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People in poverty are commonly seen as being extremely poor. Many people like to discuss poverty whilst they are socializing which normally results in people disagreeing. There are many newspaper articles which write about poverty in Britain, people who are traumatised by poverty often have not got enough food, belongings or money and need assistance, sometimes from agencies to get by. 
As there are many definitions of poverty it would be helpful if the word and its meaning was explained better (Lister, 2004). People who write about poverty need to have a better understanding of the subject an idea is ‘in essence…about the meanings of poverty—both to those who experience it and to different groups in society’ (Lister, p.4). A definition is a way of explaining and discussing poverty in detail, describing what is meant by being in poverty and showing the difference between being in poverty and not being in poverty. People who measure poverty try to give targets so they can make calculations that result in statistics which show how bad poverty actually is. However, these statistics should be calculated by professionals who have a better understanding and clear definition of what poverty actually means. 
Charlie Booth’s (1897) survey of London in the 1880s was the first time anyone had attempted to provide statistics on the severity of poverty in the UK. Booth (1897) argued that there was a line that could not be crossed, and this line is the ‘line of poverty’, Booth saw poverty as the family’s income set against the family’s wants and needs: 
By the word poor I mean to describe those who have 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 Statistic Society in 1887; quoted by Glennerster, 2004).


Gillie (1996) argues that, this idea of poverty was just a way to get people to see what the researcher meant. Booth (1897) used this definition in his research as a method of explaining what he thought being poor meant. This idea of poverty was adopted by the School Board employees and this was shown in the results of surveys carried out by researchers who visited different households. Gillie (1996) continues his argument by stating that the big issue with Booth’s research is that rather than focusing on income, the results were mainly about the number of occupants in a small house and on the other hand the number of servants. Instead of using income, children’s health and education Booth’s research focused on living standards and housing conditions. Booth believed that low income was the main cause of poverty and people being unable to acquire their needs; other issues such as “drink and thriftlessness” where viewed as a problem for only a minority of those in poverty (Booth 1897, pp. 147-148).
Seebohm Rowntree 1901 book Poverty: A study of town life used his own ‘visual identification’ method in his 1899 study of poverty in York (Veit-Wilson, 1986, 92). Rowntree instructed his researchers to note down whether their families were ‘living in obvious want and squalor’ (Rowntree, 1901, p.114). Veit-Wilson, (1986) says money was not regarded as a focus for this assessment and, like Booth, Rowntree’s money-based poverty line was developed following the results of the survey. The calculations were mainly to see the difference between families in what Rowntree (1901) termed as ‘primary’ and ‘secondary’ poverty—primary being the family that could not afford ‘necessities’ on their income, and secondary being the family who could afford the necessities, but were spending money on other things, useful or otherwise. Rowntree’s (1901) understanding of poverty, provides an early attempt at a definition that  looks at the concept of ‘primary’ poor and how these individuals do not have enough money for their needs: families were seen as poor if their income was not enough to cover their essential needs.This ‘subsistence standard’ model has been widely adopted by both social scientists and governments (Abel-Smith et al, 1965). 

In 1936 Rowntree carried out a second survey (Rowntree, 1941). This survey widened what was meant by necessities to include needs, such as a radio, a newspaper and presents for children; however, the understanding of the basic concept of poverty as being without sufficient resources to meet one’s needs remained. Following Booth and Rowntree’s studies, many researchers have accepted and followed their definitions. For example, Abel-Smith and Townsend (1965) used the National Assistance Rates as their definition of the poverty line. This looked at levels of income as they regarded this as being more accurate in measuring the standard of living; however, the idea that poverty was about having sufficient material resources was still taken for granted.  Hills (2004) and Alcock (2006) both discussed different definitions of poverty, but still viewed the lack of material resources as the main principle underlying the understanding of poverty. Niemietz (2011) analysed the United Kingdom’s (UK) official approach in how it measured poverty and its use of relative income, but again did not question that poverty was about material resources. 

Townsend (1979) made a large contribution by using a relative approach to focus on needs and also called for a different model based around ‘resources’ to replace ‘income’ when defining those who live 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). 

Townsend’s (1979) list of resources include material resources, income and assets, while he also includes ‘the value of public social services including health and education. Therefore, he looks at poverty from several different angles, although he does not develop this in his book. His later work points out the differences between the concept of poverty and (‘as important’) wider deprivation (for example social deprivation). He argues that poverty (meaning a lack of resources) is one of the elements leading to deprivation saying that, “[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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