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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 something that is repeatedly talked about and debated in a variety of ways. There is more than one definition of poverty. Some academics challenge the characterization as being too ambiguous or indistinct. One thing that is clear, is that how we discuss economic, political and social poverty and the lack of goods and essential services available to people in poverty, needs to be more standardized and comprehensible for all. 

Lister, (2004) suggests that the way society discusses poverty, shows there is a greater need for a more in depth set of definitions. ‘in essence… about the meanings of poverty—both to those who experience it and to different groups in society’ (Lister, 2004 p 4). Politicians and policymakers need to define what it is that actually constitutes poverty, whether it is just a matter of a lack of goods and resources or is it something further.  By defining what constitutes poverty in the UK, this helps us to explore what the meaning incorporates and shows what factors are included. The description of poverty can be defined in more than one way.  Transparency of the definition helps to have a clarity and comprehension of the word. Generating statistics about poverty can support the individuals that fall into that group and therefore help policymakers to devise a strategy to fight poverty. There has been countless sources of academic literature written on the subject, but what is evident is that the current research has not always shown that they understood all that poverty encompasses.  

Charles Booth’s 1897 survey of London in the 1880s was the first time anyone had focussed on poverty in the UK. From the research Booth(1897) identified that poverty made lines and so he called this the ‘line of poverty’, he saw poverty as a position below which they could not survive.
‘ “By the word poor I mean to describe those who have a fairly regular though bare income, such as 18 shillings to 2 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 (2004). 

As Gillie (1996, pp 715-730) makes clear, his definition of poverty in society used existing experiences Booth (1897) used this definition in his research.  He furthered this definition by demonstrating it was related to the School Board employees, he also engaged with other family members.  Gillie’s (1996) study suggests that a key issue was the high number of people residing in dwellings that were too small and therefore unsuitable for them. Servants were also ignored in the definition of poverty and statistics as they were seen to be living in wealthy houses, but they were not in any way seen as affluent.  Research focused on income and the living standards of the household, the quality of the housing but he did not show the employability  while Booth(1987) focused on his belief that low income was the precursor to poverty, he also challenged the notion of “drink and thriftlessness” as not being problematic for the lower classes, when he collected data on whether families were living in squalor and poverty  (Booth 1897, pp. 147–148). 

 Rowntree (1901) applied the concept of ‘visual identification’ to illustrate the poor in his 1899 analysis of York. (Veit-Wilson, 1986, p92), assessed whether families were ‘living in obvious want and squalor’ (Rowntree, 1901 p.z114). Thus, money itself was not a focus for this identification process, as Veit-Wilson declared. Similar to Booth’s,(1897) research, Rowntree’s(1901) income based subsistence level, was formed after the study, chiefly to emphasize the variance between families in ‘primary’ and ‘secondary’ poverty— those whose pay packet did not allow for ‘necessities’, including food and goods.. and those who could afford the basics, were they squandering money on other items, beneficial or otherwise. Rowntree’s (1901) understanding of poverty, was one of the first academic definitions of its time, looks at the ‘primary’ This involves the understanding of the lack of money for their needs, Their income did not cover their outgoings for food and commodities to maintain a healthy existence.   This ‘subsistence standard’ was applied to other research, first by social scientists and then by government (Abel-Smith et al, 1965). In a further survey Rowntree (1941), in 1936, looked at the wider issues, such as the necessities of living a healthy life  these included being able to afford a radio, a newspaper and gifts for children, but the fundamental idea of poverty as having inadequate material possessions to meet one’s needs continued.

After Booth (1897) and Rowntree (1901), this model of poverty appears to have become so widely recognized that many other academics have refined the initial definition . Abel-Smith and Townsend’s own 1965 research chooses to use National Assistance rates as the poverty line and includes a discussion of whether this income data gives a more accurate way of defining poverty. Hills (2004) and Alcock(2006) extended their research into more depth as to how they identified a lack of resources. Niemietz (2011), builds an extended critique of the government’s official approach to poverty measurement, and the way it focused on relative income measure in particular, but that it did not explore what was needed to live a healthy life.

Townsend (1979) contributed to the debate by exploring a comparative approach to defining requirements, and also called for a wider concept of ‘resources’ to replace ‘income’, fundamental to groups living in 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 to which they belong’ (Townsend, 1979). 

Yet mostly what he lists under the heading of ‘resources’ are material resources, including income, assets and home production. Townsend (1979) asserts in addition ‘the value of public social services’ (wellbeing and tuition), hinting at a multidimensional approach, but this is not developed in his 1979 book. He further developed later work where he refined the concepts of poverty (‘as important’) as wider deprivation, including social deprivation (segregation, discrimination, lack of prospects for edification or employment), and laid the foundation that these issues can increase the risk of poverty. A lack of resources is a key factor that can lead to deprivation: “[Deprivation] turns on the level of conditions or activities experienced, [poverty] on the incomes and other resources directly available” (Townsend 1987, pp. 139–140).
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Part 2
 Use the academic article provided to write a 500 words academic piece, correctly referenced and in an appropriate academic style.

This article titled ‘Intergenerational Housing Inequalities: ‘Baby Boomers’ Versus the ‘Millennials’ discusses the ‘Generational divide’,(Moore,2016) between the ‘Boomers’ who are the post war generation, born between 1946 and 1964, and the ‘Millennials’ who were born 1981 to 1996. This piece explores many aspects, including Brexit and the ‘intergenerational inequalities’ (Hoolachan et al.2017) faced by the millennials. Which is primarily aimed at the housing disparities between both age groups.

Willetts (2010), claimed that the ‘Baby Boomers’ were the ‘most powerful’ of all the generations of the ‘last century’ because of their ‘large population’ size and ‘the strong post war welfare state’. Kynaston (2009), argued that they (the Boomers) enjoyed, a ‘thriving labour market, a rise in education levels a generous social security system, and the mass building of affordable council housing in the 1950s and 1960s. All of this resulted in ‘economic growth’ and therefore ‘greater consumerism’ (Gilleard and Higgs 2007) and this meant that the financial strength was tailored to their advantage. ‘Millennials’ on the other hand, encounter numerous challenges: ‘changes to the welfare state’, ‘the labour market’ and housing price rises, a ‘weaker youth workforce’ 0-hour contracts, less stability and the privatisation and erosion of public services. (Howe and Strauss,2000). For the ‘Baby Boomers’ homeownership and mortgages were the norm, and whilst the ‘Millennials’ aspire to be homeowners (Mannheim,1952), society is no longer the same and therefore this is an unrealistic ambition.
Willets (2010) talks of a ‘conflict’ between the groups and determines that the older generation have somehow stolen their younger counterparts ‘futures. However young people do not assign blame onto the older generation and many of them were ‘explicitly uncomfortable’ thinking that their parents would provide them with large amounts of money to assist with living expenses. ‘they did not feel entitled to their parents’ wealth despite arguments that they are owed something’(willetts2010)

By blaming the ‘Baby Boomers’ this has taken the emphasis off the government’s role in the challenges that are facing the ‘Millennials’. During the 1980s Thatcher’s right to buy, was a policy  that enabled tenants to buy their homes for a discounted rate but this had the knock on effect of reducing the social housing stock (Forrest and Murie,1988) Tax relief for homeowners was abolished in 2000, and according to the younger generation, Cameron’s ‘Help to Buy scheme’ which aimed to reduce the price of  properties was still unaccommodating as the house prices were still out of reach.(Willetts, 2010)  This article shows an insight into how people of different ages respond and interact with varying market situations, will the next generations prospects of labour and housing markets shift, as the ‘Millennials’ have needed to.(Hoolachan, et al 2017)
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