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Introduction

In the mid to late 1990s the United Kingdom suffered higher child poverty than nearly
all other industrialised nations. Over a period of 20 years, the proportion of children in
relative low-income households had more than doubled, one in five families had no one
in work and one in every three children was living in poverty.

Teachers see the effects of child poverty every day in the classroom. Hungry,
malnourished, poorly clothed, unhealthy and badly housed children can neither learn
effectively nor achieve their full educational potential. Pupils and students in poverty
struggle to realise their life chances through no fault of their own and very few manage
to break out of the cycle of poverty and deprivation.

Experiencing poverty from the early years onwards has a substantial impact on a child’s
experiences at school. Poor children routinely miss out on opportunities to learn and
socialise because their families may have difficulty meeting costs of uniforms, school
trips, music, art and out-of-school activities. Poverty can also affect a child’s social
confidence and relationships with other children: children report that being seen to be
poor carries a great stigma and a fear of being excluded by their better-off peers.

In 1999 the Prime Minister pledged to eradicate child poverty in the UK within a
generation. The next key milestone is the Government’s commitment to halve child
poverty by 2010. However, without significant public pressure, especially from children,
young people, schools and families, the Government is in danger of missing this target.
With your support we can ensure that the Government keeps the promise of a
generation and end child poverty.

The Campaign to End Child Poverty together with ATL, the NASUWT and NUT have
compiled this resource pack to help your school take the opportunity to inspire children
with the ideals of respect, understanding and tolerance that underpin the National
Curriculum.

To help with your lesson planning we have compiled information on key facts,
definitions of poverty, international comparisons, the impact on the lives of children as
well as sources of further information and useful case studies.

We believe that engagement with the Campaign to End Child Poverty and the Keep the
Promise event on October 4th will allow pupils at your school to recognise the
challenges of child poverty for our society and to undertake actions that will help
deliver real and positive change.
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Mary Bousted Chris Keates
General Secretary, ATL General Secretary, NASUWT
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Acting General Secretary, NUT Director, End Child Poverty



What is Poverty: Absolute versus Relative Poverty

"...poverty may be defined as a human condition characterised by sustained or
chronic deprivation of the resources, capabilities, choices, security and power
necessary for the enjoyment of an adequate standard of living and other civil,
cultural, economic, political and social rights."

(United Nations Committee on Social, Economic and Cultural Rights, 2001)

Poverty is a social problem throughout the world. It is intrinsically linked with inequality
and refers to unacceptable hardship in relation to material conditions but also to the
social and economic position of people living in poverty. In 2007, the United Nations
Development Programme’s Human Development Report found that around one billion
people worldwide are living at the margins of survival on less than one dollar a day.

Half of the world’s population, nearly three billion people, live on less than two dollars a
day.

Measures of absolute poverty, a common minimum standard below which people are
considered to be ‘in poverty’, are usually based on the judgment of basic human needs.
Such needs are largely understood in physical and material terms. People are in poverty,
therefore, if they don’t have the resources to maintain a healthy human life. In
particular, food, safe drinking water, sanitation facilities, clothing and shelter are all
identified as basic human needs. People in absolute poverty would be poor anywhere at
any time. Most absolute poverty is found in developing countries.

This does not mean, however, that everyone living in the rich, industrialized societies of
the world is a privileged consumer. Homelessness and the concentration of
disadvantage within certain communities and neighbourhoods, are evidence that
poverty is also a problem for some of the wealthiest countries, such as the United States
or indeed the United Kingdom.

The concept of relative poverty takes into account that a definition of poverty must
also relate to the standards of a particular society at a particular time. It suggests that in
a rich country such as the UK no one should fall below a certain minimum standard,
usually described as the ‘poverty line’, and that this measure should rise in proportion
with the country becoming richer. The official definition of the poverty line in Britain is
a household income of less than 60 per cent of the contemporary median household
income. As a general rule, poverty levels are higher in those countries where there is a
greater wealth gap or ‘economic distance’ between the most affluent and the poorest
sections of society.

