How to reduce the poverty

David Schoumacher says many elderly America were too old to work. A Republican President wants to resolve the crisis by giving welfare recipients a guaranteed income? Too many young people were untrained, uneducated, and unemployable. How could they get an economic start? We are the richest nation on Earth, yet in the midst of plenty, great disparities in wealth. Reducing poverty: what have we done?   There have always been people left out of the American dream—the young, the old, the ill, and the untrained. Today we take it for grant that the government has a role to play in reducing poverty, and we argue only about how and how much. But what happened when the elderly faced the great depression? I see 1/3 of a nation ill-housed, ill-clad, and ill-nourished. The great depression cut too deep for business as usual. The depression demanded new answers to poverty. No group suffered more than the elderly. 

The saving accounts were wiped out, pension were rare and family resources gone. The needs of the elderly have always carried a special urgency. We will all get old. How could depression American protect its citizens from the hazards of old age? Americans looked to their president. According to Franklin Roosevelt he says “we are determined to make every American citizen the subject of his country’s interest and concern. The test of our progress is not whether we add more to the abundance of those who have much. It is whether we provide enough for those with too little.  The first 100 days were a whirlwind of industrial reorganization. To swing a pick, the depression continued full force. The extreme trouble made people ready to listen to extreme solutions. 

Senator, Huey Long, wanted to soak the rich and give pensions to the elderly and every family a house, a car, a radio, and $5,000 a year. A California doctor, Francis Townsend, wanted the government to give everyone over $200 a month. The Townsend, Long, and Coughlin schemes were wildly impractical astronomical taxes would have been needed.  According to Linwood H. Pendleton he said that “the rainforest land isn’t owned by anyone. Its public land or government land. 

The government will cede the property right to individuals to improve the land; it usually means clearing the rainforests.”  “The government thinks that forest is a nonproductive asset, so they start to cut down the trees to get something productive” said Pendleton. They burn the trees after they cut it instead of harvesting it for timber and they do this for three reasons.  “One is that most of the trees really are not timber able quality, another reason is farmers just have to get rid of stumps, and the most important reason is that tropical soils are very nutrient poor. When burning the trees the nutrient get into the soil and farmers can take advantage of it” said Pendleton. They burn down the rainforest to raise cattle and the demand of woods in the forest to make exceedingly amount of items for our human used. The consequences of burning the rainforest can be broken down into onsite effects and offsite effects.  “Onsite effects are things that happen right within the plot itself; we lose trees, habitat, game, non-timber products, roots, fruits, vines, and you lose soil.”  “The offsite are global effects that are more harming because when you lose the rainforest, you lose an important carbon sink, and when you burn the rainforest it release carbon dioxide is a greenhouse gas that contributes to global warning” said Pendleton. 

Reducing the worst air pollution brings lots of social benefit. Getting extremely clean air is somewhat less important. Producing somewhat cleaner air is not too expensive, while producing very clean air would have been terribly costly. What we all should do is keep cleaning up the air until the added; the marginal social costs begin to exceed the added of the marginal social benefits until the intersection of these two curves. 

Those are the three major factors of production in any economic system. It is essential that system address several important issues. One clearly stated how much to produce and what to produce. A second, very important is how to distribute that amongst all the various people who want the products. In the economic system “the people who control how much is produced, what is produced and who consumes it depends upon the economic system” says Dads. It is not good being poor.

