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Poverty is the policy journal of the Child Poverty Action
Group. It aims to carry articles and features that will
inform, stimulate and develop the debate on the nature
and causes of poverty in its various forms and on the
action required, especially by governments, to relieve and
ultimately prevent it. Our objective is to publish material
that achieves a high standard of analysis, without
sacrificing clarity or accessibility, to specialist and non-
specialist alike.
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In brief

Diary

Open space

The ‘un-politics’ of child poverty
Steve Crossley looks at what has not
been done to tackle poverty

Interview
Adrian Curtis, Network Director of the
Trussell Trust, talks to Moussa Haddad

Politically acceptable poverty 
Charlotte O’Brien describes the work of a
new legal project working with European
Union migrants 

Research review 

Obituary
Tony Lynes, CPAG’s first member of staff

Poverty watch

Last word

It’s time to step outside the confines of

current political debate 

As Poverty goes to press, we have just completed a party
conference season that, in its headline policy announcements, has
made depressing viewing from a child poverty perspective. With
the austerity narrative unchallenged, we have been left to watch
competing attempts at proving ‘grown up’ economic credentials
by taking money out of the pockets of families with children. 

The limited political playing field of UK politics informs the case
that Steve Crossley makes in the first feature of this issue. He
argues that, in politics and social policy, what is not considered
is at least as important as what is. With whole swathes of policy
left off the agenda, this tacit consensus greatly limits the room
for manoeuvre on poverty reduction.

Our other features then go on to highlight some of the
consequences of ‘politics as usual’. Adrian Curtis of the Trussell
Trust sets out some of the issues around rising food bank use,
as his network provides emergency assistance to approaching a
million people a year – of whom more than a third are children.
He identifies a link between problems with the social security
system and the need for emergency food assistance. This
includes issues created by the localisation of crisis support
through local welfare assistance – funding for which the
government has recently pledged to reconsider, having previously
failed to provide any dedicated budget in the provisional local
government settlement for 2015/16.

Finally, Charlotte O’Brien turns her attention to the treatment of
European Union (EU) migrants, a group whose access to social
security entitlement is limited, and has been recently further
reduced. As she shows, this not only leaves EU migrants at
greater risk of poverty and destitution, but the new measures
and the rhetoric associated with them feeds a cultural hostility
and threatens to reduce public support and solidarity, militating
against progressive policy on social security in future. 

Meanwhile, the UK party conferences were delayed by a
referendum that put the very shape of our politics at centre
stage and which, as Hanna McCulloch outlines, looks set to
lead to profound constitutional changes. The contrast between
the two is illuminating. The referendum campaign showed both
that people are disaffected with ‘politics as usual’, and also that
issues of equity, poverty and social security are key. 

When entire issues are off the agenda, such as the link,
highlighted by Steve Crossley in this issue, between wealth and
poverty, the enormous ‘tax gap’ and the decades-long regressive
move from direct to indirect tax, it closes down debate. The
fact that progressive political debate increasingly focuses on
paying for services by cutting incomes presupposes choices
that have already been made and priorities that have already
been set. On child poverty, as no doubt in other areas, it is
about time to step outside the increasingly narrow confines of
these political choices. There is no reason why we cannot make
different decisions as a society. How about, for example,
making a big choice to prioritise children?  ■