Increasingly, there is now also a recognition of the social, political and cultural
dimension of poverty. Poverty is not just about fixed income thresholds or low incomes
in relation to the average incomes within a society, but it is also about the exclusion of
people living in poverty from a range of living patterns, customs and activities
commonly enjoyed by their wealthier counterparts. Poverty, on such an understanding,
is a form of multiple deprivation rather than just material deprivation, which includes
severe and chronic disadvantage, for example, in relation to education, health,
representation, and decision-making. This implies a need for broader social changes
rather than simply increasing the income of the worst-off members of society to
eliminate poverty.



Reflecting developments within the European Union, the UK has moved towards
adopting the term ‘social exclusion’ as a key concept in the discussion of poverty and
inequality. The Government has defined social exclusion as “what can happen when
people or areas suffer from a combination of linked problems such as unemployment,
poor skills, low incomes, poor housing, high crime, bad health and family breakdown”.

Case study'’: Heather - Barnardo’s Ely Family Centre, Cardiff

Heather is a single parent with three children living on income support. She receives
no maintenance payments. Her income from benefits is £210.44 a week - £40.56
below the Government'’s poverty line. She is constantly in debt, and particularly
struggles in holiday time to pay for social activities and school uniforms.

‘It's when they all need the same clothes at the same time, especially school uniform
— that's what | find really difficult... the children have never been on holiday... it
was a case of do | take them on holiday for a week or pay the bills?’

She has suffered from depression because of financial pressure — she began training
as a teaching assistant but found she could not cope; although she volunteers at
Barnardo’s, she feels unable to return to work.

Heather has been to see a personal adviser under the New Deal for Lone Parents —
childcare costs are an anxiety and she feels that she will be worse off in work. She

also feels that there are no jobs that offer the flexibility that would enable her to

care for her children.

‘They are trying to make the workforce more flexible for working mothers and this,
and that and the other but at the end of the day when you go back to work they
want someone reliable, they don’t want someone coming in and saying sorry I've
got to go because I've had a phone call and my child’s ill at school.’

For Heather, concerns over childcare costs and work flexibility are symptomatic of
her general fear of returning to work after a long period of being a full-time parent.

‘You don’t expect life to get any better, you just struggle all the time, you think this is life”.

International comparisons

The United Nation’s eight Millennium Development Goals form a blueprint agreed to by
all the world’s countries and all the world’s leading development institutions. These
goals announced in 2000 have galvanized efforts to meet the needs of the world'’s
poorest. The Millennium Development goals are:

MDG?1: Eradicate extreme poverty and hunger

MDG2: Achieve universal primary education

MDG3: Promote gender equality and empower women
MDGA4: Reduce child mortality

MDG5: Improve maternal health

MDG6: Combat HIV/AIDS, malaria and other diseases
MDG?7: Ensure environmental sustainability

MDGS: Develop a global partnership for development

T A report for Barnardo’s by Neera Sharma ‘It doesn’t happen here: The reality of child poverty in the UK’ (2007)



MDGH1: Eradicate extreme poverty and hunger

The target for this development goal is to halve between 1990 and 2015, the proportion
of people who suffer from hunger. One of the indicators that countries must achieve in
order to meet the target is to reduce the prevalence of underweight children under
five. Since 1990, underweight prevalence has declined from 32 per cent to 27 per cent in
the developing world. The East Asia/Pacific and CEE/CIS regions have made the greatest
progress in reducing underweight prevalence, and 58 countries are on track to reach
the MDG target. Yet, 143 million under-fives in the developing world continue to suffer
from undernutrition, more than half of them in South Asia. Most countries failing to
make sufficient progress are in sub-Saharan Africa.

Good news is that underweight prevalence among children under five has declined in
all regions of the world, however much work still remains to be done for the majority of
the countries of the world to meet the target.

UNDERWEIGHT PREVALENCE HAS DECLINED IN ALL REGIONS
East Asia/Pacific and CEE/CIS reduced underweight by more than one third

Underwsight prevalence in children under five, by region (1990 and 2006)
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58 Countries are on track to reach the MDG target 1, while progress in 33 countries is
insufficient and 18 countries have made no progress to reach the target.

