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T he fight against poverty has long 
been a passion project for me.  It 
is all too prevalent in my home 
country as it is across Europe. 

According to the Office of National Statistics, 
7.3% of the UK population are classified as 
experiencing persistent poverty. In 2015, 
the European Parliament statistical office 
estimated that 17.3% of the EU population 
were at risk of poverty.

I believe that the best way to help anyone 
living in poverty is to give them a hand up 
not a hand out.  There are many people 
doing good work to combat poverty 
whose achievements are not celebrated 
and whose practice is not well shared. I 
decided to bring many of them together in 
London with the aim of building a network 
that shares ideas so that the most effective 
methods of tackling poverty can be put into 
practice. The entire conference was based 
on sharing and learning from the practical 
examples of people with real everyday 
experiences in their communities around 
the globe. 

There has been an abundance of money 
and government investment in fighting 
poverty, but a deficit of ideas and creativity. 
Politicians, community leaders and 
individuals need to look towards alternative 
initiatives, which are locally inspired 
and administered, rather than only top-
down state wealth creation or relying on 
large NGOs.

While I believe that cutting taxes and using 
the additional wealth generated creates 
jobs and opportunities, this is not enough. 
Community action needs to be viewed by 
governments as a serious partner to the 
state, and not just a fringe element in the 
fight against poverty. If output is the goal, 
locally inspired initiatives are often more 
successful than big top-down projects 
directed by the state. 

Poverty cannot be tackled by one 
method alone. We must look at the 
complex challenges of global poverty in 
a multifaceted way. We need an ongoing, 

THE 2018 GLOBAL 
POVERTY SUMMIT 
by Syed Kamall

open and frank discussion on the different 
ways to tackle poverty and exclusion, which 
includes different means of delivery and 
different objectives. 

After the Second World War, there was 
an increased emphasis given to state 
intervention or large NGOs, rather than 
local community projects when it came to 
providing solutions to alleviating poverty in 
society.  However, what is clear is that state, 
NGOs and local communities must work 
hand in hand, side by side. The conclusion 
we must draw from all of this, is that whilst 
Government provides a vital safety net, 
it does not have all the answers, and that 
sometimes those answers lie within our 
communities and ourselves.

The growth of community led projects 
has increased exponentially in the last 
decade. The variety of projects is huge, 
from providing jobs, regenerating housing, 
providing transportation to job interviews, 
education, sports clubs, skills training, 
food banks and kitchens, to name a few. 
These are projects which have breathed 
new life into urban neighbourhoods 
and suburban towns. Projects which are  
free from the shackles of regulation and 
excessive paperwork, borne from a deep 
understanding of what an individual 
community’s needs are. Some projects have 
flourished from the outset; equally, some 
projects have had to fail once, if not two or 
three times, in order to reach their eventual 
potential. But, we must have the patience 
to allow these projects to fail, rebuild, and 
then succeed. The ebb and flow of the 
highs and lows are after all, the hallmark of 
community entrepreneurialism.

The ECR Global Poverty Summit brought 
together some of the world’s most prominent 
contributors to the debate on poverty, with 
the aim of generating this report comprising 
ideas that local community organisations, 
philanthropists and others can use to tackle 
poverty today in Europe and globally.  It was 
a day which I found personally inspiring 
and motivating for the work we have ahead 
of us, in addressing this challenging and 

Syed Kamall
Syed Kamall is Co-Chair of 
the ECR Group of MEPs in 
the European Parliament.  
He convened the 2018 Global 
Poverty Summit in London 
to share and spread practical 
policy ideas for tackling 
poverty that supplement 
existing efforts, and in some 
cases, surpass tried and 
failed solutions.
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complex issue. But I was reassured that so 
much can be achieved in the fight against 
poverty with this talented and dedicated 
network of people who are active in our 
communities, helping others on the path to 
economic self-reliance.

At the Summit, we heard from a diverse 
group of organisations and individuals, 
who are at the forefront of community 
projects and the fight against poverty at 
a grassroots level. The voice of politicians 
must be matched by the voice of those with 
practical experience. 

We heard many inspiring stories, and we 
also got to examine in depth how we can 
build and grow the ideas we have, and the 
projects that have been started. My main 
goal for this conference was to bring together 
people from all over the world and to build 

a network of people who could share their 
ideas, best practices, technical expertise and 
advice with one another. Bringing together 
a dedicated, organized and supportive 
global network of individuals and projects, 
I believe, is the best way to make non-state 
solutions and community action a credible 
alternative to big government and large 
NGOs in the fight against poverty.

My hope is that we all keep in close 
communication following the Summit, and 
that those who attended are inspired to get 
involved, no matter how big or small, in 
their local communities. I am grateful to 
all who came to the summit to participate. 
This booklet reproduces just a few of the 
speeches and ideas that were provided at 
the summit.   Let us never give up on the 
belief that we can all make a difference in 
both our own and someone else’s life.

The 2018 Global Poverty Summit 
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Inspiration to Achieve Dreams

TAKING THE 
SHACKLES OFF 
by Tony Abbott

Tony Abbott 
Tony Abbott became Prime 
Minister of Australia in 
September 2013 and served 
for two years.  In his time as 
Prime Minister, the carbon 
tax and the mining tax 
were repealed; free trade 
agreements were finalised 
with China, Japan and Korea; 
and the people smuggling 
trade from Indonesia 
to Australia was halted. 
Australia became the second 
largest military contributor 
to the US-led campaign 
against ISIL in Iraq and 
hosted the G20 meeting of 
global leaders in Brisbane in 
November 2014.

T hanks for the chance to talk to 
the Global Poverty Summit. I 
wonder if I could begin with a 
personal story. Some years ago, 

I was on a charity bike ride raising money 
for a wonderful group of people in Western 
Sydney that were working with young 
people in trouble. I raised about $30,000 
I was disappointed there wasn’t more so I 
rang the then PM’s office and they gave a 
$50,000 donation towards this particular 
cause. I was very very happy. 

A few months later I ran into the leaders 
of this group. I asked them how things 
were going how their project was working 
and they said to me.. ‘That $50,000 from 
the federal government, can we give it 
back?’ The reason why they found the 
$50,000 from the government so much 
more difficult to use than the $30,000 of 
private sector model that I had raised 
was that government money came with 
so many strings attached, with spurious 
accountability it was hardly worth the 
extra effort. They had to become a mini 
bureaucracy in order to receive the money. 
Now obviously that’s an extreme example 
but nevertheless its emblematic of what 
happens when governments get involved. 
Everything has to happen according to 
governments’ rules. It can’t be generated 
spontaneously in accordance with the 
needs of the people. 

I think there’s a fundamental lesson here. In 
the end, government doesn’t create wealth. 
People and businesses create wealth. 
Government can hand out money but it 
cannot generate it. The only way to generate 

money is through real people making real 
products delivering real services and doing 
things for one another.

Obviously, government does matter. We 
want just laws that are cleanly administered 
we want a sound currency, we want an 
efficient and effective bureaucracy which 
treats people fairly and impartially but 
in the end the role of government must 
be limited if people are to truly be free. If 
people are to truly find their destiny.

I think this conference is a wonderful 
opportunity for people from all around the 
world to come together to consider how can 
we build on all the wonderful improvements 
of the last few decades. We know that so 
many good things have happened over 
the last few decades. Back in 1980 more 
than 50% of the world’s population lacked 
safe drinking water, today it’s under 10%. 
Back in 1980, more than 30% of the world’s 
population lived in absolute poverty. Today, 
it’s under 10%. Global GDP has increased 
more in the last 25 years in the previous 
years in the previous 2500. Interestingly, 
almost none of that has been due to 
government; it’s been due to trade. Freer 
trade in freer economies. 

So I think that’s the lesson we need to learn. 
Take the shackles off people. Take the 
shackles off poor people and it’s amazing 
how quickly they can become richer, much 
richer. It all comes down to freedom and 
I’m sure that will be the great message that 
comes from this particular summit. So good 
luck today, and thank you for giving me a 
chance to talk to you.
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TACKLING THE 
ROOT CAUSES  
OF POVERTY 
by Bob Woodson

Robert L.  
Woodson
Robert L. Woodson is 
Founder and President of the 
Woodson Center (formerly 
the Center for Neighborhood 
Enterprise) and one of 
America’s most influential 
leaders on issues of poverty 
and upward mobility. He has 
worked closely with leading 
legislators in an effort to 
move beyond the traditional 
conservative and liberal 
understanding of how to 
address the needs of the 
poor.

O ver the past 10 years, in spite of 
massive and growing funding 
of America’s anti-poverty 
agenda, the percentage of 

individuals able to support themselves 
free of government welfare has declined. 
The fundamental reason the nation has 
failed to effectively reduce dependency and 
promote self-sufficiency is that we’ve been 
misdiagnosing poverty.

People experience poverty for varied 
reasons. Remedies for poverty should 
take this diversity into account. Through 
my experience with the Center for 
Neighborhood Enterprise and the nearly 
3,000 community groups working in low-
income neighborhoods it has served, I have 
come to understand that there are typically 
four basic categories of the poor.

There is one cohort whose poverty is the 
result of an unexpected setback, such as the 
death of a breadwinner or the loss of a job. 
For these people, the welfare system can 
function as originally intended, providing 
temporary support until recipients can find 
their footing again.

A second cohort comprises those who 
have remained dependent on the system 
because the disincentives to marry and 
work embedded in its regulations make it 
a rational choice to avoid those stepping 
stones to self-sufficiency. They have “done 
the math” and calculated that it is not 
worth the loss of benefits to take the first 
steps toward upward mobility.

