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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 regularly discussed by members of the public in social situations, the definition of poverty is not always agreed on by everyone. Academics may argue about the meaning of poverty, however, there is a lot of literature within Britain in and around the understanding of poverty, suggesting that it can be defined as either a lack of resources or an inadequate standard of living.

Lister (2004) explains that the concepts and definitions of poverty are not the same thing. A concept is ‘in essence… about the meanings of poverty—both to those who experience it and to different groups in society’ Lister(2004, p. 4). The question of whether poverty is about material items or something else as well. A definition is a more detailed example of distinguishing being in poverty and not being in poverty. For example, if the concept is a lack of resources this lack can be defined in other ways. Research in to poverty gives targets for the definition as that academics can put figures on the extent of poverty and how this differs within society. In practice much, academic work has been carried out to define and recognise poverty rather than the concept as the subject of poverty is largely spoken subject.
Charles Booth’s (1887) survey of London in the 1880s was a first attempt to research on evidence-based research on the extent of poverty within the UK. Booth discussed the perception of a line that can be crossed, calling this the ‘line of poverty’ (Booth 1880), suggesting a concept that low income is relative to needs:
 “By the word poor I mean to describe those who have a fairly regular though bare income, such as 18 shillings to 21 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). 

Gillies (1996) makes clear that a rough poverty line was for illustrative purposes only. This was used by Booth (1987) to help present his findings instead ofa means to identify the poor: categorization was based on the impressions of School Board employees and survey participants whom attended each household, and Gillie’s(1996) research indicates that the most common issue was overcrowding in small houses. With the main employment of servents where what Booth’s practice, not what they earned. However these subjective assessments where aimed at capturing living standards within the household which included housing conditions rather than employment rates, children’s health and education. While Booth descriptive income lines reflected on his belief that low incomes where the main enforcer for poor material conditions with ‘drink and thriftlessness’ as a problem for a smaller group. (Booth 1897,pp.147-148).

Seebohm Rowntree(1901) take on a similar ‘visual identification’ attitude to identifying the poor in his 1899 study of York (Veit-Wilson,1986,p.92), asking his researchers to note down whether families were ‘living in obvious want and squalor’ (Rowntree 1901,p.114). income itself was not a focus for this assessment, as Veit-Wilson highlights. Like Booth’s,Rowntree’s income-based poverty line was developed after the survey, mainly to differentiate between families in ‘primary’ and ‘secondary’ poverty-those who not afford the ‘neccessities’ on their salary, and those who could, were they not spending money on other things, useful or other wise. Rowntree’s (1901) definition of poverty, one of the first attempts at a definition, focuses on ‘primary’ poor and the concept of inadequate income in relation to needs: families were poor if the money that they had was not enough to allow them to maintain a physical efficiency. This ‘subsistence standard’ approach became widely adapted thereafter, first by social scientists and the by government (Abel-Smith et al,). Rowntree’s (1941) second survey, in  1936, widened the understanding of necessities to include other needs, including a radio, a newspaper and gifts for children, but the underlying of poverty as inadequate material resources to meet one’s needs (however defined) remained.

After Booth and Rowntree, this idea of poverty emerges to have become widely accepted that many authors have dealt with the issue in depth without ever spelling out that this is how they have understood it. Abel-Smith and Townsend’s own 1965 work opts to use National Assistance rates as the poverty line and includes the discussion of whether income or expenditure gives a more accurate measure of the standard of living, but leaves the idea that poverty is about inadequate material resources as implicit.

Hills (2004) and Alcock (2006) contain extended discussions concerning different approaches to poverty definition and measurement that take as read that the concept of interest is a lack of material resources. Niemietz (2011) builds an extensive critique of the UK’s officialapproach to poverty measurement, and the relative income measure, but does not question the view of poverty is about material resources.  

Townsend (1979) made an extremely prominent contribution in taking an explicitly relative approach to thinking about requirements, and also called for a broader concept of ‘resources’ to ‘income’, outlining 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). 

Nevertheless, mostly what he lists under the heading of ‘resources’ are material resources, including income, assets and home production. Townsend does also add ‘the value of public social service’ 9health and education), hinting at a multidimensional methodology, but this is not developed in his 1979 book. In later work he distinguishes distinctly between concepts of poverty and (“as important”) wider deprivation, including social deprivation (isolation, discrimination, lack of opportunities for education or employment), arguing that poverty (a lack of resources) is one of the factors 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.

The purpose of this assessment is to rewrite an academic article which is about intergenerational housing in equalities between baby boomers and millennials. This piece of work will be 500 words which will entail the details of the article.
Within the aftermath of the UK voting to leave Europe there had been articles in the news papers in which stated ‘Millennials “fury” over baby boomers vote for Brexit’(Boult 2016). This had seen some family rifts over Brexit with the more baby boomers voting to leave Europe. This had shown a huge divide between families where there had seemed to be inequalities which was stated as inter-generational conflict, describing these as a ‘major fault line in modern welfare states’, Higgs and Gilleard (2010:1439). 
Millennials faced barriers in attaining well paid employment to secure affordable housing which was in comparison to their parents who where baby boomers which were facilitated by ‘gifts and loans from family members to facilitate access to the housing market’ (Druta and Ronald, 2017; Health and Calvet,2013)  
Although young people have a harder time through work life and exploring the property ladder in comparison to their baby boomer (grand)parents that they do not have any negativity towards their parents or the older generation in general. However the baby boomers do feel sympathy for their millennial (grand)children as they do have a harder time in gaining employment as well as securing a place on the property ladder. 
When millennials are blaming baby boomers for how the political structures are being underpinned it takes away the scrutiny of government policies and practices which had led to the structural changes that influenced the actions of baby boomers. Without millennials taking into account the views of baby boomers and seeing them as greedy and selfish is unlikely that they are perceiving the fact that the baby boomers may have families and young peoples best interests at heart when they are placing their vote. Within studies it has shown that baby boomers had more chances of achieving their goals and baby boomers had recognised the barriers that young people would experience when intending to have the same structure within their lives that they had when they were that age.
[bookmark: _GoBack]In conclusion it has been seen that millennials had blamed baby boomers for the vote to leave Europe but millennials had not taken into account that when baby boomers had made the vote they where voting the way in which they did as they had recognised the need for millennials and young families to have the stability in which they had once had. Baby boomers had the stability of family and friends who support whereas millennials have not got this luxury. Aswell as the stability of high paying jobs it may have been thought that by doing this then they where producing more local opportunities with careers.
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