Below is a summary of the regional indicators of progress towards reducing the
prevalence of underweight children under five:

SUMMARY INDICATORS

Sub-Saharan Africa 28 1.1 |insufficient progress

MDG target: Halve, between 1990 and
2015, the proportion of people who
suffer from hunger

Notes:

i ici - Data were not available or were
West/Centra l InSUffICIent prog ress insufficient to estimate trends.
* :Datal re;er tg moderﬁt: an?] severe
. . . . evels of underweight for the most
South Asia insufficient progress |  recentyear available during 2000-2006.
x Data refer to years or periods other
. . . than 200-2006.
Latin America/Caribbean on track Countries and regions are classified
according to the following thresholds.
Orétragk: ?Xirs%e_anual ratehof
T . reduction is greater than or
Industrialised countries _ equal to 2.6 per cent, or latest available
Industrialised countries | - | - | equalto 2 pe cem,or atest val
(2000 or later) idslless tf Z&gaeﬂuag_o_ 5
. . — per cent, regardless o . Insufficient
) progress: AARR is between 0.6 per cent
Least developed countries insufficient progress | prooress A4RR i between 06 per cen
less than or equal to 0.5 per cent.

Tables taken from the Unicef's Progress For Children: A World Fit For Children Statistical Review 2007, Number 6.



Poverty in the UK - the key facts'
® 3.9 million children (30%) are living in poverty in the UK today.

® Since 1999, when the current Government pledged to end child poverty, 600,000
children have been lifted out of poverty but progress has recently stalled.

@ Since 2005 child poverty has risen by a 200,000.

® The UK has one of the worst rates of child poverty in the industrialised world.

The majority of poor children (59%) live in a household where at least one adult
works.

® 42% of poor children live in a household headed by a lone parent.
® The majority of poor children (58%) live in a household headed by a couple.

Statistical Review 2007, Number 6.

The Effects of Poverty
Poverty affects people in many ways, but arguably its impact in relation to education,
housing, and health fundamentally compromises an individual’s life chances.

Education

@ Poverty shapes children’s development. Before reaching his or her second birthday, a
child from a poorer family is already more likely to show a lower level of attainment
than a child from a better-off family. By the age of six a less able child from a rich
family is likely to have overtaken an able child born into a poor family.

Children who grow up poor often do not reach their potential. They are more likely
to leave school without qualifications, which impacts on their ability to get a good
job, to support themselves and to financially contribute to society.

Poor children are excluded from participating in society. Many are unable to afford
school trips and activities, school uniforms, to go swimming, have friends round for
tea or celebrate birthdays. Many will never have a holiday.

Children growing up in poverty are more likely to leave school at 16 with fewer
qualifications.

Poverty predicts educational outcomes in the UK more strongly than in any other
OECD country. Changing this is a vital part of breaking the intergenerational cycle of
poverty.2

By the age of three, poor children can lag as much as nine months behind better off
peers. By the age of 14, many poor children can be two years behind.

Children growing up in poverty are more likely to leave school at 16 with fewer
qualifications.

The cost of “free” education has been estimated as an average of £1,300 per child
every year on every day costs of going to school, a rise of £200 in the last four years.
An average total of £14,000 per child for school related costs from age 5 to 16
compared with £10,000 in 2002.3

2 Joseph Rowntree Foundation, What will it take to End Child Poverty? (2006)



® 55% of families in the two lowest income groups struggle to meet the costs of
schooling.*

® Around 1.8 million UK children are entitled to free school meals but more than
330,000 pupils don’t get or use their entitlement, because of stigma or bullying or
because or parents don’t realise they’'re entitled or are put off by bureaucracy.

® Up to 10% of children are deterred from buying lunch at school by the cost (the
average amount spent on a school meal is £1.46).