The third group is made up of the disabled, 
many of whom will always be in need of 
some support.

The fourth cohort consists of those in 
poverty because of the choices they make 
and the chances they take—for example, 
those suffering from alcoholism and other 
addictions, who choose to live with the 
consequences rather than pursue recovery.
It is that fourth category of the poor whose 
choices impose avoidable costs on the 
larger society. Those who engage in self-

destructive and predatory behavior make 
poor decisions that often lead to emergency 
room treatment, police dispatches, and 
incarceration. No amount of income 
distribution, safety nets, or programs will 
make a substantial or sustainable difference 
in their status.

Among this cohort, a fundamental 
revitalization in vision, character, and 
values is a prerequisite for them to reclaim 
their lives and escape from dependence 
on government aid. This internal 
transformation can be—and has been—
uniquely engendered by community-
based (often faith-inspired) outreach by 
neighborhood leaders throughout the 
country.

These healing agents exhibit common 
characteristics. They share the same 
geographic and cultural ZIP codes with the 
people they serve, they have a firsthand 
understanding of the challenges faced by 
those they serve, and they are available 
on a 24/7 basis for the long haul. It is not 
uncommon for these grassroots leaders 
to be involved in a person’s life from 
childhood to adulthood.

I have witnessed the dramatic 
transformations that have resulted from the 
work of these selfless grassroots leaders. 
Once an internal transformation has been 
accomplished, these men and women, who 
had virtually lost their lives to drugs and 
alcohol, emerge as responsible employees, 
spouses, and parents.

I have seen fatherless youths who were 
raised on the streets and were drawn 
to the lures of gang violence and drug 
trafficking—exactly those youths who data 
predicts will give rise to a second generation 
with the same dismal futures—instead 
become agents of peace and renewal in 
their communities and loving fathers to 
their children, because of a surrogate father 
figure’s mentorship.

I have known men released from prison, 
with the mark of a felon and no job prospects, 
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become successful businessmen and 
entrepreneurs who provide employment to 
others in the community.

To harness fully the power of America’s 
transformative neighborhood healers 
requires a new paradigm for identifying 
the “experts” who deserve recognition, 
trust, and support. Their authority comes 
not from diplomas and certificates on their 
walls, but instead from the testimonies of 
the men, women, and youths whose lives 
they have touched.

Policymakers should cease relying on 
sociologists’ “failure studies” that document 
neighborhoods’ deficits as the primary way 
to describe the conditions of the poor. Those 
living in poverty should be identified not 
in terms of their liabilities and disabilities, 
but rather by their strengths and latent 
abilities. Such “capacity studies” can 
identify the coping strategies of those who 
have achieved against great odds.

The right diagnosis would give us greater 
insight on how to bend the self-sufficiency 
curve in the right direction. There are many 
myths which surround the root causes of 
poverty, some which are decades old. If we 
are truly to understand how we can help 
the people of today, then we need to look at 
what has gone wrong in the past. 

If we are looking at how we can tackle the 
social problems associated with poverty, 
then we need to look back to the worst 
times in our recent history. Times when 
unemployment has been at an all-time 
high, and times when there have been huge 
divisions in our communities. We need to 
look at what worked during these times, 
and what policies created social harmony 
and aspiration amongst poor communities. 

There cannot be a disconnect between work 
and income. Long-term benefits cannot be 
presented by governments as a replacement 
for work. How we present unemployment and 
regaining employment, is essential for the self-
esteem of the individual and their personal 
motivation for re-entering the workplace.  

There needs to be greater understanding 
and consideration by policy makers that 
not all people are unemployed for the same 
reasons. There are many different reasons 
as to why a person is not in employment. 
There is the short term unemployed that 
use welfare as an emergency measure; 
those that have never entered employment 
and are long term dependents on welfare; 
those that are mentally or physically less 
able to work; and those whose actions 
and choices have contributed to not being 
able to find employment, such as former 
prisoners.

Governments are unable to have an 
effective strategy for fighting poverty 
within communities, if their strategy is to 
treat all the unemployed as though they fall 
into one category. 

In times of crisis, experience shows that 
people turn to those nearest them, both 
in terms of their relationships, but also 
geographically for assistance. This may 
be local businesses, local acquaintances, 
places of worship, community centers or 
food bank. It is therefore, counter-intuitive 
to place most of the resources available 
to tackle poverty, far away from our 
communities.  

Not all people in poverty and not all people 
born into poverty are without work or 
means. If we are really to find solutions to 
solving poverty, then we need to take more 
time talking to the people that found a way 
out of poverty, and replicate this formula. 
We need to look at how those individuals 
residing in the poorest most deprived areas, 
managed to prosper, aspire, and succeed. 

We are looking for solutions in the wrong 
places. We have placed too great an 
emphasis on those with higher education 
and those in academia, as being able to 
solve the issue of poverty. The real experts 
on poverty are in our communities. They 
are the people who have experienced 
poverty. Policy making on poverty must 
become more inclusive, and move away 
from intellectual elitism.

Tackling the Root Causes of Poverty 
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I f you sit and listen to a parliamentary 
debate on poverty, you would be 
forgiven for concluding that the 
two opposing sides of left and right 

will never agree. Historically, there have 
been two approaches to poverty fighting, 
characterised by the left thinking it is all 
about money – or to be more precise, the 
lack of money; and the right thinking it is 
all about other factors such as employment, 
education or indebtedness. However, 
behind closed doors, when senior members 
of all parties’ converse honestly, there is a 
broad consensus that poverty is complex. 
It is about money, but it is also about other 
things too.

For too long arguments about poverty 
have diverted attention from the vital job 
of actually fighting poverty. Reaching a 
broad consensus is therefore essential if 
we are to improve the lives of people who 
are living with an unacceptable level of 
disadvantage. 

In my work at the Legatum Institute, we 
focus on the causes of poverty and not just 
the symptoms. We measure poverty in order 
to hold governments to account for their 
actions, and we work to fully understand it 
so that effective action can be taken.

Two of the major policy levers for 
addressing poverty are employment, and 
education. Employment addresses levels 
of current poverty and education reduces 
the likelihood of future poverty. There is 
no single other more effective anti-poverty 
fighting strategy than moving a family from 
unemployment to full time employment. 
74% of poor workless households who find 
fulltime work escape poverty. 

But whilst employment is key to the here 
and now, educational achievement is key 
to preventing the next generation from 
entering a life of poverty. 44% of individuals 
in persistent poverty have no qualifications 
at all, and of children with parents without 
qualifications, only 7% had not experienced 
poverty. By contrast, of children with parents 
who were qualified above a level standard, 
only 4% experienced persistent poverty.  

These are our nation’s children and 
families. We have a moment in time to 
build a nation that works for everyone and 
leaves none behind. This should be our 
number one priority at this time of national 
transition – no -one left behind. When we 
look at the huge strides taken forward with 
global poverty, we cannot and should not 
be less ambitious with our own.

POVERTY: THE 
POLICY SOLUTION 
by Philippa Stroud

Philippa Stroud
Baroness Philippa Stroud is 
CEO of the Legatum Institute, 
an international think tank 
and educational charity. 
Prior to joining the Institute, 
she was Chief Executive of 
the Centre for Social Justice 
and previously served 
as Special Adviser to the 
Secretary of State for Work 
and Pensions. Baroness 
Stroud was made a life peer 
in 2015 in recognition of her 
work tackling poverty and 
social breakdown.
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O ne of the things that keeps me 
up at night at the moment is 
this concern that the fight to 
ensure work is seen as the best 

route out of poverty is slowly being lost. 
There are two factors behind that.  First, a 
lot of people that have found their way into 
work at the moment have found themselves 
in relatively low paid work. The second 
is the issue of automation, which has 
suddenly produced a hysteria - a panic that 
we are moving towards a world of mass 
unemployment and we should just forget 
about work as a routine out of poverty, and 
we should instead focus on putting in place 
a universal basic income. 

I think we need to remember how important 
work is to get out of poverty.  Someone who 
is out of work is four times more likely to be 
in poverty than someone who is in work. In 
America, the Brookings Institution released 
a report recently that concluded that the 
poverty rate for people out of work was 
around one in three, whereas the poverty 
rate for people in work is about 3%.  So 
that data just doesn’t back up the idea that 
work isn’t important as a means of allowing 
people to progress.

We are living at a time of constrained 
budgets. The government really does not 
have as much financial power as it has 
had historically. The British welfare state 

has cost around 250 billion a year. The US 
Federal Government has spent close to $22 
trillion on the war on poverty and let’s be 
honest they haven’t got a huge amount to 
show for it. 

Community is incredibly important. 
The Economist Raj Chetty did a piece of 
research where he looked at the outcomes 
for children who have moved out of poor 
neighbourhoods at a young age and he 
found that the impact of moving a family 
out of a poor neighbourhood was quite 
minimal. Where the impact on the children 
was huge was in moving young people out 
of areas where there were intense levels of 
social breakdown.

Life outcomes are not just a factor of how 
much money and tangible investment you 
make in skills and other things.  There 
is a huge amount of value in supporting 
someone’s social capital growth. Soft skills 
are incredibly important for long term 
outcomes. We can do work with people 
who are at risk of falling into poverty and 
help build their emotional character. We 
need to work with young people on a daily 
basis so that they develop their emotional 
capacity and they can address the traumatic 
incidents that have probably gone on in 
their life, to help them become less drawn 
to gangs, crime, drugs unemployment and 
welfare dependency.

