                        Module code:    ECGE4001G    
                       Assessment 1.
                        Student number: 1906375
Many people discuss poverty in many different social settings arguing that poverty is a subject that people have different views on. There are many ways of thinking about what poverty is, it could mean that a family or an individual who doesn’t earn much money can only afford a basic lifestyle or that a family or individual are destitute and really have no money to live (Booth, 1987). Lister (2004) suggests that how we discuss poverty and the way we define it are completely different. An idea is a discussion regarding the meanings of what poverty is to those who experience it or to those individuals in different social settings (Lister). There are many ways to look at what poverty is, is it about material things, or is it about a collection of things. There is a definition of explaining and understanding what is meant by what poverty is and what poverty is not, there should be a better understanding to people what poverty is. 
In 1987 there was a survey by Charles Booth regarding poverty in the 1880s, this was the first time anyone tried to get information regarding poverty in the UK. Booth told everyone that was a line that couldn’t be crossed, and this was called the ‘The line of poverty’, and he saw this as a low income to what families wanted.
“By the 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 1987, Glennerster 2004). 
As (Gillie 1996) describes the idea of what poverty could be considered as a way for individuals to understand what he meant. Booth 1987 used this definition in his research to explain to everyone what his definition of poverty was. The idea of poor was that everyone in the School board employees and a survey of people who engaged in each household Gillie (1996) shows that one of the main issues of living in small dwelling or home, which also includes servants who get paid from their employers. This research has focused on just the income, and how the living standards were in houses, and how bad the housing situation was.  Booth focused on his own beliefs that the main thing that caused people to be poor and, on the poverty, line was individuals who drink alcohol or a spend thrifts. (Booth 1897). 
Rowntree (1901) applied the same concept by applying this idea in his 1899 research of York( Veit-Wilson, 1986) told his people to write down whether families were living in obvious ‘want and squalor’. Economic was not a focus for this assessment, as Veit-Wilson kept saying. Similar to Booth, Rowntree developed a lack of money, it was developed after the survey, mainly to focus and see the actual difference between primary and secondary poverty. Evidently those who could not afford the necessities on their money, and those who could, was shown in the survey. Rowntree’s understanding of poverty was one of the first attempts at a complete definition as to what poverty is regarding primary and secondary poverty. Families and individuals were classed as poor or living in poverty if their household money didn’t buy them the necessities to live. This ‘subsistence standard’ approach has been applied, by social scientists and then also by the government Abel-Smith (1965). Rowntree’s second survey in 1936, showed the understanding of the necessities to include other needs, these include a radio, newspaper and gifts for the children, but there will always be a different underlaying concept of what poverty means.
After Booth and Rowntree, the concept of poverty is now so widely accepted by many, that authors have themselves have delved into the meaning of poverty without saying this how they understand it. Abel-Smith, Townsend (1965) began to use the national assistance rates about the poverty line and this would then enable a discussion of whether income in or income out would then add to the data a more accurate measure of what standard living was. The idea it then leaves is that poverty is about having enough material and resources as implicit. Hills and Alcock contain extended chats about varied ways of defining poverty and its measurement and what could be the lack of material resources (2004). Niemietz builds an extended critique of the UK’s official approach to poverty measurement, that the relevant income measure in particular, but does not question that the view on poverty is about material things. 
Townsend invested a large contribution in a different way of seeing things regarding individual needs, he also called for a vaster range of resources to replace income to put a stop to defining families and individuals as living in poverty. 
‘When they lack resources to obtain the types of diet, participate in activities and have the living conditions and amenities which are customary, to the societies to which they belong (Townsend,1979). 
When writing a list of resources, Townsend means material resources which would include income, assets and home production. Townsend also adds that ‘the value of public social services’ that would be health and education, he is then hinting at a multidimensional approach, this however isn’t written in his 1979 book. To distinguish what different concepts of poverty, as its clearly important to outline them it would then include social deprivation, isolation, discrimination and lack of education and employment, it would then argue that the lack of resources is one of the factors that can lead to deprivation. Deprivation turns on the level of conditions or activities experienced, on the incomes and other resources directly available (Townsend 1987). 

Reference List: 
Abel-Smith B, Townsend P 1965,’ The Poor and the Poorest’. London G Bell and sons Ltd.
Booth C 1897, ‘Life and Labour of the people in London, Ix Comparisons survey and conclusions. Macmillan and Company, London.
Gillie A 1996, ‘The origin of the poverty line’. The economic history review 49 (4) pp, 715-730.
Glennerster H 2004, ‘The context of Rowntree’s contribution’. Glennerster H, Hills J, Piachaud D and Webb J (Eds) 2004,’ One hundred years of poverty and policy’. Joesph Rowntree foundation, York.
Lister J 2004, ‘Inequality and the state’. Oxford university press, Oxford.
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.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Veit-Wilson J 1986, ‘Paradigm of poverty’. Rehabilitation of B S Rowntree. Journal of social policy, 15(1) pp,69-99. 