® High quality education is key to tackling child poverty.5 For young people leaving
school around the minimum age, each extra year of schooling boosts earnings by
around 15%.6

Children and Educational Disadvantage

All the evidence shows that the ability of people from economically and socially
deprived backgrounds to move across occupational class or income structure over time is
more restricted in the United Kingdom than in practically any other industrialised
country. In contrast, what is known as the ‘graduate premium’ is double that of those
who cannot gain good upper secondary qualifications for a degree. This gap in the UK
between those who have the benefits of a University Degree and those who do not is
one of the highest among industrialised counties (OECD, ‘Education at a Glance, 2007").
Social mobility has declined so that children born into families from lower socio-
economic groups are more likely to remain in this group than in previous generations.

A recent Ipsos MORI survey for the Sutton Trust on social mobility found the following
perceptions among British adults:

® Nearly seven in ten adults believe that parents’ income plays too big a part in
children’s life chances.

® Nearly three quarters of adults (74 per cent) say that differences in income in Britain
are too large.

® However, when it comes to taking action, only around half (52 per cent) agree that
the Government should be involved in reducing income differences.

Children and the stigma of poverty

If children are to feel that they can shape their futures, then understanding children’s
views about social difference, poverty and disadvantage, is vital. Again, the Joseph
Rowntree Foundation has conducted important research on this issue.

Children do not want to be seen as different. They do not see themselves in terms of
being rich or poor but are very aware of inequalities between friends’ belongings or
clothes.

Norwich Union’s School Sums Index (16 August 2006)

DFES, The Cost of Schooling (2004)

Joseph Rowntree Foundation, What will it take to end Child Poverty? (2006)

Joseph Rowntree Foundation, Education and Child Poverty: Literature Review (2006).
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Children recognise the stigma surrounding poverty “l don’t think anybody’s ever gonna
tell you that they’re in poverty” and the labels that society attaches to poor children
has a profound impact on how children see themselves and on how other children see
them.

These commercial pressures are apparent in schools and can be a focus for the bullying
and exclusion by their peers of pupils who do not have the latest products. The message
given to children is that their status and happiness is linked to what they buy and what
they wear.

Poverty divides child from child. While poverty was seen as relating either to the Third
World or, in the United Kingdom, to the homeless on the streets, children from ‘better
off’ families often seen by children from poor backgrounds as ‘other’ children.

All the evidence shows that children from relatively affluent families have a much more
rewarding school life, have greater access to a wider range of after school activities and
are much more positive about education.

For children whose parents cannot afford a range of out-of-school activities, the only
remaining option is outdoor play. However, many perceive this option as becoming
more dangerous, whilst also becoming more limited as open spaces are increasingly
used as building land.

Children resent being labelled as poor. All children, rich and poor, see their family and
friends, free time activities, their favourite belongings and education as the most
important features of their lives. As the Joseph Rowntree Foundation research
concludes:

Research by The Frank Buttle Trust? asked some parents about their experiences of
stigma. A selection of comments from the research are below:

7 The Frank Buttle Trust ‘Living with hardship 24/7: the diverse experiences of families in poverty in England’ (2007)



“You begin to feel like you’re a scrounger, a low life, a good for nothing, you’re
permanently on benefit. Nobody can see that | spent a lot of time in the Forces,

that’s why my legs, my knees, my hip’s knackered, nobody can see that.” (Father,
unable to work for health reasons, affluent area).

“| feel people look at us differently to other friends/family — they feel sorry for us
and say not to buy presents or bring feed for social gatherings or family events.
Their pity makes me feel low. At times we avoid these situations. Other members of
the family wear better clothes than me — they make me look like | wear cheap
clothes and saris.” (Bangladeshi woman, deprived area).