THE VITAL 
IMPORTANCE  
OF WORK
by Patrick Spencer

Patrick Spencer
Patrick Spencer is Head of 
Work and Welfare Policy 
at the Centre for Social 
Justice, which he joined after 
a career in the financial 
services industry.
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I s government the answer to how 
we can solve the poverty problem? 
Now I recognize that for some people 
in Parliament, U.S. Congress, and 

elsewhere the answer to any question is 
“Yes, government is always the answer”.  
And that’s how we end up with a Minister 
of Loneliness in this country. I mean I 
recognize loneliness being an issue and 
how important it is and therefore of course 
some people believe that we must have a 
national solution to solve this problem. And 
I am certain that the Ministry of Loneliness 
will solve this problem in exactly the same 
way that the Kellogg-Briand Pact outlawed 
war in 1916 and we’ve hardly had a problem 
since then!

But when it comes to the question of poverty, 
the question is whether government is solving 
this problem successfully or not and whether 
there might be an alternative or a better set 
of solutions to dealing with this issue.

Certainly we are spending a great deal 
of money on poverty right now. In fact 
the primary solution to solving poverty 
problems not just in the UK or EU, but in 
United States pretty much everywhere I go, 
seems to be to throw money at the problem.  
There is a certain logic to this that says that 
‘Look people are poor because they don’t 
have money and therefore the answer is 
give them money and that will solve the 
problem’ and certainly EU countries are 
spending a great deal on this. You have 
several countries spending more than 25% 
of GDP on transfer of payments to deal with 
poverty. This does not include healthcare 
or pensions and so on; this is essentially for 
poverty programs and you are seeing fairly 
substantial investments in terms of fighting 
poverty.  Even a free market individual like 
myself has to concede that it has reduced 
poverty levels at least below some arbitrary 
level that we consider poverty. 

On the other hand, at the same time we’re 
saying that we’re reducing poverty, I 
would ask if we go to any poor community, 
regardless of country, can you really say 
that the people in those neighbourhoods are 

thriving? If the ultimate goal of all public 
policy is human flourishing can we really 
say that we are being successful in terms of 
alleviating poverty if we simply raise people 
above a certain arbitrary level in terms of 
income but we are not enabling them to go 
beyond that? Shouldn’t our goal ultimately 
be that people become self-supporting, that 
they become independent, that they are able 
to fully take care of themselves and their 
families, that they can be self-actualized 
in terms of rising as far as their individual 
talents can take them in this world? If we 
simply concentrate constantly on how can 
we make poverty less miserable - and not 
on how we can generate more success, 
more prosperity, more independence, more 
freedom for every individual - are we really 
succeeding in fighting poverty?

Moreover, I think there are other problems 
that we have to raise when we start dealing 
with the question of “can government be 
the answer to poverty?”.  For one thing, 
efforts by governments to fight poverty at 
the levels we are seeing right now are not 
sustainable in the long run. I mean you just 
have to look at the debt that we are heaping 
on our children and our grandchildren and 
what’s that going to mean. Look at the long 
term viability of economies and whether 
or not they can continue to generate the 
wealth that is going to enable us to spend 
on poverty. You cannot redistribute 
something that does not exist. If you don’t 
create wealth in the first place, you cannot 
redistribute that wealth. 

Some countries have a debt to GDP ratio 
of over 100%. If you actually owe more 
than you produce in the course of a year 
then you’ve got a problem. If your credit 
card debt now exceeds your entire pre-
tax salary, at that point you begin to think 
maybe I’ve got a problem. It becomes sort 
of a self-defeating cycle. The more debt you 
create, the more taxes you create to service 
that debt; the less prosperity you have, the 
less the economy grows, the less money 
you have to deal with these problems and 
ultimately the more poverty you are going 
to have as a society.

HELPING PEOPLE 
BECOME SELF 
SUPPORTING 
by Michael D Tanner

Michael D Tanner
Michael Tanner is a CATO 
Institute Fellow and author 
of a multitude of articles 
and books on the topic of 
poverty, social welfare, 
health and social security. 
He has written widely for 
America’s most respected 
publications including 
the New York Times and 
published books with titles 
ranging from “Going for 
Broke: Deficits, Debt, and 
the Entitlement Crisis”, “The 
Poverty of Welfare: Helping 
Others in Civil Society”, “A 
New Deal for Social Security” 
and “Poverty, A Libertarian 
Perspective”.
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In addition to that, the welfare states that 
exist today get many of the incentives 
wrong when it comes to getting people out 
of poverty. There is dignity in work in itself, 
but getting a good paying job is ultimately 
the route to long term independence and 
the route to getting out of poverty over time. 

We know that for someone who leaves the 
dole and takes the job that, between the 
phase out of their benefits (which they 
start losing immediately) and the increase 
in taxes they have to pay (which they start 
paying as soon as they take that job) and 
the cost of going to work (everything from 
transportation to clothing to childcare 
and so on), in many cases it is the highest 
marginal tax rate that anyone in the world 
faces. We worry a lot about the marginal tax 
rates on capital and the marginal tax rates 
for the wealthy. The real people getting 
hurt by marginal tax rates right now are 
actually the poor who try to leave the dole 
and take a job. They are the people we are 
actually taxing into poverty.

Well the solution is often pretty obvious. If 
you were to have the option of a minimum 
wage job and the benefits you get through the 
government are equal to 150% of the wage 
you would earn in that minimum wage job, 
well, you know I’d be thinking twice about 
taking that job myself. In fact, if anybody 
wanted to come along and offer me 150% 
of what I am currently making and tell me 
that I can now stay home, I’m willing to talk 
to you just before lunch. The economists will 
tell you that leisure is an economic good and 
you have to figure that in as well. We are 
asking people to give up leisure time, we are 
asking them to give up time with their family, 
we are asking them to do something that is 
not particularly pleasant all the time. Taking 
a job, particularly entry level jobs are not 
always fun jobs. But at the same time, we are 
telling you if you take that job you are actually 
getting less money than you get today. And 
then we say, well I can’t understand why they 
don’t sign up for the work.

There is no evidence that I’ve ever seen 
that poor people are lazy. But I’ve also seen 

no evidence to suggest that poor people 
are stupid. They respond to the same 
incentives as everyone else. In fact, you 
want to see the effective marginal tax rate 
for a single parent with two children who’d 
leave the dole and take the job earning 
50% of the average wage in a country. Not 
the minimum wage which somebody with 
minimal skills is likely to enter into the 
work force at. But something that takes 
50% of the average wage and you can see 
that in some countries you are talking 
about a marginal tax rate close to 100%. 
They are no better off taking that job then if 
they remain on the dole. So we are actively 
discouraging people from getting into the 
labour force, from becoming independent, 
from being able to be self-sufficient and 
take care of their children. Those are not 
the kind of incentives we should be setting 
up within any sort of program designed to 
fight poverty.

Our poverty programs seem to be designed 
to deal with solely with material needs of 
individuals who are poor. Certainly, we 
need to do that, but they don’t deal with a 
real goal which is human flourishing. We 
are all familiar with Maslow’s Hierarchy 
of Needs. Down at the bottom, people 
need enough food, shelter, health care, the 
basics to survive. Yes, that is necessary and 
we should ensure that people have those 
things. But the real goal is at the top of that 
pyramid. That is about self-actualization. 
That is about every person becoming the 
person they want to be and can be given 
their skills and abilities. That should be 
our real goal and the current social welfare 
system does nothing to deal with that. In 
fact, it actually acts as a discouragement to 
getting those things, because it is entirely 
focused on the bottom rung of that pyramid. 
That’s why it is so important that we have all 
other organizations that can reach higher 
than that bottom rung and can do more. 

Here is the suggestion I have for governments 
everywhere. Stop making people poor. We 
can start with criminal justice reform. You 
know we have ample evidence to suggest 
that giving a person a criminal record 

when they’re young is an entry level into 
a lifetime of poverty. People can’t get jobs 
after they have a criminal record. They are 
no longer good marriageable material. We 
have heard a lot about the breaking up of 
the family. We give young men a criminal 
record when they are 18, 19 and then we 
say women should marry these young men 
before they have children. Tell me they are 
good marriageable material after they are 
in the criminal justice system and no longer 
employable! Who are these poor women 
supposed to marry? It’s not like there’s 
bunch of computer programming, PhDs 
sitting in their neighbourhoods waiting to 
marry them. 

If we want to deal with the family structure 
problem, we want to deal with the 
unemployment problem, we have to deal 
with the criminal justice problem. Now we 
know that the UK has one of the highest 
incarceration rates in Western Europe. 
Now you are still 1/6 of the United States so 
we have a lot to learn here, but still out of 
about every 100,000 UK residents, 150 are 
in the criminal justice system.  15% of those 
are in for drug offences, and particularly 
we have to worry about what happens 
when the criminal justice systems target 
poor and minority communities and what 
that does in terms of breaking down the 
community itself, because far too many of 
these communities are not treated fairly in 
the criminal justice system.

Next, we need to make sure we do education 
reform.  We know that if you drop out of 
school when you are young, the chances 
of being poor are far higher than if you 
go on and complete university.   And yet 
we are failing to prepare young people 
educationally. Just today, I picked up a copy 
of the Times and was reading about the 
huge success of free schools here in the UK, 
and yet, there are estimated to be 350,000 
fewer free school places than the demand 
would indicate.  The same goes for Southern 
Europe: it is about giving more freedom 
to parents, more control over education 
to parents, more competition and options 
within educational systems to create the 

sort of new opportunities for schooling that 
are necessary. 

We need to make savings easier.  This one 
should be a no-brainer.  Obviously, if we 
incentivise people to consume when they 
are poor, instead of to save, we are again 
setting up the sort of wrong incentives. It 
is wrong if we  say, “Oh go out and buy a 
new set of running shoes, that’s fine with 
us, but if you put money in an account for 
your kid’s education at some point, then we 
are going to punish you in some way or at 
least going to make it very difficult for you 
to do so”. 

