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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).
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What constitutes poverty is something that is frequently discussed by sociologists, policy makers and the general public. Much debate surrounds the subject, with academics frequently deliberating the contributing factors and how it should be defined. However, it is recognised that there are many different types of poverty and that it can be both economic or social. The access people have to resources and goods is also another way of measuring poverty levels.
Lister (2004), recognises the need for a well constructed definition, as those in government tend to use a more economic level of measurement than other researchers. This leads to conclusions being drawn that imply that the level of poverty in the UK is lower than has been suggested. However, the true definition should, in fact, reflect ‘in essence… about the meanings of poverty-both to those who experience it and to different groups in society’ (Lister, 2004, p.4). Is poverty merely about a lack of resources or are there other issues involved? Current research implies that without a clarity of understanding of others lived experiences of poverty it is almost impossible to legislate appropriately and to target support in the right way.
The first proper research into poverty in the UK was conducted by Charles Booth’s (1897) survey of Victorian London in the 1880s. From this, Booth (1897) was able to develop a concept called the ‘line of poverty’, when a family or an individual fell below this they were unable to survive adequately. He went on to clarify it as:
“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 et al, 2004).
Gillie (1996), explains how this definition of poverty was an example used by Booth (1897) to enable society of the time to comprehend the reality of it more clearly. Gillie’s (1996) research indicates that Booth (1897) had drawn his data from earlier surveys conducted by the London School Board (1884). These were carried out in order to assess the eligibility of families for a remission in school fees. Gillie’s (1996) work suggests that the School Boards considered overcrowding plus the quality of the housing to be an indicator of poverty. However, it did not take into account factors such as employability or ill health. Booth (1897) promoted his belief that to have a low income was a precursor to poverty. It also meant that such families were unable to purchase those resources needed for a better standard of living. Booth (1897, pp. 147-148) also noted that ‘drink and thriftlessness’ were much less of a problem than was assumed at the time.
Meanwhile, in York, Rowntree (1901), was also conducting a study of the poor, to which he applied the concept of ‘visual identification’ (Veit-Wilson, 1986, p.92). A family’s income  was not a focus for this, instead it was required that researchers record those ‘living in obvious want and squalor’ (Rowntree, 1901, p.114). Working along similar lines to Booth (1897), Rowntree (1901) established a ‘poverty line’ based on the results he obtained. This allowed him to understand the difference between ‘primary’ and ‘secondary’ poverty, those who could not afford ‘necessities’ and those who could. This concept put forward by Rowntree (1901) defined families in poverty as not being able to afford the things necessary for their physical health and well being. This idea of ‘subsistence standard’ has been used by government and researchers in other contexts since then (Abel-Smith & Townsend, 1965). Rowntree (1941), carried out a further survey in the 1930s. This time items that constituted a necessity included such things as radios, newspapers and toys. This reflected the advancement of consumerism in a more modern society. However, the main focus of the study was still how poverty created a divide in society.
The description of poverty recognised by Booth (1897) and Rowntree (1901) has become so widely accepted into mainstream research, that the conception of it is frequently ignored in more modern writings on the subject. Other researchers have adapted and refined it to include more subtle distinctions. Studies by Abel-Smith and Townsend (1965) apply the National Assistance Rate as the ‘poverty line’ and discuss whether income data would be a more accurate measure for the modern world. However, the correlation between lack of material resources and poverty is always underlying.  Hills (2004) and Alcock (2006) looked at different approaches to measuring poverty and examined in greater detail what could be considered to constitute a lack of material resources. Later writings by Niemietz (2011), began to critique how the government was measuring poverty. However, the traditional view of material resources and the lack of, in relation to poverty, remained uncontested.
It was Townsend (1979), who was influential in encouraging a relative approach towards the measurement of poverty. The suggestion was made that a broader umberella of what embodies ‘resources’ should replace income when  defining those with lived experience of 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, p.?)
The examples of the ‘resources’ that Townsend (1979) refers to are mainly material, although  ‘the value of public social services’ (health and education) is noted. This suggests the application of a multidimensional lens in his approach to poverty. He further developed, in later works, a clear distinction between concepts of poverty and ‘as important’ areas of wider deprivation. This included social deprivation, a product of isolation, discrimination and/or a lack of opportunities for education or employment. He further argued that poverty defined as a lack of resources is a contributing factor in 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).






Reference List
Abel-Smith, B. and 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 (IX): Comparisons, Survey and Conclusions. London: Macmillan and Company.
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.
Townsend, P. (1979) Poverty in the United Kingdom. Berkeley: University of California Press.
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.











Part 2 – Use the academic article provided to write a 500 words academic piece, correctly referenced and in an appropriate academic style.
For many academics the socio economic inequalities between the so called baby boomers and millennials is an area of conflicting narratives. According to Willets (2010) the baby boomers, those born between 1945-1965, benefitted from advantages such as a strong welfare state and secure jobs. This steady income enabled them to access the housing market easily and at an earlier age, than is normally possible today. The massive rise in property prices has contributed to the wealth of this post war generation. Willets (2010) further emphasises how it is this affluence that has led to the priorities and considerations of the baby boomers being influential in the decisions of policy makers and government.
In contrast, the lot of the millennial generation is not a happy one. Millennials, classed as those born between 1982-2000 (Howe and Strauss, 2000), face high debt after university graduation and the prospect of low job security and wages. High property prices mean the dream of home ownership is out of the reach of many. It is when observing the property market that the disparity between these two groups is at it’s most obvious. Crawford and McKee (2018, p.188) stated that ‘getting a mortgage has, since around the 1960s, tended to be the “natural” thing to do.’ For the millennials, raised in these secure family homes, the desire for home ownership is there but not matched by available finances. For most of these millennials the privately rented sector (PRS) is the only option. Factors such as the combined difficulty of saving for a deposit and obtaining a mortgage (Kemp, 2015) plus a lack of social housing have contributed to the rapid growth of the PRS.
Willets (2010) promotes the concept of an inter generational rift, caused by the baby boomers selfish promotion of the status quo. Contrastingly, it is possible to argue that such one dimensional theories fail to allow for the intricacies of familial relationships. Hoolachon and McKee (2019) discuss that, in actuality, the opposite is true to Willets (2010) theory. Their research indicates that millennials are grateful for any financial help received from the baby boomer generation but it is not expected. It was also noted that the majority of baby boomers recognised the hardship faced by the younger generation in pursuing home ownership.
Furthermore, Hoolachon and McKee (2019, p.221) argue that the millennials featured in their research ‘identified an alternative villain – the government’. Despite political incentives  to encourage home ownership, it was still the considered opinion that politicians were out of touch with the needs of the millennials. The concept that the comparative lack of wealth of the millennials led to political disinterest in them as a group was deeply embedded (Hoolachon and McKee, 2019).
To conclude, it can be seen from the above discussion, that despite the obvious disparities in inter generational wealth, the idea of a conflict is, perhaps, overblown. It can be observed that  the expectations of the millennials has been influenced by their upbringing and the exposure to the comparative wealth of the baby boomers as the norm. Unfortunately, this is at odds with the current economic and societal climate in which they reside. Whilst both the baby boomers and the millennials recognise these differences they are also aware that it is the neo liberal society they live in that has created the inequality. 
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