The Joseph Rowntree Foundation’s Education and Poverty Research Programme has
focused on the relationship between poverty and educational disadvantage. Their
research has found that:

® low income is a strong predictor of low educational performance;

® white children in poverty have, on average, lower educational achievement and
are more likely to continue to under-achieve. Poor boys are also more likely to
have low results than girls, especially those of Bangladeshi, Pakistani and black
African origin;

@ just 14 per cent of variation in individuals’ performance is accounted for by school
quality. Most variation is explained by other factors, underlining the need to look
at the range of children’s experiences, inside and outside school, when seeking to
raise achievement;

® children from different backgrounds have contrasting experiences of school. Less
advantaged children are more likely to feel a lack of control over their learning
and to become reluctant recipients of the taught curriculum;

@® children from all backgrounds see the advantages of school, but deprived
children are more likely to feel anxious and unconfident about school;

@ out-of-school activities can help build self-confidence. Children from advantaged
backgrounds experience more structured and supervised out-of-school activities;

® many children and young people who have become disaffected with school
develop strong resentments about mistreatment (such as perceived racial
discrimination). Work with disaffected young people is most effective when it
makes them feel more involved in their own futures; and

® equality of educational opportunity must address the multiple aspects of
disadvantage in children’s lives.




Early Years

The Government's increased emphasis on the provision of early years education and
childcare has been rightly welcomed. A universal entitlement to nursery education for
all three and four year olds has been one of the most significant Government
interventions of recent years to address the associated problems of child poverty and
social exclusion, as has the establishment of Children’s Centres for 0 — five year olds, to
provide wrap-around services offering education, childcare and a variety of other
support services for the poorest children and their families. However there is still much
to do, as less early years provision is available in the 20 per cent most deprived wards in
England than in other areas, although disadvantaged children benefit more from it.

High quality childcare for disadvantaged children in their first five years can produce
benefits for cognitive, language and social development, especially where those
children attend more socially mixed settings. Early childhood intervention programmes
have been found to boost children’s confidence and social skills, which provides a better
foundation for success at school and subsequently in the workplace. Research shows
that children with three years of quality early years provision are a year ahead by the
time they start school.

The results of cost benefit analyses of early years’ provision are unambiguous in
showing substantial benefits. These include significant reductions of negative outcomes
such as crime, statemented educational needs and unemployment. Dr Larry
Schweinhart, a leading early childhood researcher from the United States, writes:

The UK currently spends 0.8 per cent of GDP on all aspects of early years provision. Both
Sweden and Denmark, however, currently spend between 2-2.5 per cent of GDP on
early education and care, excluding parental leave payments.

The Daycare Trust, arguing for an increase in the percentage GDP the UK spends on
early years provision, concluded that “the net impact on the public finances would be
significantly less than the gross costs”.?

Play

Every child deserves the right to a good childhood and play is a vital factor in a child’s
physical, emotional and social development. There is evidence to suggest that access to
quality play provision is particularly limited for certain groups of children. In
disadvantaged areas, children are more likely to play outside, but are liable to
experience poor or non-existent facilities. As a consequence children from disadvantaged
communities are liable to be particularly affected by this, and their social exclusion, in
the sense of being denied access to activities that others enjoy, is reinforced.

8 pr Larry Schweinhart (2008) http://www.nippa.org/news/press_release_info.php?pressid=13
PricewaterhouseCoopers, Universal Early Education and Care in 2020: Costs, Benefits and Funding Options, Daycare Trust/Social Market Foundation (2004)



Housing

Homeless children miss out on a quarter of their schooling. 33,000 classrooms could
be filled with children missing out on a proper education due to poor housing. As a
result, homeless children have lower levels of academic achievement that cannot be
explained by differences in their levels of ability."

Children living in bad housing are nearly twice as likely as other children to leave
school without any GCSEs. In total, 25% children living in bad housing leave school
without any qualifications.12

1in 7 children are growing up homeless or in bad housing. In total, over one million
children in Britain are living in housing that damages their health, their education
and their future.