Right now, about one out of every fifteen 
adults in the EU does not have access on a 
regular basis to a bank account. We need 
to look at those type of issues.  What are 
we doing about alternatives to banking for 
people who don’t have access to regular 
bank accounts? How can we make it easier 
for people to have access to bank accounts? 
And at the same time, when we have welfare 
programs, are we punishing people if they 
have assets? Are we imposing asset tests 
that are actually going to make it harder for 
people to save to get out of poverty, because 
we are going to punish you and take away 
your benefits if you actually do so?

And the last thing most important here, we 
need inclusive economic growth. Through 
the vast majority of human history, people 
were essentially all poor. Everybody was 
poor, in fact not just poor, but destitute. 
And then a couple of hundred years ago, 
something happened and we created 
enormous wealth. Not just for the rich but 
for everybody which lifted most of mankind 
out of the sort of abject poverty they had 
lived in for all those years and that was 
the introduction essentially of free market 
capitalism. From that point on, poverty was 
in decline. Pretty much everywhere there is 
still far too much of it, but on a worldwide 
basis and on a country basis, poverty has 
declined dramatically over the last couple 
hundred of years.  In fact, if you just want 
to look at it in terms of material goods, a 
poor person today is by and large wealthier 

Helping People Become Self Supporting 
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in most senses than the wealthy were 150 
or 200 years ago. Think about the access to 
goods and services that they have. 

We also know that sort of economic growth 
and that sort of prosperity coincides with 
economic freedom to the degree that we 
allow free market capitalism to exist: not 
the crony capitalism that involves state 
subsidies, special business deals and 
special arrangements, but open markets 
with competition and limited government 
subsidies.  To the degree that that exists, we 
know that it leads to increased economic 
growth and economic prosperity in those 
countries.  The economic freedom of the 
world index demonstrates that the more 
freedom you have in your economy, the 
more economic growth.  

We need to watch taxes and debt. Taxes 
and debt are basically interchangeable. 
I am with Milton Friedman on this one. 
It doesn’t really matter whether you are 
financing your government through debt 
or financing your government with taxes. 
In either case, you are taking money out of 
the productive sector and using it for less 
productive purposes. You need to watch 
them and make sure they don’t get too 
high to the point where they are stifling 
economic growth. You have to be aware of 
over regulation of the economy to the point 
where you begin to slow economic growth.  
You need to liberalize labour markets, so 
businesses can hire and fire. If they can’t 
fire, they don’t hire. 

I want to add that growth cannot just be 
at the top.  Inclusive economic growth 
means we need to act to make sure that 
the poor get to be part of that economic 
growth, to participate in a growing free 
market economy. That means you have to 
be particularly careful of barriers that you 
erect that prevent the poor from entering 
the marketplace. For example, here in the 
UK, 20% of all occupations now require 
some form of license by the government 
in order for people to participate in them. 
That’s doubled in the last 15 years. Licensing 
with the exams and the schooling that has 

to go with it is not all tied to safety. We are 
not talking about doctors. We are talking 
about lower level professions that are 
simply protecting,  simply erecting barriers 
to entry to keep competition out. When you 
prevent the poor from becoming part of the 
economy, from starting a business or from 
getting a job, that is locking people into 
poverty. That is not inclusive growth. That 
is cronyism if you will.  That is benefitting 
people at the top of the income scale, not 
helping people at the bottom.

So we need to make sure that growth is 
inclusive. We need free movement of goods 
and people. We need to allow people and 
goods to cross borders with as few barriers 
as possible. We need to ensure everyone 
from everywhere is participating in a 
growing economy and seeing the fruits of 
that growing economy.

And lastly, if I can come to the purpose of 
this conference, we need to empower civil 
society. We need to recognize that, if the 
answer doesn’t lie with government then 
it relies on or lies with you.  The ultimate 
answer to social problems including 
poverty is that people get involved. Now I 
hear a lot of talk about government charity, 
but government charity is an oxymoron. 
Charity is about individual voluntary 
intervention in people’s lives. In fact, the 
word charity if you go back to the biblical 
translation is the word agape which means 
love. Government is by definition the use of 
force. That is what a government is: it is a 
monopoly on the use of force.  You cannot 
do charity through the use of force. Charity 
has to be because of our love for our fellow 
man. And if we care about people, we have 
to get involved. And that’s why you’re here. 
That’s why this conference is taking place. 
Because you do. 

The government has to get off your backs. 
It has to stop interfering with what you 
are doing.  It has to stop seeing you as 
competition. Because government hates 
competition. Government hates to lose its 
purpose for doing whatever it’s doing. There 
is nothing so permanent as a temporary 

government program. Government does 
not basically want you to succeed. Because 
then why would anyone vote for them? But 
you do succeed. The stories we are hearing 

today are tremendous. They are testimony 
to the fact that you succeed. So don’t let 
government get in the way. Do what you do. 
It has never been more important.

Helping People Become Self Supporting 
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M entioning place and 
neighbourhood is important 
in the UK context because 
we have such a centralised 

public system. Our politics are very top 
down and centralised. We don’t have a lot 
of power in local communities. This is one 
thing that has got to change. 

The inspiration for the project I run in 
West London is the Harlem’s Children 
Zone.   Jeffrey Canada was an inspirational 
black youth worker in the 1980s, and he 
just found that he was rescuing a few 
individuals from a wasted life. But nothing 
was happening in the atmosphere, the sort 
of culture of the community in Harlem 
where he was working. It may well be 
that if young people are taken out of their 
place, out of their poor neighbourhood they 
improve, but that isn’t the answer is it? We 
need to change the neighbourhood, so they 
don’t need to be extracted. 

Now I went to see Jeffrey Canada in his office 
in Harlem. He had on the wall of his office 
a map of the United States, two maps of the 
United States in fact. One had all the prisons 
in it and one had all the colleges on it and he 
had dots for every young Harlem man who 
was in those institutions. His whole mission 
was to get kids to go to college, not to prison, 
and he set that out as an objective. 

He noticed that the problem was not just 
that too many were going to prison and not 
to college, but those who went to college 
never came back. His ambition was to get 
kids to go to college and then to come back 
to Harlem to live and work and make them 
transform the neighbourhood. His point 
was, when enough 18 year olds are going to 
college and are going to work and not going 
to the streets to drugs and crime, that’s 
when the 12 year olds will think that’s 
the route for me. It’s about getting people 
working on a massive scale.

In the UK, I think there is a real role 
for government, because in the UK 
government is such a strong presence in our 
communities. We don’t have what they have 

in Harlem which is not a welfare system 
but a massive tradition of philanthropy. 
Harlem’s Children’s Zone was funded and 
founded by these Wall Street billionaires 
who put an enormous amount of money 
into basically creating this non-welfare 
state in Harlem. We have a public welfare 
state here but it needs to operate in that 
way and it needs to trust local civic leaders 
to operate as they see best by harnessing 
the resources and assets to the community, 
rather than by commissioning services 
based on fixing problems: fix mental health, 
fix teenage pregnancy, fix depression, 
fix unemployment, etc - fixing all these 
problems just in terms of the problems that 
they identify as, rather than as people with 
huge capabilities and strengths. So we need 
to turn government into an enabler not a 
problem solver.

We need a new spirit of civic investment 
in our communities to give people the 
foundations on which they can rise.  A 
lot of that is about enterprise, but a lot of 
that is about family stability and about 
communities looking after each other and I 
think that is the root of economic prosperity. 
The reason that some young people do better, 
some ethnic groups do better than others is 
because of the culture of that community 
and the culture that is in that home.  That 
has got to be stated and acknowledged; and 
the responsibility needs to be placed where 
it belongs, which is in the home and in the 
wider community. 

The project I lead in West London is all about 
supporting families to do the right thing on 
their own.  If there is a problem, it is probably 
because the family is struggling. Not through 
any fault of their own; there is no point in 
making an issue around blame. It is because 
there are cultural influences in that family 
as well as economic ones which are making 
it struggle. So, rather than imaging that we 
can fix this through really good schools 
(because we’ve got good schools in lots of 
places, and schools can do an amazing job), 
you have got to have a whole local ecology 
of functioning systems.  The first and most 
important one is the family.

FAMILIES MATTER  
by Danny Kruger

Danny Kruger
Danny Kruger is the founder 
of Only Connect, a criminal 
justice project, and of 
the West London Zone 
for Children and Young 
People, a place-based early 
intervention project.
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I n my experience of the UK, the 
importance of education has been 
striking, so let’s start there. One of 
the things that I think has been most 

interesting in recent years is that, in parts 
of London, the attainment gap between 
disadvantaged and advantaged children 
has closed. In has happened in Newham 
in East London, a part of London that has 
been associated with high levels of child 
poverty and with social breakdown issues 
that are synonymous with poverty. 

The attainment gap has been closed largely 
due to very significant investment in early 
stage education. A lot of people who ended 
up going into the criminal justice system 
never had a chance of education and 
developing those skills.  The importance of 
investing in early age education at reducing 
that attainment gap has been proven to be 
quite significant.

It’s not all about money. But I say it’s 
probably about half of it. The other half 
has been significant focus on leadership 
and best practice in the education system. 
I know from experience with some friends 
and former colleagues who teach in that 
part of London that the focus on improving 
the quality of teaching has been significant 
at reducing that attainment gap; and also 
ensuring the head teacher in a lot of these 
schools is a leader in this area.  But my 
broader point is that early intervention is 
key to solving a lot of problems that come 
out later in life.

