Part 1
[bookmark: _GoBack]The culture of poverty argument states that being in an environment where pervasive poverty is accepted, people develop a culture based on those conditions (Mingione, 2008). Examples of pervasive elements are helplessness, marginality, and dependency. The people adopt these values, thus promoting poverty, causing a cycle among the generations. The approach interprets urban poverty based on history and insufficient knowledge. Again, the model insists that individuals in this type of culture lack the sense of history on the issues, so the knowledge needed to apply collective actions other than dwelling on the challenges is not there. In urban areas, people originate from different parts of the region to seek job opportunities. However, the diversities about their backgrounds limit chances for unity, which would solve issues like housing. The idea is problematic because it shifts the argument from social and economic challenges to the low-income populations. However, studies show that when people are socially and economically, disadvantaged chances for poverty increase.  
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