Children who live in poverty are almost twice as likely to be in bad housing.™

Children living in bad housing are almost twice as likely to suffer from poor health as
other children. They are more liable to develop respiratory problems such as asthma
or bronchitis, or contract a life threatening disease such as tuberculosis or meningitis.*s

Homeless children are three to four times more likely to have mental health
problems such as anxiety and depression and are more susceptible to developing
behavioural problems, such as hyperactivity and aggression.1¢

Homeless children are twice as likely to be admitted to A&E. "7
11% childhood accidents are a result of badly designed housing and dangerous
fittings.18

Research has shown that the impact of poor housing on children is both immediate
and long term." The lower educational attainment and health problems associated
with bad housing in childhood impact on opportunities in adulthood.2°

The Government has recognised the positive affect good housing can have on the
lives of millions of children in the UK. In July 2007, the Government pledged to
deliver 3 million new homes by 2020.21

Health

Poverty shortens lives. A boy in Glasgow city can expect to live 12.6 years less than a
boy in Kensington and Chelsea (70.5 years compared to 83.1 years). A girl in Glasgow
City can expect to live ten years less than a girl in Kensington Chelsea (77.0 years
compared to 87.2 years). In Glasgow's Calton area the average life expectancy is

54 years, compared with 82 years in Lenzie, just eight miles away.?2

Children aged up to 14 from unskilled families are 5 times more likely to die in an
accident than children from professional families, and 15 times more likely to die in a
fire at home.23

Shelter, Temporary Accommodation Survey (2004).

Shelter, Toying with Their Future: The hidden cost of the housing crisis (2004).

NatCen, The Living Standards of Children in Bad Housing (using analysis of 2004 Families and Children Study).
Shelter, Toying with Their Future: The hidden cost of the housing crisis (2004).

NatCen, Research findings undertaken on behalf of Shelter (2006).

Shelter, Against the Odds (2006).

Shelter, Temporary Accommodation Survey (2004).

Shelter, Toying with Their Future: The hidden cost of the housing crisis (2004).

Ibid

Ibid

Shelter, Chance of a Lifetime (2006).

End Child Poverty, Child Poverty and Housing: A briefing by Shelter for the Campaign to End Child Poverty (2007).
www.statistics.gov.uk/pdfdir/expbi1107.pdf

Families and Children Study (2004)



Children born into poverty are:
® Ten times as likely to die suddenly in infancy

Two and a half times as likely to suffer chronic iliness as toddlers
Twice as likely to have cerebral palsy

]
[
® Three times as likely to suffer mental health disorders

® More likely to suffer behavioural and emotional problems. One in six families with
low incomes suffered from mental health disorders compared to just over one in

twenty in better off households.

@ Poor children are born too small. One third of births with low weight are associated
with economic inequalities.?s Low birth weight is closely associated with infant death
and chronic diseases in later life.2

® Adults who suffered poverty as children are 50% more likely to have limiting
illnesses. Adults who had low birthweight are over four times as likely to have Type 2
diabetes (associated with obesity) and 25% more likely to die from heart disease.?”

Child health and commercialisation in the context of child poverty

Child health and commercialisation are important issues for all children and families.
However, these issues affect families living in poverty much more as they lack the
resources to provide a balanced healthy diet or the clothes, equipment and treats that
children from wealthier families take for granted. The advertising and marketing
industries continue to target children and young people as consumers irrespective of
health concerns or the financial status of their parents.

For many children, especially from low income families, their school lunch is the main
meal of the day and is therefore vital in terms of nutritional content. A recent survey
from the School Food Trust showed that nearly 410,000 children who live in poverty in
England miss out on free school meals because their parents earn low wages but do not
receive state benefits.

gg’ End Child Poverty, Unhealthy Lives: Intergenerational links between child poverty and poor health in the UK, (2008).
Ibid

26 Fabian Society, Born Unequal, (2007).
End Child Poverty, Unhealthy Lives: Intergenerational links between child poverty and poor health in the UK, (2008)
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Campaigning and Research Organisations

End Child Poverty

www.endchildpoverty.org.uk

The Campaign to End Child Poverty is made up of more than 130 organisations
including children’s charities, child welfare organisations, social justice groups, faith
groups, trade unions and others, concerned about the unacceptably high levels of child
poverty in the UK.

Barnardos
www.barnardos.org.uk/childpoverty.htm
Definitions, key facts and case studies as well as information on taking action.

