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Poverty in the UK and around ‘the world is shaped by our beliefs and assumptions’, some would argue that poverty is a thing of the past, some would argue that people make their own lot in life, and that it is up to them to try harder for themselves (Hawkins, 2018). 
How people relate to poverty in the real world is very often varied, some think that it is an ‘essence…..about the meaning of poverty- both to those who experience it and to different groups in society’ whilst others experience poverty in reality (Lister, 2004, p.4) . many people question what exactly poverty is, whether poverty is a lack of material possessions, social, economic and political elements. The lack of material things could be defined in many different ways, many people could argue that, does it really mean you are poor if you don’t have a 40 inch tv or you don’t have the latest new car, some would say yes where as others would disagree, which this makes it hard for researchers to put a definite number on how bad poverty really is in the UK as people should by now have a better understanding of what poverty really is.
Back in 1987 Charles Booth did a survey of London this was the first time anyone had attempted to get information on how corrupt poverty was in the UK, Booth broadcasted to society that there was a line that people could not cross and called this ‘line of poverty’ which he saw poverty as being everyone on low income was poor but disregarded what families actually wanted:
“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).
 Gillie (1996) states that the only reason booth has described this definition of poverty, was purely a way to make society understand what he meant. While Booth (1987) maintained this in his research to explain to society what he thought poor meant to him, not poverty as Gillie states. Both Gillie and Booth define poor differently. Booth was committed to his survey which people in the School Board employers would go from house to house visiting and gathering information relating to level of poverty, whilst Gillie (1996) explains that one of the bigger issues in society was that many individual were forced to live in houses that were extremely small, also Gillie talks about finding servants not about these individuals money that they received from their employers. How ever these people looked at income, which they dismissed the more important things like living standards in houses, some seemed to have ignored how bad housing really was. While Booth focused his beliefs purely on the fact that many individuals on low income was the main cause that unfortunately made many individuals poor. Booth (1897, pp. 147-148). 
Another researcher Seebohm Rowntree (1901) sought the same ‘visual identification’ to highlight the poor in his 1899 study of York, Veit (1986) requested to his people to jot down whether families were ‘living in obvious want and squalor’ Rowntree (1901). According to veit-wilson money was not the focus on the assessment, as the money based poverty line was invented after the survey, this was mainly to see the difference between families that are in ‘primary’ and ‘secondary’ poverty, the term meaning those who could not afford ‘necessities’ on the little income they received, and those who could afford the necessities were questioned. According to Rowntree their idea or definition of poverty was to look at the ‘primary’ poor and the concept of individuals not making enough money to meet their need and basic needs for their family. Back in 1936 Rowntree (1901) made a second survey, which this widened the understanding of necessities to include others needs, this included a radio, a newspaper also presents for the children, unfortunately the underlying concept of poverty were many are failing to meet the required recourses for ones needs still remain. 
Since Booth and Rowntree poverty seems to have been widely spread across the country where many other writers have looked into poverty and explained this in depth. Abel-Smith and Townsend’s own 1965 work opts to manage the National Assistance rates of the poverty line, many include the discussion of whether the money that goes in or out give the correct accurate measure of the standard of living, unfortunately this still leaves the idea whether poverty is all about the material resources as implicit. Hills and Aicock contains extended charts about different ways that scientist can approach the definition of poverty, and the more accurate measurements. While Niemietz builds his knowledge on an extended critique of the UK’s official approach to poverty measurements, which is relatively income measured, unfortunately it does not question the view that poverty is about the accessets. 
Townsend (1979) made an enormous influential contribution in taking an explicitly relative approach to thinking about the needs, and also called for a wider concept of ‘resources’ this was to replace ‘income’, defining individuals and groups as 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).
Unfortunately, mostly what he underlines are of ‘resources’ which are material resources, these are based purely on income, assets and home production. Which he does add ‘the value of public social services’ which he hinted at a more multidimensional approach, unfortunately this did not develop into his 1979 book. 
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Baby boomers versus the millennials. There is an abundance of undeniable differences between the baby boomers and the millennials, the most recent one being, baby boomers were eager to opt out of the EU, whilst the vast majority of the millennials were ambitious to remain in the EU. This Brexit debate highlighted a substantial divide between both the baby boomers and the millennials, however undeniably this is not the only cause. A source states that there is an ongoing war between the both generations, as the millennials argue that the baby boomers have received free education, generous pensions and housing boom. Millennials are agitated and irate as they believe they have little hope joining the housing ladder, let alone receiving a honourable, generous pension. Boult (2016).
Theory of generations, is a theory posed by Karl Mannheim, the systematic and fully developed theory, believes that people are undoubtedly influenced by the socio-historical environment of their youth Mannheim’s (1952) The academic article also incorporates woodman and Wynn’s (2015) concept of generation habitus’, these two individuals have attempted to clarify the differences between a social generation and  a cohort. Mannheim’s dialectical approach and Woodman and Wyn’s concept, have been profitable whilst analysing the two social generations. Willets (2010) stated that the baby boomers were the most wealthy and powerful people in our society, back in the 1950’-1960’s the majority of social factors were thriving, in addition to social factors educational sector and housing was substantially more optimistic, comparing to today’s society and the difficulties millennials are forced to face. The vast difficulty the millennials are facing is housing, a source states millennials face house prices 39% higher than their parents did in the 1980’s, this also suggest that many parents envious and resentful of their parents.  A policy that allowed middle class individuals tax relief on mortgages, was abolished in 2000 Howker and Malik (2010) this then had a detrimental effect on the millennials ability to become a homeowner, therefore making it harder to gain a mortgage, this explains the growth in private renting sectors, a generation referred to as the generation rent McKee, Moore and Soaita (2017b) Many researchers state that the baby boomers have stolen their children future Willets (2010), by increasing the difficulty of becoming a homeowner and therefore achieving independence and self-worth. 
A research was conducted, which included 62 young individuals between the ages of 18-35 years old, in study 1. In study two, 49 adults collected, from the ages 45+ to represent the baby boomers. Study 1 provides us with evidence that not one millennial owned their house outright, and only 15 had a mortgage (urban studies-216- table 1) whereas, study two, provided us with evidence that twenty four baby boomers owned their house outright, whilst seven of them owned a mortgage Bessant, farthing and watts (2017) In today’s society young individuals are pressured to achieve excellence in the education centre, to in the future gain a well payed job, this was not the case for baby boomers. 
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