for children. However, the underlying concept of poverty (however it may be defined) did not match the resources that were needed to meet a persons needs. 

Since Booth (1902) and Rowntree (1901), the overall concept of poverty has appeared to be so widely accepted, that many writers have dealt with the problem at hand in great detail, without giving away that they do not comprehend what is being said. Abel-Smith and Townsend’s (1965) work promised to use National Assistance rates as the poverty line as well as including the discussions of whether data that measures whether the money that is coming in or out, could give a more accurate perception of living standards, although it leaves this idea that poverty is purely about whether there is enough material that can be used. Hills (2004) and Alcock (2006) have discussed thoroughly, what approaches they could use in relation to poverty, including measurements that require resources as well as materials that have sufficient evidence. Niemietz (2011), built up a critique of the UK’s official approach to measure poverty, and look at the relative income although that does not question the view that is about poverty being about the individuals needs. 

Townsend (1979) made a huge influential contribution in taking an approach, which was explicitly relative to the subject, to thinking about what people need. This was also called for a wider range of ‘resources’ in order to replace ‘income’, placing individuals in groups as well as those individuals living amongst 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 which they belong’ (Townsend, 1979).

Yet, most of which he lists under the heading of ‘resources’ are those of which are mainly materialistic, such as income, assets and home production. Townsend (1979) also included ‘the value of public social services’ (health and education). This could hint at multidimensional approaches, which were not mentioned or furthered in his book, Poverty in the United Kingdom, (1979). Although, in Townsend’s (1987) later work, (Deprivation, 1987) he clearly differentiates the difference between the soul concepts of poverty and wider deprivation, which is just as important according to Townsend, which includes social deprivation, isolation, discrimination and lack of opportunities for education and employment. This could lead to an argument that poverty is possibly a factor that can contribute to deprivation:
“[Deprivation] turns on the level of conditions or activities experienced, [poverty] on the incomes and other resources directly available” (Townsend, 1987). 
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ECGE4001Q
Assignment one, Part two
Use the academic article provided to write a 500 word academic piece, correctly referenced and in an appropriate academic style. 

In June 2016, the United Kingdom (UK) voted to leave the European Union (EU), now known as Brexit. From this, headlines in newspapers lead towards a generational divide, meaning that baby boomer and millenial’s were not on the same page. 
The term ‘Baby boomers’ refer to those people who were born between 1945-1965 (Willetts, 2010). and millenial’s are those who were born between 1982-2000 (Howe and Strauss, 2000). 

The way that baby boomers voted meant that millenial’s felt as if their ‘future was jeopardised’ (Hoolachan et al, 2017). This made the younger generation frustrated. However, this is not the first and only time that baby boomers and millenial’s have argued and disagreed over something. Money is also a problem between the two generations. This crazed lifestyle that baby boomers enjoy can only happen because of the cuts that have been made to the educational system, the employment system as well as the social rights of the younger generation (Higgs and Gillard, 2010).

This area of conflict between generations also highlights another point. While there are inter-generational inequalities that exist, there have been suggestions made people take into consideration how they express their thoughts and feelings towards the matter at hand. As well as this, there is evidence that was take from two different research projects, suggests that some individuals from the younger generation (millenial’s) that they may obtain money/ help, whether it be in the form of gifts or loans, from their family in order for them to afford their living situation. (Druta and Ronald, 2016). Although in this day and age, it has become socially acceptable to ask for money off of your parents. Whereas in the 1940s-1960s, it may have been unacceptable. 

Willetts (2010) argued that because of the size and power of baby boomers within the UK, it meant that their upbringing played an important part in giving the younger generation a safety net. Even though there was two generations of baby boomers (willetts, 2010), because of the location that some were in, it meant that they were controlled by labour power, giving more people a chance to get an education, social security and affordable homes (Kynaston, 2009), which lead to economic growth. Fast-forward and millenial’s are living a more privileged life with increased economic inequalities, but there are still challenges that they face. 

The thought that baby boomers are jeopardising the future of the younger generation can be taken in two different ways. 
Arguably, there are certain problems that baby boomers faced that are now no longer a problem for millenial’s. However, that does not mean that there are no contemporary issues that millenial’s face in today’s society. Although, there are now repercussions that millenial’s face because of the actions that baby boomers had back in the 1940-1960s. One of the main factors today being, we now live in a conservative government. On the other hand, problems that the younger generations are starting to create today will eventually make problems for the next generation. It is an endless cycle. 
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