When we lend someone some money, we 
help get them started in a job or to a start-
up business.  Whether they are is successful 
or not does not matter. What is really 

important is that they tried.  For so many of 
the people who come to us (many of them 
are single mums), being seen to be trying to 
do something different has such a profound 
impact on your children and the people 
around you that is a measurable benefit.   
It is so profound that we can see that as 
something that is really important someone 
has said ‘We’ll give you a chance.’ That is 
really powerful. The second thing that is 
really powerful is that people see that they 
are trying to do something, that they do not 
have to accept the place where they are at, 
and that they are seen as someone with 
ability and not within ability. 

Work is a way of solving poverty; having 
income solves financial poverty but work 
solves all those other forms of poverty, the 
poverty of hope, the poverty of aspiration, 
lots of different things. 

We did some data-mining two years ago 
and what we found was that that when we 
lent to a woman, the likelihood of us getting 
our money back was really high. When 
we lent to a man, particularly if that man 
was under the age of 30, the chances of us 
getting our money back was really low. 

We’ve seen that of the people who come to 
us with a business idea, the men tend to be 
incredibly bold, incredibly grand and they 
are about to develop the next Apple product 
or the next Facebook. But when a lady 
comes to us, she is very much realistic about 
what she wants to do; she has taken stock of 
what her skills are, what her social network 
is, who she is going to sell to, and what she is 
going to do. We have limited resources that 
we are increasingly targeting at women, and 
we are seeing huge value in doing so.

EMPHASIZING 
EARLY AGE 
EDUCATION  
by Duncan Parker

Duncan Parker
Duncan Parker has a unique 
academic and professional 
background in the third 
sector and the commercial 
world, blending commercial 
solutions to poverty issues. 
The Fredericks Foundation is 
a microfinance charity.
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I will start by telling you three hidden 
causes that I think are approaches 
to poverty and making the situation 
worse.

The first hidden cause of poverty is that I 
think there has been general consensus over 
history on making poverty slightly more 
tolerable and slightly more comfortable for 
people, rather than making it truly escapable. 
Poverty should be a temporary state if at 
all. Not something that is maintained and 
consistent thing for people. I think that we 
should be focused on helping people escape 
poverty rather than making it better for 
them.

The second is what has been broadly 
coined now as the deficit approach. 
What this means to me is focusing on 
people’s disadvantages, their needs and 
their perceived weaknesses; rather than 
focusing on their strengths, their potential, 
their opportunities and what they can do. 
I think that this robs them of their agency 
and their ability to be masters of their own 
destiny. I think if we really want to tackle 
poverty we need to be much more positive 
about the way we treat people and much 
more in line with what they want to do in 
terms of the support we provide.

The third approach both builds on, and is 
all most a symptom of, both of these. I think 
it is paternalism. I think if you’re aiming to 
make poverty slightly more bearable for 
people rather than helping them to make 
them escape it, if you are focused on their 
deficits, their disadvantages rather than 
their potential, you end up treating them 
as ‘other’. You don’t see poverty or people 
suffering from poverty as being similar to 
us or the same as us. You see them as being 
this other group of people. What you then 
get are very top-down approaches, and 
very churn-oriented services which are 
really focused on doing something in the 
short term, rather than being alongside 
people in the long term. 

I think all three of those things actually 
make the situation a lot worse and are 

actually contributing to the persistent 
poverty that we see in this country today. 

The London Community Foundation (LCF) 
is one of 1,700 community foundations 
around the world and one of 45 community 
foundations across the UK. And we are 
really here to encourage, support and direct 
philanthropy around the local area, in our 
case, London. We really are the charity 
for grassroots London. We are experts at 
directing investment into small, under the 
radar groups. So for some small charities 
that are operating at a community level 
doing really amazing things, they don’t 
have big marketing teams, they don’t have 
fundraising teams - how do you get to them? 
We are experts and in identifying them we 
can give them the support they need, both 
to maintain their current worth but also to 
grow and develop as well. 

We truly believe that it is grassroots 
organisations that hold the key to alleviating 
poverty and improving the lives of the most 
disadvantaged. And this is for a couple of 
reasons. Most community-led projects 
wouldn’t have people in them that would 
describe themselves as entrepreneurial, 
but I thoroughly believe that they are. 
They see a problem and they do something 
about it. They are filling a gap to devise a 
solution. The main difference I think with 
local solutions to poverty as opposed to top 
down paternalistic ones are they they’re 
relational, they are based on trust and 
they’re with people for the long term. Our 
experience has really shown us that if you 
trust communities characterised as poor or 
disadvantaged and give them a chance, they 
will succeed. We are very pro-risk at the LCF. 
We are not averse to giving organizations 
their first grant or taking a punt on a good 
idea and I think when we have done that, 
we have seen organisations really grow and 
develop and see a significant change.

So what do we actually do in practice? 
We award grants to a wide range of 
organisations across multiple different 
themes - from projects working around 
environmental issues to tackling violence 

GRASSROOTS 
ORGANIZATIONS 
HOLD THE KEY  
by Alex Le Vey

Alex Le Vey
Alex Le Vey was (at the 
time of speaking)  the 
London Community 
Foundation’s (LCF) Director 
of Development. The LCF has 
invested more than £55m 
in over 11,500 grassroots 
projects since its inception.
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against women and girls, tackling youth 
involvement in crime. You name it, we are 
really there to support it. We strive to make 
our grant-making process very transparent, 
very supportive and accessible. We are 
not one of those funders that sits in their 
office and not get involved with things 
at a community level. We go out, we visit 
projects, we speak to them over the phone. 
We are there to help and assist them. We 
are not there to put up barriers to them. 

That has resulted in us investing about 6 
million in just over 1,000 different projects. 
Our team has a very deep thematic 
understanding off the issues, and we really 
try to get to grips with what’s going on. For 
example, in recent times there has been 
a really big push to raise awareness of 
mental health issues. This is fantastic, but it 
has actually left a bit of a gap in terms of the 
services, so we focus on service provision 
in that area rather than awareness raising. 
And we have very strong local networks, so 
depending on where we are investing over 
London, we get to know the people on the 
ground and the other more infrastructure 
led organisations in those areas. So we 
can build bridges and really reach the 
organisations we want to. 

The thing I am most proud of the LCF is 
that we are not always looking for the 
best written proposals; we are looking for 
the best ideas. If something comes in and 
really is a nugget of gold, it doesn’t matter 
how it is presented; we will work with the 
organisation to get it up to the right standard 
so that we can make it more sustainable in 
the long term.  

I started with the three hidden causes of 
poverty, so I thought it was only fitting that 
I end with three ways that I think we can 
tackle things more effectively:

The first is that I think we need to 
fundamentally change the way we think 
about poverty and people who are suffering 
from poverty and disadvantage. Instead of 
viewing these people as “other” or a group 
of people that need to have something done 
to them, we need to see them as part of the 
solution to the problem. We need to leverage 
their talent, their skills, their expertise and 
their ideas to really unlock their potential. 

Second, we need to trust communities 
that are characterised as poor and 
disadvantaged. Sometimes things might go 
wrong but who cares? There is failure in the 
private sector, there’s certainly failure in 
the public sector as well. And for every idea 
that goes wrong, there is another around 
the corner that can take off and succeed. So 
we need a greater degree of trust. 

Third, I think we need to invest in initiatives 
that are fundamentally relational at their core. 
And that means person-focused and person-
centred. If all we are focused on is short term 
goals- getting someone say who is unemployed 
into work and is then unemployed again 6 
months later for the benefit of an overall 
statistic, we are not going to be fundamentally 
changing that person’s life.

I think that if we adopt these three 
approaches, we will counteract the first 
three hidden causes of poverty and see 
some fundamental change.

Grassroots organizations hold the key 



32 33

ec
rg

lo
ba

lp
ov

er
ty

su
m

m
it.

co
m

Inspiration to Achieve Dreams

THE POWER OF 
MICRO LENDING 
by Syed Kamall

Syed Kamall
Syed Kamall is Co-Chair of 
the ECR Group of MEPs in 
the European Parliament.  
He convened the 2018 Global 
Poverty Summit in London 
to share and spread practical 
policy ideas for tackling 
poverty that supplement 
existing efforts, and in some 
cases, surpass tried and 
failed solutions.

M icro lending and micro 
loans are an effective way 
of enabling businesses 
and individuals to provide 

support to disadvantaged people, who want 
to start their own businesses and who may 
not, due to their circumstances, be able to 
access funding from conventional avenues 
such as banks.  One such example is the 
micro lending site Kiva. What more needs 
to be done to unleash the power of micro 
lending?  

Many people living in poverty do not 
know about micro lending, or that this is 
even an option for their situation. Having 
no credit history, bad credit, or the need 
to access funds quickly are all reasons to 
seek a micro-loan. We need to encourage 
governments and larger NGOs to advocate 
micro lending as a solution to poverty 
because they encourage entrepreneurship. 

Lending is better than giving because when 
the money is returned, it can be used over 
and over again.  Loans go to places where 
they are really needed, where people are 
actually asking for them. So a micro-loan 
often has magnified effects in terms of both 
reach and recycling funds to new projects.

The success of micro-lending should not 
be judged purely against whether they are 
repaid, but against whether they assist in 
making an enterprise profitable.  Paying 
back the loans must not come at the cost 
of selling vital assets of a business, a child 
missing school to help the enterprise, or 
taking out further loans. Any micro loans 

program should put emphasis on the 
importance of prioritising savings. Farmers, 
for example, should put aside money for 
months where there are no crops.