Case studies provided by: “It doesn’t happen here: The reality of child poverty in the
UK." A report for Barnardo’s by Neera Sharma (2007).

Child Poverty Action Group

www.cpag.org.uk

Poverty facts and figures, statistics and a manifesto to end child poverty. Also links to
statistical information, think tanks and other useful sites.

Joseph Rowntree Foundation

www.jrf.org.uk/child-poverty

Information on poverty figures and budget measures, key questions and facts about
child poverty.

Save the Children
www.savethechildren.org.uk/en/50_693.htm
Information from around the UK, briefings and reports and an online library.

The Frank Buttle Trust
www.buttletrust.org/user_files/1200397699_living-in-hardship_final_report.pdf

Case studies provided by: “Living with hardship 24/7: the diverse experiences of families
in poverty in England” The Frank Buttle Trust (2007).

The Daycare Trust
www.daycaretrust.org.uk
Information and research from the national childcare charity.



Governmental Information and Reports

Delivering on Child Poverty: what would it take?
www.dwp.gov.uk/publications/dwp/2006/harker/

A report commissioned by the Department for Work and Pensions looking at what
measures are needed to tackle child poverty.

The Northern Ireland Executive
http://www.ofmdfmni.gov.uk/childandfamilypoverty2006.pdf

The Scottish Government
www.scotland.gov.uk/News/Releases/2006/03/09095043

The Welsh Assembly Government
new.wales.gov.uk/topics/childrenyoungpeople/childpoverty/?lang=en

Join the UK'’s biggest ever event to End Child Poverty -
Saturday, 4th October 2008

With your support, we can ensure that the Government keep the promise of a
generation and end child poverty. Join the Keep the Promise event in London on
Saturday October 4th. This will provide children, families and other supporters of our
member organisations from across the UK a unique opportunity to show their desire for
an end to child poverty.

You can help make it happen - visit www.endchildpoverty.org.uk/promise to find out
more.

End Child Poverty has a dedicated schools webpage to encourage and support schools
across the UK to attend the rally, to find out more please visit
www.endchildpoverty.org.uk/schools

For details of a banner competition for all London schools that is being
coordinated by End Child Poverty please see overleaf.

Sign up to attend the event: http://e-activist.com/ea-
campaign/clientcampaign.do?ea.client.id=74&ea.campaign.id=739

Send a message to the Prime Minister: http://e-activist.com/ea-
campaign/clientcampaign.do?ea.client.id=74&ea.campaign.id=738
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With support from Barnardo’s and the three teaching unions (ATL, NASUWT and
NUT), the Campaign to End Child Poverty is coordinating a banner-making
competition for all London schools taking part in the Keep the Promise Rally on
October 4th 2008.

We want schools throughout London to design and make a banner depicting
what life in the UK would be like without child poverty. These banners wiill
demonstrate to the Government why they must keep the promise of a generation
and end child poverty.

Theme: The banner should incorporate the words Keep the Promise and should
represent what life in the UK would look like without child poverty...

...we want your pupils’ imaginations to decide the rest

Size: A suggested size is 3m x 1m... but the bigger the better!

Materials: Use whatever materials you can find, but remember it's a mile-and-a-
half's walk from Millbank to Trafalgar square and we want your school to carry
your banner the whole way.

The Judgement: Photographs of the banner should be sent to End Child Poverty
no later than Monday 29th September 2008 (please send to emma®@ecpc.org.uk).
These photos will be displayed on the End Child Poverty website
(www.endchildpoverty.org.uk) therefore please obtain the appropriate parental
consent if any pupils are to be included in the photograph.

The judging panel will be made up of representatives from ATL, NASUWT and
NUT, who will judge which they believe to be the most colourful and inspired
designs in the following categories:

Best Primary School Banner
Best Secondary School Banner
Best SEN School Banner
Prizes to the winning schools will be awarded at the rally on October 4th 2008.

We want all the banners in the competition to be held high throughout the
march with the winning banners leading the way into Trafalgar Square.
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