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[bookmark: _Toc409783207]Sectors of the US Economy
The US economy is one of the largest in the world, apparently being rivaled by that of China in the most recent developments in the global economy. As of 2005, the US economy produced $12 trillion in final goods and services and that was about 30% of the global economy.  The principles of macroeconomics always attempt to view the economy as a “whole”, yet such an approach is very simplistic because a national is just large and so complex to be simplified in that manner. For example, the US economy comprises different units or parts, also referred to as sectors herein, and these includes the three major productive sectors: primary sector; secondary sector; and the tertiary sector. 
The primary sector of the US economy is also called the extraction sector. It is part of the US economy that involves extraction of natural resources from their natural settings. Essentially, the primary productive sector is concerned with the extraction of raw materials for production at other levels of the productive economy. Apart from extractive activities in this sector, there is also simple processing of the raw materials that get sold to the manufacturing sector as inputs for that sector. Way back before industrialization, the primary sector used to be the major source of livelihood for many people in the Americas. Modern technology today has masked the sector, bit what remains the same is that every good can be traced back to its natural environment where the entire production process usually starts. The primary sector of the US economy comprises the food system(agriculture), the energy system, and other primary systems such as timber harvesting, mining, and commercial fishing all of which contribute to the country’s gross domestic product(GDP). The food and the energy systems remain the most important in the primary sector of the economy as they provide the most important resources to enable production at subsequent levels.
On the other hand, the secondary part of the US economy refers primarily to the manufacturing sector, where raw materials inputs from the primary sector are converted into finished and semi-finished goods and services for further processing and consumption, respectively. The manufacturing sector is also a very important sector in assessing the economic power of the United States against those of other countries. However, the US began losing grounds in the secondary sector as early as the 1960s when manufacturing shifted to other countries such as Japan and Germany and has since not recovered from the loss. Still, the US manufacturing sector remains steady and as the economy recovers from the downturn in 2010, production in the secondary sector is being revitalized and begin to reflect those witnessed in earlier decades when the country was a powerhouse of manufacturing. Key to this transformation is the heavy investment in automated production in the sector, which has seen the sector yield mote revenue and efficiently manage operational costs. But the automation process has not come without various challenges, one of such challenges being the fear of loss of jobs to millions of Americans currently employee by the secondary sector. Some of the most important systems under the secondary sector includes the housing and construction sub-sector where the likes of San Francisco-based Bechtel, which made it to the list of the first fifteen largest construction in the world in 2015. There are also the manufacturing sector that textile companies such as Nike and Under Amour, and the automobile segment that has Ford as a renowned car manufacturer in the country and across the globe. As the country struggles to achieve balance between efficiency and job creation, the secondary sector remains a key to stabilizing the US economy.
Finally, the tertiary sector is the third sector of the US economy. The sector is primarily concerned with the production of services. This s sector is equally complex and cannot he defined as homogenous. International trade has often involved exchange of physical goods. However, services are also traded in international trade and it takes prowess in service production for a country to be an important source of services in the global marketplace. Apparently, the US is an important player in international trade in services, which most of its workforce and talents being “exported” for production in other economies. In fact, outsourcing of manufacturing which is a major concern with respect to protecting jobs in the domestic economy has been the major point of exportation of services. For example, when production is outsourced in another country for cost-saving needs by the likes of Nike, the company may as well export services of an expatriate along with such outsourced service. The US tertiary sector consists of human services, financial and insurance services, and retail services. In the human services segment are healthcare organizations such as Kaiser Permanente and education segment players such as Harvard University. The human services segment provide human support services. Unlike in other economies, human services is a private sector affair run mostly by private firms. The financial and insurance services is run by a mix of private and public organizations. The most common public insurer for the health sector is definitely Centers for Medicare  & Medicaid(CMS). Other private insurance companies and financial institutions also exist to provide financial and insurance support to other sectors of the economy as well as to the organizations in the tertiary sector too. 
In summary, the US economy is so complex and large that the simple categorization done in the preceding is not just enough to explain how it works. However, the division of the economy into the three major sectors of primary, secondary, and tertiary sectors helps to highlight major levels of the productive economy and how they are interrelated. Each of the sectors is as important as the other and they work together in harmony. For example, the discussion shows that the primary sector provides the raw materials used as inputs by the secondary sector. Also, the tertiary sector provides essential services to the other sectors as well to itself. It is basically how a complex economy works in a nutshell. 
How to Fix Poverty
For a long time, the fight to eradicate poverty has faced numerous challenges. The problem most notable is that despite the many decades of trying to root out poverty, the situation has either remained the same or become worse. Where positive trends are reported, they remain dismal. The question that many researchers are now focusing on finding an answer to is whether the current system of providing support to the poor is the right one. The provision of assets and other forms of in-kind support dominates support give to the poor. Yet after decades of doing that, it is becoming clear that doing the same thing the same way is not giving expected results in Africa and in the United States as well. GiveDirectly, a US-based nongovernmental organization, is beginning to think differently. The NGO has launched a project that is aimed at discerning whether giving cash is more plausible compared to giving other forms of aid other than money in uplifting the poor from poverty. The program which was rolled in Africa and Kenya to be specific is making important turnarounds and triggering rethinking in the social support domain.