One of the great advantages of micro 
loans is their flexibility with regard to 
their repayment structure. However, one 
restriction they pose, is what the loan can be 
used to pay for. Where a businesses’ income 
is cyclical, there is a strong case for micro 
loans to be mixed purpose, enabling them 
to be deployed to tide people over for food 
and day-to-day expenses.  It is important 
that we keep having the discussion on how 
the system can be improved and refined.

Encouraging repayment of micro-loans 
is hugely important, not just to keep the 
chain of loans going in order to help other 
people, but to instill a business ethos in the 
individuals receiving them.  When they have 
a good track record of repaying their loans, 
they can return for future investment if they 
need to scale up and grow their business. 

However, we should also make sure we 
avoid the pitfalls of micro-lending, such 
as the spate of reported suicides in rural 
India when many borrowers simply could 
not afford to repay their loans.  This was 
reportedly due to aggressive micro loan 
sales agents not checking the ability of 
lenders to repay their loans.

Microlending can be a powerful tool 
for helping individuals take steps out of 
poverty, but lenders need to act responsibly 
so as not to trap borrowers in debt.
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IMPACT OF THE 
BAILOUT OF 
GREECE
by Marie Halaka

Marie Halaka
In 2012, when Greece 
collapsed under an 
unprecedented financial and 
social crisis, Marie Halaka 
quit a successful corporate 
career in Management and 
Marketing, to join Greek 
humanitarian NGO PRAKSIS 
where she holds the position 
of Fundraising Director, 
developing, implementing 
and applying community 
development initiatives.

I met Nikos in NGO PRAKSIS’ day 
center for the homeless in downtown 
Athens in 2013. He was the owner of 
a marble store on Tinos Island. In the 

midst of the financial crisis, construction 
halted, new buildings were scarce and 
eventually he had to close down his 
business. Only debts were left for him. 
In his late 50s, although an experienced 
craftsman, he could not find any job. The 
bank seized his house. 

Not able to provide for his family anymore, 
he was too ashamed to remain in his 
hometown. He told everyone he would 
move to the U.S.A where his brother owned a 
restaurant. He left Tinos Island and came to 
Athens. He came to disappear in the crowd, 
to vanish his shame of bankruptcy. His 
younger daughter is a University student in 
Athens. She does not know, however, that 
her father has been homeless for almost 
three years in the same city. When Nikos 
speaks about his daughter, he bursts into 
tears. He has no income, no social welfare. 
He was a businessman. He says he never 
imagined a life reduced to food handouts. 
Five years later, he has now come to terms 
with the fact he will not be able to find a job 
anymore at 55, and he will never as such 
receive a pension. 

He comes to the Day Center to have a shower, 
wash his clothes, have some rest, see the 
doctor, have a snack, speak to someone, feel 
secure, and borrow a book for the night. As 
he says, “I need to feel human again, for a 
little while”. In his wallet, he has the Day 
Center card and a crinkled picture of his 
family. The same family that still believes 
Nikos leads a fine life in the USA and forgot 
all about them.

After eight years, the European financial 
recession evolved into the deepest 
unprecedented depression for Greece. 
Since 2015, the left wing party Syriza 
implements to the full and above, all 
measures inflicted by the austerity 
scheme: mechanisms of unbearable belt-
tightening, extreme taxation measures 
(up to 75% for Greek professionals and 

freelancers), shrinking income, capital 
controls and pension cuts, all in exchange 
for a cash bailout “raft” from the Eurozone 
governments and the IMF. Simultaneously, 
as any left wing party would be expected 
to, Syriza has pledged to actively support 
social measures protecting vulnerable 
groups. As a result, the exodus from the 
stability program along with the return 
to a level of normality was expected 
within 2018 while vulnerable groups were 
supposed to be protected.

Mr Aristides is 78 years old. He is a retired 
teacher. He had a decent life until recently. 
After 22 cuts to his pension, he finds 
himself unable to face his expenses. He 
prioritized his rent to avoid being evicted, 
more than half of his pension covering 
the cost of his small apartment. He gives 
the rest of his pension to his daughter 
and son, both unemployed and unable to 
sustain themselves. Mr Aristides ’utility 
bills remain unpaid. As a result, he has 
not had running water in his house for the 
past three months. He is part of the 21% of 
Greeks who live in conditions of extreme 
poverty, leading Greece to the second 
place of poverty among EU countries, after 
Bulgaria.  The burden of the economic 
adjustment was not spread in a socially fair 
way between the different layers of society, 
while reforms directly impacted a rapidly 
deteriorating social situation. 

Mr Aristides silently lines up at the soup 
kitchen of the Athens municipality. He is 
one of the 1,500 people that are fed daily 
there. The soup kitchen is quite close to 
Koumoundourou Square where Syriza’s 
party offices are located. The PRAKSIS NGO 
shower bus also stops there once a week 
and Mr Aristides never misses a chance to 
have a shower. “I will be 79 in a few weeks. 
It’s not the future I am afraid of. There is 
not much left of it for me. It is the present 
that scares me.”

Given the experiences of many others 
like him, is not Syriza’s triumphalism 
about actively supporting and protecting 
vulnerable groups misplaced?
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EDUCATION 
AND SOCIAL 
ENTERPRISES  
IN ROMANIA  
by Flavian-Catalin Pah 

The refugee crisis that blew up in 2015 
consisted of a second wave of catastrophic 
human despair. Three years later, its 
repercussions are still ongoing, despite 
European funding that was supposed to 
attend to it. The largest camp of Moria in 
Lesbos island, overcrowded and violent, is 
not simply an embarrassment for what we 
have been led to believe Europe stands for. 
It is a deplorable disgrace for humanity. 
Greece is the geographic frontier of Europe, 
but while decision-making is handled on 
a European level, the management of the 
refugee and migrant issue remains to be 
solved on a local basis. In August, Athens 
agreed to take back all asylum-seekers who 
initially applied in Greece but ultimately 
moved to Germany by passing through the 
German-Austrian border. However, the 
intricacies of diplomacy mean little to the 
7,280 miserable people crammed in Moria 
with its capacity for 3,100.

Although macroeconomic indicators might 
have improved, poverty and tolerating 
marginal living conditions have become a 
rule of thumb in 2018 Greece. Despite the 
government’s pledges for better social safety 
nets, the percentage of Greek population at 
risk of poverty or social exclusion keeps 
rising, reaching one out of every three 
Greeks (34.8%) compared to an average of 
one in five in the European Union (28.1%) 
according to Eurostat 2017 data.

Austerity, along with the imposition of 
over-taxation, extended the barriers to 
growth, repressed economic activity 
and amplified social vulnerability. The 
vicious circle of poverty eroded the private 
economy, further sliding to more poverty, 

more vulnerability, and increased social 
unfairness.  The unemployment rate is 
still well above 20%, more than double the 
average 2016 EU level. Youth unemployment 
remains massive (45%) despite the huge 
human capital loss of 427,000 young highly 
educated Greeks who have fled the country 
over the last eight years hoping for a better 
future. 

On the other hand, with considerably less 
funds, civil society, private foundations 
and initiatives and leading NGOs such 
as PRAKSIS have provided social safety 
nets and reached out to a large number 
of beneficiaries with long term, poverty-
ending, sustainable, cost efficient and 
innovative solutions.  It’s not about money, 
it’s about resource capitalization. It’s a 
different perspective on handling funds, 
a change in goals and a new definition of 
what a social safety net should really be. 

The existing government social expenditure 
model alleviates some aspects of poverty 
but simultaneously reproduces it. Political 
and administrative limitations have not 
promoted viable long term solutions nor 
transformational programs of support. As 
long as the welfare state does not focus on 
empowering people to stand up and live up 
with their own choices in self dependency, 
social safety nets will keep on failing and 
poverty will reproduce itself. 

The efficiency of the Greek welfare state 
is being questioned in terms of its fiscal 
cost versus its impact. Private initiatives 
can achieve more with considerably less, 
and this is something Mr. Nikos and Mr. 
Aristides know very well.

Impact of the Bailout of Greece

Flavian-Catalin Pah
Flavian-Catalin Pah is 
President of the “Professor 
Gheorghe Balaci” Association, 
which started as a small 
Romanian NGO, dedicated 
to tackling the high rate 
of early school dropout 
and to support students 
from Romanian villages in 
continuing their education. 
With the involvement of 
highly experienced teachers, 
the association designs and 
implements after school 
programs, dedicated to 
meeting the needs of 25-30 
student groups, particularly 
ensuring that they reach basic 
standards of literacy.

I n most of the cases, young students 
give up school because of poverty 
and lack of family support. 

Our NGO encourages and helps parents 
to start different social enterprises, while 
offering access to micro-finance, proper 
know-how and local market. 

Based on the continuous support offered 
by the NGO, each social enterprise develops 
at a sustainable pace with the aim of 
implementing educational program over 
the long term. 

Normally, within a 3-5 year timeframe, a 
social enterprise will have managed to fully 
support the after school program without 
needing funding assistance from the NGO. 
A standard offer is the provision to students 
of one warm meal per day, extra classes, as 
well as giving them educational materials 
from which to learn.

Our NGO is focusing its efforts in more 
and more rural communities.  It is aiming 
to scale its educational – social enterprise 
model of tackling literacy and poverty in 
more villages throughout Romania.
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T he working environment we are 
facing in Brazil is totally different 
from a European or developed 
country environment. Latin 

America is the most violent continent in 
the world, it is the most unequal continent 
in the world, it is the second most corrupt 
continent in the world.  

