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Key findings
There are different (sometimes 

contrasting) reasons why we should 
care about poverty and inequality –
instrumental concerns, they stand in 
mutually reinforcing relationships and 
hinder other goals.

Empirical evidence of a positive 
association between poverty and 
income inequality

7 mechanisms that may possibly be 
driving this positive relationship

– Political economy and public awareness
– Spatial disparities
– Housing mechanisms
– Labour market mechanisms
– Dynamic mechanisms
– Crime and the legal system 
– Resource constraints



31 policies UK focus Focus on “double dividend”
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1. Relationship to 
poverty/ inequality 
mechanisms
2. Party Political 
Support

3. Type of intervention

4. Level

5. Public Support

6. Evidence of 
effectiveness
7. Cost 

Overall

Focus on ‘double 
dividend’ of addressing 
poverty and inequality.

Based on current policies and explicit 
support (i.e. in manifestos)

Using polling (e.g. BSA, 
YouGov). Must be carefully 

interpreted. 

While not a systematic review, this analysis relies on a clear 
framework that considers the evidence of efficacy (i.e. through 
common grading schemes) but also the generalisability to the 

UK context - in some cases, this requires identifying 
intermediate outcomes and enabling factors. 

This brings together all the other components: it refrains from 
giving specific normative recommendations.

Note: policies can emerge as more or less promising.

Toolkit components: how 
do we analyse policies?

Cost to the government, categorised as 
low/medium/high.
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Tax imputed 
rent

Make second 
homes less 
attractive

Increase LHA in 
line with local 

rents

Unequal ownership of 
properties generating 

income flows and asset 
accumulation

HOUSING

Regulate the 
private rental 

market

Increase new 
affordable 
homes and 

quality of social 
housing

Housing costs 
exacerbating existing 

inequalities and 
poverty

Lack of affordable 
housing

Increase home 
ownership at 
the lower end 

of the 
distribution

http://www.lse.ac.uk/


There is growing interest in 
inequality by several organisations
that have traditionally focused 
solely on poverty – the SDGs and 
2030 agenda have played a pivotal 
role 

Guidance needed:
• Interest in multidimensional 

approaches – but often lack of a 
solid theoretical basis to 
understand multidimensionality.

• Interest in understanding how to 
work outside policy silos - but 
multisectoral approaches are 
challenging 



Project overview
• Use of the MIF as conceptual basis to ground GIZ approach
• Engagement with stakeholders to identify key policy areas 

of interventions and consultation with experts to select 
policies

• Eventually: 16 policies across the 7 MIF domains
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Connection between 3 
policies across 3 MIF 
domains and relevant SDGs 
targets

Assessment of the scale of 
interaction among the 
policies

Administrative and strategic 
synergies in turn indicate 
how the political and social 
but also fiscal, regulatory 
and implementation aspects 
of these policies intersect



What we have learnt
• There is interest in tackling both poverty and inequalities 

and in policies with a potential “double dividend” BUT
• understanding of their relationship is often less developed.
• SDGs – source of motivation but little guidance
• Interest in multidimensionality – but robust conceptual grasp 

often lacking 

• Policy toolkits can support the development of more 
rigorous policy approaches BUT

• Academic and policy interests may not align – how can we be 
useful?

• Challenges of working across countries, involving multiple 
actors

• Developing policy mixes is hard! And in practice requires 
breaking established policy silos 



Find out more!

• Poverty and Inequality Policy Toolkit – link here
• Inequality Policy Mix Toolkit – link here

https://sticerd.lse.ac.uk/case/_new/research/Inequalities_and_Poverty/policy-toolkit/default.asp
https://ipmt.poverty-inequality.com/

	Tackling poverty and inequality�How policy toolkits can provide academic rigour to policy making�
	Slide Number 2
	Title in Verdana 3
	Slide Number 4
	Title in Verdana 34pt+
	Slide Number 6
	Slide Number 7
	Slide Number 8
	Slide Number 9
	Project overview
	Slide Number 11
	Slide Number 12
	Slide Number 13
	Slide Number 14
	What we have learnt
	Find out more!

