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Has the human-centered design approach to social policy development been used? Why or why not?
Theorist Richard Buchman redefines human-centered design as a fundamental affirmation of human dignity (Buchanan, 2001).” He also explains that it is an ongoing search for what can be done to support or strengthen the dignity of human beings as it acts out their lives in varied social, economic, political, and cultural circumstances (Buchanan, 2001).” By understanding this definition, it is easy to acknowledge different ways in which policymakers has been utilizing human-centered design. 
While human-centered design approach was minimally used in the past, numerous empirical studies show that policymakers are increasingly embracing it. They are now using HCD to understand the needs of the people and the communities they serve and then use the approach to design innovative interventions that respond to identified needs or even use the approach to deliver solutions and services designed to address specific issues of the society.  This is even true because social factors are among the major influencers of policies and policy cannot exist outside of identified social factors. For example, the application of design thinking to questions around health may prove valuable complement existing approaches. There are a number of public health projects utilizing human-centered design or design thinking even though there is little synthesis of the literature.
Explain and compare the economic contest and political context of human-centered design with respect to social policy. 
The economic contest of human-centered design
The economic contest of human-centered design is that if human-centered design is used to promote the wellbeing of the society, it could help strengthen the economy. Preliminary research has found that even minor improvements to people’s social life can have a big impact on the entire GDP (Narayan, 2002). This calls for the need of putting people’s needs at the heart of building design or taking human-centered approach to help in solving economic issues and this may require the adaptation of quality design that drives economic changes.
The design should be more concerned with human where they should not be used as means, but a reason why we do everything we do. There should be a fundamental shift in priority which also means prioritizing that which generates meaning for the people. Also, this ties with psychological theory which postulates that when people have their basic needs met, they start looking towards actualization and are more likely to be even more productive in everything they do. In other words the quality of human-centered design affects the economy and drives innovation, reduce sick leave, and improve communication and collaboration and so forth. 
Political Context of human-centered design
Human-centered design is now appealing to a political arena. Politicians can use it to ensure that they interact well with the community and ensure that they deliver services which are more helpful to the people. We often think of a political arena as a place where efficiency and transparency should be portrayed. In such an arena, human-centered design helps in diverting political efforts to a more efficient service delivery where those involved are made to deliver as per what is needed but not on how they feel is best. Therefore, from a political perspective human-centered design helps in promoting interaction between what political systems are doing and what the society needs. Human-centered design engages people in the work of designing things that affect their lives and it focuses designer’s attention first and foremost on the needs and preferences of the people affected.  
How does societal barriers such as poverty affect access to equal rights?
Unequal access to human rights such as in access to healthcare services can be viewed through the lens of societal fragmentation and particularly on the basis of social classes. While people would like to live in a world where everyone has equal access to human rights, this has never been the case. The wealthy continues to have easy access to high-quality education, healthcare services, and even better living standards while the poor do not have equal access to such things as they can barely afford to cater for them. Low income and poverty are to blame for the barriers they put in access to equal rights and for creating a less economically cohesive society.
What are the major differences between income-support policies and asset-based policies, and what changes would you recommend in these types of policies?
Income-support policies are systems of principles designed to assist in the welfare of family stability given that earning is sometimes not adequate enough to helping households make ends meet. In such cases, income-support policies are designed to advocate for the creation of an array of programs that support low-income earners get extra cash and other benefits that would help them meet their basic needs (Scholz & Levine, 2001). 
Asset-based policies are policies designed to assist in poverty the welfare of poverty eradication (Sherraden, 2001). Unlike income-support policies, asset-based policies extends beyond giving cash and other related benefits to people living under abject poverty by providing long-term solutions (Sherraden, 2001). The solutions can be in form of capital investment where asset-based policies advocate for the development of programs that would help the poor raise enough funds for starting up their own businesses. The poor can then rely on such businesses to adequately meet their basic needs. They can also advocate for the establishment of manufacturing plants or anything that can create even more employment opportunities for those who are unemployed. Therefore, the difference between income-support and asset-based policies is that the later seeks to provide long-term solutions that can help eradicate or even prevent people from falling into poverty. 
I would recommend a shift from income-support polices to the use of asset-based policies. These polices should ensure that they address the causal mechanism of the issues people has been facing in the society rather than just giving cash to low-income earners. It is also important to note here that income-support policies may provide only short-term solutions and may fail to address the underlying causes of the problems people have been facing. I would also recommend deep interaction between policymakers and the community to ensure that the risk of designing policies that do not help in addressing the issues is minimized. In support, Carter & Barrett (2006) also recommend the use of asset-based approach arguing that it is the only strategy that pays attention to the underlying assets. They also explain that it is the only approach in which policymakers can use to identity deep-rooted or persistent poverty that does not come to pass naturally and over time due to economy-wide growth processes. 
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