We see that the only solution to poverty 
is to empower individuals, through 
philanthropists and people of goodwill, 
because people cannot really rely on the 
public service. There are no standards of 
public service governance. They simply 
do not exist. We need to try to rebuild a 
sense of humanity amongst these people. 
Empowering people is the key factor for 
us. 

We are building a network of philanthropists 
in Latin America – wealthy people getting 
into partnership with communities and 
with public institutions. What we see in 
Latin America is a growing concern from 
the new generations of wealthy families 
who are not just signing a check and giving 
it to their favourite charity or talking to the 
CEO of their Foundation. We see people 
going to the favelas (shanty towns) creating 
a sort of connection with the people there 
and it’s somehow a much more sympathetic 
process. 

Community is not just your family, your 
neighbourhood, it may be the community 
within a prison. Brazil’s policy of mass 
incarcerations means it has the third 
highest prison population in the world, 
with almost 900,000 people are in prison.  
In our experience, there is a need to create 
a community there so people have a chance 
when they are out. We try to change the 
lives of prisoners, in an environment 

where no public official takes the risk of 
innovating to improve the public service 
that they manage. 

Education is one of the main challenges in 
Brazil, and there have been some programs 
provided by the last government.  They 
provide financial benefits to families if 
they send their children to school. The 
problem is that those programs turn into a 
demagogic way of controlling society and 
they have not been sustainable from the 
public spending point of view. 

The key factor in fighting poverty in Brazil 
is having people who are inspirational for 
those kids in the favelas.  This is the main 
way to persuade them to think ‘Oh I don’t 
want to be a criminal.’ Because 90% of kids 
in the favelas at the age of 14, between 12 
and 14, are basically deciding whether they 
are going to lead a life of crime or to do a 
job that is not recognized formally - turning 
to the informal economy. Institutions, 
NGOs, and public private partnerships can 
provide examples to these kids.  It is the 
only way really to make a difference. 

In the case of Brazil, getting a job is not the 
real solution.  It could help somehow but 
the salary gap in Brazil is huge. Anyone 
who gets a regular job like a bus driver, or 
even police officer, cannot really support 
a family. Organized crime is much more 
appealing and provides more opportunities 
than getting a regular job.  Latin Americans 
are so creative that they can put together 
something new without really any 
resources except the tools in their favelas.  
So we think that entrepreneurship and 
supporting entrepreneurship is really the 
solution. Empowering these people to build 
their own business is a way for them to get 
out of poverty.

GRASSROOTS 
PHILANTHROPY IN 
LATIN AMERICA  
by Piero Bonadeo 

Piero Bonadeo
Piero Bonadeo is Vice-
President at Humanitas360, 
an innovative “think do-
tank” committed to building 
human connections as a 
powerful tool to promote 
change in Latin America, 
and Executive Director at 
Purpose Driven Resources 
Institute, a philanthropic 
institute tackling inequality 
through social civic 
entrepreneurship in Brazil.
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W e set up Regenerate because 
of some of the needs we 
saw at the time. There was 
a report that came out that 

said at the time there were a high number 
of elderly people on the estate. There were 
elderly people on our estate that hadn’t been 
out of their home for over 20 years. There 
was a big fear of crime and there was a lot 
of youth anti-social behaviour and that sort 
of thing. So we started something, we just 
started small. There was just a little lunch 
club on the estate and that quickly grew and 
we had about 200 members. We did Monday 
to Friday lunches for the pensioners and off 
the back of that we started some programmes 
for young people. 

The most exciting thing that I am seeing is 
the way in which most people are getting 
out of poverty and that’s some of the people 
we are getting alongside. I’ll just tell you my 
favourite story. 

One of the lads that was involved in our 
project was a kid called Luke. He was a kid 
who you would say grew up in poverty. 
His Dad was in and out of prison. His mum 
passed away when he was really young, so 
he was in and out of foster care. When his 
Dad was in prison, he was running the drug 
dealing businesses for his Dad. This was 
when he was like 14 or 15 years old. He was 
a kid struggling in school, getting arrested 
and addicted to drugs. 

We had an opportunity to take a lot of young 
people from our estate - who had to come to 
some of our projects - to go and help run a 
camp for some street kids in Kenya on the 
edge of a slum in Nairobi. We took a group 
of young people and we thought “Why 
don’t we take Luke? This could be the thing 
that he really needs. It could be a great 
experience for him to get out of the estate, 
get away, and let’s go and do something 
good.” So we went on the trip and camped 
out on the edge of the slum.

Just before we went on this trip, Luke had 
got a job as an apprentice car mechanic. 
He was buzzing about this because he got 

kicked out of school and the garage gave 
him an opportunity. We were camping out 
for about 5 days and Luke became friends 
with guys his own age. He was telling them 
how he had become a car mechanic and 
how he could get 100 quid a week.  These 
kids he became friends with were saying 
to him “Oh I wish we could become car 
mechanics… wish we could earn 100 a 
week ... we get our food out of dustbins we 
live on the streets.” 

That did something to Luke’s life and Luke 
was like “Well if I can be a mechanic, you 
can be a mechanic too.” He said, “I’m going 
to build you lot a garage so you can be 
mechanics”. So I was thinking: “Oh flipping 
heck, Luke, you can’t promise these kids 
you’re going to build them a garage in 
Kenya. We are probably not coming back 
here. It’s expensive to get to Kenya.”

Luke said this to the guy who had organized 
the camp, a Kenyan guy who was an ex-street 
kid who was organising stuff for the kids in 
his community and he said, “Yeh, we would 
love a garage”. So we came back actually off 
that trip from Kenya and Luke had a vision 
in his life. It completely changed him. He 
gave up drugs, he got his head down at 
work, he stuck the job out. Every Friday he 
would come and see me with £100 for the 
next 6 weeks, so he gave all of his wages 
for the next 6 weeks, until we had enough 
money to buy a small plot of land in Kenya. 
Then he raised another £500 over the next 
6 weeks to put a fence up round this land. 
He spent the next five years raising money 
to go back out there - raising money to build 
a garage. He raised over £30,000 by doing 
talks, by doing fundraisers and by putting 
in his own money. When he got promoted 
at work, he put that money in too. 

This was a kid that was one of the most 
dysfunctional kids really on our estate. But 
he had a vision that he wanted to make 
a difference in the world. He wanted to 
change other people’s lives. Now that garage 
is employing loads of ex-street kids. It’s a 
massive enterprise that’s is going really 
well. We started taking a lot more young 

LONDON’S  
POOR FIGHTING 
POVERTY IN KENYA  
by Andy Smith 

Andy Smith
In 1996 Andy Smith and 
a group of friends moved 
into one of the biggest 
housing estates in Europe 
in Roehampton and soon 
began to see some of the 
negative things that went 
on within the community. In 
January 2000, with help from 
his mum, Andy and his wife 
Clare formed Regenerate, a 
Christian faith-based charity. 
It has been so successful 
that over the years they have 
also begun taking what has 
been done in Roehampton to 
many other housing estates 
around West London.
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people to get their help with the project. 
They were from gangs and different estates 
around South West London and young 
people would come and say, “Oh it’s great! 
Luke’s built a garage, but there are kids 
living on the street. We need to be building 
homes.” 

So it’s getting them alongside the kids that 
have been in trouble. Guys that have been 
in prison, guys who have been selling crack, 
guys that have been shot and stabbed. 
Getting them to be a part of a solution and 
making a difference in the world.  It was on 
one of those trips one of the lads said to me 
one night, when we had been helping set 
up this home, “I really love doing this, but 
I hate what I’m doing at home. I’m selling 
crack back at home. Last week someone 
tried to shoot me, they missed. I hate my life 
but I can’t even get a job at Asda. What can 
I do? Please Andy can I work at Regenerate. 
Please Andy, I’ll work minimum wage. I’ll 
do anything.” 

He failed at school and was selling drugs, 
but he hated it. His life and was in danger. 
That’s where we came up with this idea. 
Why don’t we create a scheme where we 
employ some of these young people get 

alongside them and give them support, 
mentor them, support them in their 
dream? And so we have started something 
called the Feel Good Bakery. We employ 
guys coming out of gangs, coming out of 
prison and they want to turn their lives 
around.

We are making sandwiches. We have got a 
commercial kitchen and we are delivering 
to offices all over London. Google “the 
Feel Good Bakery”, and we would love to 
deliver to you!  At the Feel Good Bakery, we 
have employed just about 40 young people 
through that scheme now and most of them 
have all been NEETS (Not in education, 
employment or training). 

Most of them have been in gangs or in prisons 
and they want to get out. They are just 
looking for that opportunity. One of them 
said “It’s great we are making sandwiches, 
but why not for each sandwich we sell, 
we use to money to feed a kid working in 
Kenya or Romania, where we have been 
doing trips.” That’s how that model works, 
and they are part of something now. We 
have funded around 100,000 meals for kids 
in those projects now and that’s been done 
by the kids from our estates.

London’s Poor Fighting Poverty in Kenya
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Inspiration to Achieve Dreams

INSPIRATION TO 
ACHIEVE DREAMS
by David Barker

David Barker
David Barker is director 
of the Tech Centre, a 
social enterprise which 
champions tech start-ups. An 
entrepreneur who grew up 
in poverty and left school at 
16, he went on to co-found 
one of the first internet 
startups in the UK, producing 
websites and platforms.

I was one of the first internet 
entrepreneurs in 1994. It very nearly 
didn’t happen because when I was 
16 I was unemployed. I was in the 

north of England and I was told by my 
careers teachers “don’t aspire for a career 
in technology, you’re never going to do it…
because you’re from a poor background. I 
can help you get a job you really don’t want. 
Just lower your aspirations.” I couldn’t 
believe I was hearing that and I decided not 
to listen. 

