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The proposed poverty reduction green paper, though verbose, isn't structured in a reader friendly 

manner so as to have the general public easily digest the material presented. We suggest splitting 

the paper based on time frames, or publishing a shorter version that would be easier for the 

average reader. The paper is boring; while this may not matter to the educated technocrat or 

bureaucrat, this information needs to be accessible for the average person. 

It is also noted that the paper doesn't outline clearly step by step processes or strategies in order 

to achieve the goals which have been stated. The paper, while listing general poverty reduction 

goals and some strategies
1
, does not give a timeline for the implementation of these strategies 

and plans. Inclusion of such details would make it easier to hold officials accountable, as it 

would give the people a basis to measure the government’s performance in their attempts to 

accomplish these stated goals. 

As is, the paper is long and vague. It is surprising that a paper on a policy can be both long and 

vague at the same time. One would expect that the reason that a document is so long is that it 

would have details about a policy. Background information and research material should be in 

their own respective documents, with a green paper like this simply making reference to them. 

We note that the paper mentions details about the 2015-2016 budget allocation
2
, but that was 

under the PNP’s government which ended over a year ago. It would be helpful to have not only 

listed the budget allocation for 2015-2016, but to list the change in the allocations, stating how 

much was added to or removed from the projects and programmes that targeted poverty. It would 

be good to have a comparison of spending on these things, over the years, and it would add much 

more meaning and relevance to the information on when poverty has increased or decreased
3
. 

People could then attempt to track what programmes actually help to reduce poverty, by 

matching the years, in which poverty has increased or decreased, to the information on the 

increase or decrease in spending on certain programmes in the same years. 

We are concerned about this move from a welfare-driven approach to a vague ‘human capital’ 

approach. We have been providing education and ‘economic opportunities’ but these are geared 

to the youth and young adults, not to the working-class middle-aged persons who have no capital 

or elderly persons who are already poor. After contributing to this country, these persons deserve 

a safety net as well. Poverty reduction must continue to include them. 

                                                

1 Key Strategies/Actions (National Policy on Poverty 2016, 51-55) 
2 2015/2016 FY Budget Allocation  (National Policy on Poverty 2016, 56-61) 
3 See Table 1 and Figure 3 (National Policy on Poverty 2016, 66) 
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‘Economic opportunities’ are not going to ensure that students from poor families have sufficient 

nutrition next week or next month. When these students do not get proper nutrition, they will not 

be healthy enough to stay focused in schools, to be able to take advantage of ‘education and 

empowerment’ that the government offers. We need to continue to see welfare as important, 

even if we are going to be selective about which aspects of welfare we pay more attention to. It is 

possible to align a welfare-driven approach to make this ‘human capital’ approach more feasible. 

In general, ‘opportunities’ do not necessarily reduce poverty. They give individuals a chance to 

ascend in the social hierarchy, and we want to emphasise ‘chance’ here. It is not a guarantee that 

these measures will actually reduce poverty, or that they will improve the lives of the most 

vulnerable groups of people in the society; the approach could very well continue to see a 

handful of individuals ascending from these groups while these groups still exist as vulnerable 

groups with the same low standards of living. 

The narrative around ‘education’ in particular is also worrying. The idea, that a decent standard 

of living is something that only educated people are entitled to, is disrespectful to unskilled 

workers, whose backs this country is built on. The ‘working poor’ should not exist as a 

vulnerable group. There needs to be a baseline standard of living that workers are allowed to 

have. We understand, however, the complexities in guaranteeing fair wages when our 

government is at the same time begging for foreign investments and engaging in a race to the 

bottom
4
 to attract them. To give the people some closure, we need clear statements on when to 

expect increased protection of workers and minimum conditions of work, as well as changes to 

the minimum wage
5
. 

  

                                                

4 Racing to the bottom (W 2013) 
5 Strategy for Working Poor stated, but no details or timeline given (National Policy on Poverty 2016, 52) 
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