After reviewing the report of the project by GiveDirectly on NPR, it is apparent that the approach to delivering services in form of providing money is quite effectively and I wouldn’t hesitate to contribute towards GiveDirectly. It is inspiring from the story of Dennis Otieno and his cousin Duncan Odero how direct cash can be quite transformative and can help address actual needs. In most cases, donors do not always think of the poor as someone with needs other than those they consider universal to all poor people. But from the stories of the two cousins, it is clear that sometimes it is never about the basics – food, shelter, and clothing – alone. The poor could be in need of other services which may not be immediately clear to donors and that is why giving money without strings attached can be quite effective in addressing those needs. For example, Otieno discusses how he has struggled to get off the hook of poverty but with little improvement because he lacked capital to start and run a business or a project to secure his future and his family's. However, with $44 from GiveDirectly coming to his phone every month, he has embarked on raising trees in his man-made forest to secure his future and also to fund his small bar business. If Otieno would have been a bag of maize and rice and say blackest and other items, he would still be lacking capital that he so much needed. It is not any different in the story of Oduor, an epileptic who in addition to being in need of drugs for his medical condition, also needed a sofa set for his house. Honestly speaking, it would have been hard for Oduor to disclose that he preferred a sofa set that would make live a more comfortable life free of shame to a donor. It would have also been impossible for the donor to know that Oduor was epileptic and that spending on the drugs for his condition would be a priority to him. However, Oduor has been able to address both salient needs in the most effective possible and he feels uplifted from what was previous a depriving condition. The little $44 to the two Kenyans means a lot. To Otieno, it is close to half his monthly earnings and to Oduor, it can provide him a comfortable life that he so much needed. 
Coming to the United States, if the same amount was scaled in the country for donation to the poor, it would not have a similar impact as it has had in Kenya. The primary reason is that the two countries have a wide gap in terms of GDP and standards of living. The living standard in the US is higher compared to that in Kenya and so the purchasing power of the poor with a similar amount would not be comparable. So, when doing this for the two countries, the amounts have to be scaled differently in order to obtain similar results, with the US amount being higher and compared to the standards of living. 
Toxic Charity
Charitable giving is deeply rooted in the American culture. However, not all charity work is essentially helpful according to veteran urban activist Robert Lupton. The primary reason for Lupton's argument is that the charitable giving has for a long time been a one-way thing – those who have resources give to those who lack and nothing comes the other way round. But that is not all that concerns Lupton. He also argues that the charity has not been helpful to both the donor and the recover and that instead, the charity is serving to create a state of dependency that is unhealthy to either party. 
Well, the arguments put forth by Lupton in Toxic Charity are not farfetched just by looking back at what has been discussed in the foregoing report about an initiative by GiveDirectly. At one point in the NPR report, it is noted that Oduor who is epileptic could no longer afford his medicines and found it shameful to ask for money from his family. He felt he had become an object of pity and that eroded his dignity. It is the same thing when charity organizations solicit for support from donors. The poor essentially become objects of pity and that way, their dignity is eroded. It is this that Lupton finds quite unacceptable and an unexamined negative impact. In the charity work, there should also be the other aspect of getting to raise the poor’s dignity as a human being and restoring people to a possible where they value themselves and what they are worth. Otherwise, people will be hindered to explore their capabilities as human beings if they feel useless and worthless and will forever remain in their current states no matter how much we provide in charity. 
Moreover, mission trips are good concepts generally but how they are rolled out is making them quite pervasive so to say and unhelpful. Mission trips come at times of crisis and reports at the end of the trips are always about how good people are feeling behind. That is, the central concern is the feel-good experience and not the primary development and empowerment for the given. So, when a crisis emerges again, the process of mission trips takes place once again and it will always be partly because the agencies get it easier to “sell crisis” according to Lupton. To this end, the benefits of mission trips cannot be singled out properly but can be said to be the short-term relief to the poor that creates the feel-good for those who go on such trips.
[bookmark: _GoBack]A bigger picture approach should that backed up by the need to look in-depth into how to address the chronic poverty issues through a development strategy for the poor. It is this that Lupton says to be an approach to charity with a business perspective. Poverty is not a crisis as it has always been treated. A crisis would be something like a devastating earthquake or a house burning. In such cases, rapid response is needed to help restore dignity to the affected. However, in the case of poverty, the problem is chronic and cannot be addressed with the same approach of giving as is done during crises. Instead, even as we look into addressing the most immediate needs, much of the focus should be on how to have a long-term solution, which unfortunately is not in the giving mentality. Instead, the focus should be on building on a development strategy that will give results many years after the aid given had been withdrawn or had become depleted. In the case study about GiveDirectly program, Oduor is a worried man that he might get back to where he had been should GiveDirectly withdraw its charitable giving. That means that apart from giving the cash, the NGO should also focus on empowering the likes of Oduor to think of developing ways to meet their future needs without the free cash flowing in. That is also the way America and the rest of the world stop creating a permanent underclass.
References