I left school unemployed, trying to find my 
way. It took a few months, but after finding 
no opportunities I started to think, “Is it 
true? Can people like me actually not do 
this?” Essentially, I ended up just praying 
for a miracle and a miracle arrived. 
Margaret Thatcher… 

The perfect government intervention in 
poverty is for the government to mobilise 
the private sector to care about unemployed 
youth, to create apprenticeships, to create 
opportunities. That was what the youth 
training scheme (YTS) was for. That is what 
it was engineered to do… and it worked. It 
lifted me out of this place of “no hope” to 
“hope”. My apprenticeship started.  They 
then took me on as a full-time member of 
staff. Seven years later, I was one of the first 
internet entrepreneurs.

The sad story was the people who didn’t 
make it. A lot of my friends at school 
believed their careers teachers who said 
they couldn’t achieve their dreams and 
decided to not even bother. I met them 
seven years later. One had been in and out 
of prison. One was homeless. He told me 
about Danny and Ian who had committed 
suicide. And these are the people who had 
been left behind. Actually, at 16 we were 
just good kids looking for a dream.

So obviously you move on, and we had 
created a business and started to grow it. 
My contract with society was that I’ll grow 
the business and that it will be a good 
business. We will create good jobs, we will 
give young people a chance, we will pay our 

taxes, we will donate to charity, personally 
and professionally. That’s my role in society 
and I thought that was a good thing. And 
I believe capitalism is a good thing. I just 
think it can be better.

By 2004, I was travelling the world working 
with global corporations and driving the 
internet adoption across businesses and 
civil society. But I became disillusioned 
that it wasn’t happening. All I was seeing 
was this: more crime, more homelessness, 
more racism and intolerance. I went to the 
boardroom and resigned, exited my company 
and I became a social entrepreneur. 

Where do you start? But the thing for me is 
you just start and that’s the key. So I spent a 
year studying poverty and unemployment. 
I worked with homeless rough sleepers 
in London, spent time with gangs, single 
mums, people with disabilities, in order to 
understand why people were not in work. 
I went to Palestine/ Israel. I went to Berlin, 
Uganda, China and Russia to understand 
the breakdown between government, 
businesses and civil society - looking for a 
way to contribute. 

When you get all that information, it can 
be overwhelming.  I don’t just want to be 
an activist, I want to be a solution creator 
if you like. I was looking for what I could 
do to help so I picked a strand. I picked 
worklessness. I picked the fact that people 
lived in the wrong place. I picked the fact 
that education failed them and training is 
failing them, and there’s nothing around 
them that can give them hope. 

I came up with pop-up skills academies. 
Academies that can open anywhere in 
the world into a community, bringing 
groups of long term unemployed onto a 
transformational program with the right 
skills that industry needs. Help them to 
graduate, to engage with employers and 
give them their opportunity. It took four 
years. It took all the money I had into 
developing that. The good news is it came 
to market in 2009. I had run out of money, 
but that was it. That was my dream. 
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The good news is that the Government 
said, “This was great, here’s a two million 
pound contract.” We opened across seven 
cities within the UK and we took all these 
long term unemployed, who had been told 
“You’re never going to be good enough for 
technology, you’re never going to be good 
enough for your dream” and we told them 
“You are good enough, we are going to be 
able to get you through it.”

That then started the movement of pop-up 
academies. But you can’t stop there, you 
have always got to keep going. What’s the 
next thing we can innovate? There are a lot 
of graduates from university in our pop up 
academies, long term unemployed and it’s 
like “You’ve had a 4 year degree, why are 
you unemployed?” Actually, we looked, and 
they have never had work experience. They 
had education, but no employability skills. 

I have spent the last two years working 
with three organisations and investors and 
we have just launched a platform to again 
mobilise businesses to say “Look, open 
your doors and give a day, a week, a month 
for work experience.  Let’s help get more 

students become employable.” So that’s 
now live and we are driving that to scale. 
Another platform is getting professionals 
into schools, because kids are sat there at 
13 years old and giving up already. We need 
people like us going in. These platforms are 
bringing professionals into schools in order 
to motivate the kids and give them hope. 

But it doesn’t stop there. Social enterprise 
is an answer but not the answer. I think 
personally we need different people, like 
us, going into politics. We are kind of scared 
of it, it’s that frightening thing, it’s hard, but 
I think what if the next generation of social 
entrepreneurs went for elections? I can’t 
ask you to be a politician if I am not willing 
to go into it myself, so 2 years ago, I trained 
with the Conservative Christian Fellowship 
(CCF).  I went to the UN. I met politicians. 
Last year I stood for election three times. 
I have not been elected yet, but I’ll get 
there. I think the key is to get more social 
entrepreneurs into politics and really bring 
government, business and civil society 
together, in order to make sure that we 
have equality of opportunity for everybody, 
regardless of their background.

Inspiration to Achieve Dreams
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T he articles in this report give 
just a flavour of some of the 
contributions that were made 
during the Global Poverty 

Summit.  In panel discussions and in 
conversations on the fringes of the 
Conference, numerous grassroots poverty-
fighting projects in many countries were 
discussed.  Poverty-fighting themes that 
emerged included: 

Training:  
Communities and local organisations should 
work alongside each other to provide vital 
services such as financial literacy training, 
group savings funds and loans, as well as 
training in bookkeeping, marketing, social 
media, and customer care. Politicians need 
to stave off any regulation that makes it 
harder and more bureaucratic to get back 
into work, start apprenticeships, or run a 
training scheme.

Building a local network: 
Many small and local start-ups want to 
grow and reach their maximum potential.  
Communities need to help individuals with 
an idea, a micro business, or those looking 
for job experience, build local connections. 
We all have a part to play in creating an 
effective network, where contacts, ideas, 
skills, and experiences can be shared in 
order to build a larger customer base and 
to access a bigger market. 

Education: 
Entrepreneurial spirit needs to be instilled 
at a young age through our education 
system and communities. We need to 
educate children that poverty is not a life 
sentence, that no matter your background 
and situation, you can take an idea and 
create something that can provide economic 
stability and jobs, not just for you, but also 
for others. 

Setting the right incentives: 
There have to be incentives to work, not 
just economic, but social and psychological.  
When community organisations and 
governments offer the opportunity to learn 
new skills and completing apprenticeships 

during periods of unemployment, we are 
providing the best possible platform for 
someone to build their confidence and 
their future. 

Criminal justice: 
A criminal record can be a lifelong block for 
re-entering the workplace.  We need more 
education in prisons, and a greater focus 
on short to medium term rehabilitation 
once individuals have left prison. Local 
businesses should be incentivised to 
emulate the schemes of bigger companies, 
and employ former prisoners, as well as to 
offer training and apprenticeships where 
there is a clear skills shortage. 

Equality of opportunity: 
The figures speak for themselves, 
large sections of our society remain 
underprivileged and disadvantaged despite 
huge economic investment by governments 
and charities. Both community organisations 
and governments should prioritise the 
underlying causes of discrimination and 
inequality of opportunity, and address 
why poverty is still so prevalent in certain 
demographics. 

There is so much good work taking place 
that there needs to be a mechanism for 
sharing it. What I have taken away from 
the Summit is the need to set up a “do 
tank”.  This concept moves away from 
the traditional “think tank” model and 
instead concentrates on increasing the 
delivery of what works, rather than the 
study of what works. The “do tank” takes 
us out of the conference hall and back into 
the real world.  The “do tank” should link 
different grassroots projects together, and 
use their shared expertise and contacts as 
the incubator to grow existing projects and 
create new ones. My hope is that we can 
build a network linking together businesses, 
local community projects, philanthropists, 
foundations, and those with much-needed 
skills. 

From this one-day Summit, so many people 
have contacted me and others involved with 
their own ideas for projects, to send me 

THE ONGOING 
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articles they found interesting, or to inform 
me they have volunteered with a local 
project. What is clear is that by meeting, 
talking, and sharing our experiences in this 
forum, we are creating an environment, 
which not only inspires, but which also 
prompts real action. These gatherings help 
highlight to each others’ projects that have 
been successful, some that have been less 
successful, and how initial ideas can be 
refined and built upon. 

That, I believe, is how we effectively show 
that there is an alternative to the welfare 
state and government intervention and 
large NGOs.  I hope that through this 

Summit, individuals have been introduced 
and will keep in contact. Only by taking the 
time to share our stories, our experiences, 
both the highs and lows, do we learn what 
works in the fight against poverty.

I hope to establish the “do tank” which 
people can turn to for advice on a wide range 
of issues, including navigating regulation, 
registration, fund raising, loans, social 
media and press. Changing the world and 
taking on the fight against poverty, seems 
like a huge challenge for any individual, 
but the power of a network can truly move 
mountains. Let’s tackle poverty community 
by community.

The Ongoing Fight Against Poverty   

Global poverty will not be solved by 
governments or foreign aid alone. 
In many local communities across 
the world, there are individuals and 
local community non-state grassroots 
organisations tackling poverty and 
social exclusion. While there are plenty 
of advocates for governments and 
large international aid organisations 
to do more, we also need to create 
environments in which individuals and 
local non-state organisations can tackle 
problems in their local communities. 
There is no one size fits all solution to 
poverty. Every situation is different. 
The ECR Global Poverty Summit will 
challenge established thinking and - by 
listening to local community grassroots 
organisations - come up with suggestions 
in a report which, I believe, if put into 
practice, will have a significant impact 
on tackling poverty in many of our local 
communities worldwide.

Syed Kamall
MEP for London and Joint-Chairman of the 
European Conservatives and Reformists Group
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Inspiration to Achieve Dreams


