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Abstract
The first Sustainable Development Goal expresses the global concern in poverty eradication. We looked at the
theory of poverty reduction with a long-term perspective in mind to confirm the congruence of modern approaches
and their compliance with the principles of sustainable development. Despite clear signs of targeting Sustainable
development goals to the future, we have found that future poverty needs deep discussion. We researched legal
acts, policies and scientific sources to prove the possibility and suitability of recognising future poverty as a valid
form of poverty. We considered the main possible difficulties that will challenge initiatives of future poverty exhausting. Finally, we proposed several perspective directions of further research to include the future poverty
concept into the agenda of governments and supranational organisations.
Keywords: future poverty, Sustainable development goals, forms of poverty, poverty reduction policy

Streszczenie

Pierwszy Cel Zrównoważonego Rozwoju wyraża globalną troskę o eliminację ubóstwa. W tej pracy przyjrzeliśmy
się teorii ograniczania ubóstwa w perspektywie długoterminowej, aby potwierdzić zgodność nowoczesnych podejść i ich zgodność z zasadami zrównoważonego rozwoju. Pomimo wyraźnych oznak ukierunkowania Celów
zrównoważonego rozwoju na przyszłość, stwierdziliśmy, że kwestia przyszłego ubóstwa wymaga dodatkowej
uwagi. Przeanalizowaliśmy akty prawne, polityki i źródła naukowe, aby udowodnić możliwość i stosowność uznania przyszłego ubóstwa za ważną formę ubóstwa. Zastanowiliśmy się nad głównymi możliwymi trudnościami,
które będą wyzwaniem dla przyszłych inicjatyw ograniczających ubóstwo. W końcu zaproponowaliśmy kilka perspektywicznych kierunków dalszych badań, aby włączyć koncepcję przyszłego ubóstwa do programu rządów i
organizacji ponadnarodowych.
Słowa kluczowe: przyszłe ubóstwo, Cele zrównoważonego rozwoju, typy ubóstwa, polityka zmniejszania ubóstwa
a

53

1.

Piwowarski et al./Problemy Ekorozwoju/Problems of Sustainable Development 1/2022, 52-63

Introduction

Overcoming poverty is at the top of the list of sustainable development goals set out in Transforming
our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. In addition, the UN General Assembly recognises that eradicating poverty in all its forms and
dimensions, including extreme poverty, is the greatest global challenge and an indispensable requirement for sustainable development (General Assembly of the United Nations, 2015).
Public welfare is essential for the peace and prosperity of every state. In the long run, the wealth of the
state will not matter if the people are unhappy. Cicero said: Salus popŭli – suprēma lex (The welfare of
the people shall be the supreme law). Poverty has always existed in social systems (Atkins, 2006). Historically, poverty has been criticised and glorified
(Jones, 2010). Before the rise of the social economy
theory, poverty was usually an individual or family
problem. Until the emergence of sustainable development theory, it remained a problem of region or
state. Nowadays, due to the deepening globalisation
processes, poverty has acquired the status of a global
problem determining the direction of future development for the whole human civilisation.
The problem of poverty in the global dimension has
remained relevant in recent decades. In 2019 A.
Banerjee, E. Duflo and M. Kremer won The Nobel
Prize in Economic Sciences for their experimental
approach to alleviating global poverty (Nobel Foundation, 2019). However, the only theory of poverty
is still far from complete.
The apparent reason for the absence of a general poverty reduction theory is states' individualism, differences in their political models and mechanisms, in
the level of economic development, income, opportunities, and culture. The General Assembly recognises the freedom of each state to develop and implement its different instruments to overcome poverty
(General Assembly of the United Nations, 2015).
However, this freedom is a two-sided blade. On the
one hand, states can respond flexibly to the needs of
citizens and address economic insecurity. However,
on the other hand, states can adopt declarative acts
that speak loudly about poverty but do not contain
tangible steps to overcome it.
Understanding poverty in the dimension of sustainable development requires two questions that we can
ask any citizen worldwide: What is poverty?, Why
the money is in the first place, after all?. Of course,
the answer to the first question can include concepts
like restriction, lack, unsatisfied needs, perhaps even
situation. However, in modern society, access to
goods is limited mainly by price, and the perception
of poverty as a money deficiency has been ingrained
in mass mindsets. The second question aims to clarify the differences in access to privileges separating
the poor and other groups. These issues are central
to sustainable poverty reduction policies. Unfortuna-

tely, the data show that there is no straightforward
solution at the global level.
According to The United Nations (UN) standards
(PPP $1.90 a day), in 2020, from 0.8% to 45.7% of
certain regions' populations were below the poverty
line. The worst situation was in Sub-Saharan Africa
(43.4% and 45.7%) and South Asia (22.9% and
18.2%). The anti-leaders in the ranking (according to
the UN standard) were Madagascar (77.6%), Congo
(76.6%), Burundi (71.8%), Malawi (70.3%), Central
African Republic (66.3%), Mozambique (62.9%).
However, some countries reported complete or almost complete eradication of critical poverty - Kyrgyzstan (0.9%), Sri Lanka (0.8%), Mongolia (0.5%),
and the Dominican Republic (0.4%), Tunisia (0.2%),
Jordan (0.1%), Kazakhstan (0%), Maldives (0%),
Thailand (0%), Ukraine (0%) and others (UNDP,
2020). Maybe then our research does not meet the
needs of time? Should governments simply use the
experience of countries that have successfully overcome acute poverty? Unfortunately, this is a deadend.
Poverty has been, and probably will be, one of humanity's unresolved problems for decades to come.
The UN successively includes poverty on the global
agenda, but unfortunately, that is not enough. As
Schleicher, J., Schaafsma, M., & Vira, B. (2018)
rightly point out, sustainable development goals are
the basis for a holistic perception of poverty, but
their weakness is differences in interpretation. From
the standpoint of a sustainable approach, we can see
a crucial weakness of current anti-poverty policies the almost complete absence of sight on the future.
Nobel laureates Banerjee, A. V., & Duflo, E. (2011)
called for a rethinking of poverty in the spatial dimension. Today, the spatial dimension is a popular
area of research on poverty and ways to overcome it
(Fan, 2021). However, researchers and governments
often unnoticed the temporal dimension of poverty,
although UNDP (2020) emphasises the importance
of eradicating poverty in all its forms and preserving
the results achieved in a changing world.
In 2012, Ukraine reported almost complete eradication of poverty, 0% according to the UN standard
and 1.3% according to the national standard. However, in 2019 State Statistical Service of Ukraine reported negative changes. Absolute poverty (according to the national standard, about $ 2.2 a day) was
1.1%, relative poverty (at a poverty line of about $
3.6 a day) was 24.4% (State Statistical Service of
Ukraine, 2019). Thus, the pre-2012 policies were impactful for poverty reduction but did not affect results preservation.
Governments are glad to report on poverty alleviation, but they do not consider sustainability principles and do not care about results preservation in the
long term due to different reasons.
We wish to advance views on poverty reduction as a
long-term process, not a one-time activity or shortterm phenomenon. Long-term planning has limita-
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tions. The longer the term, the higher are the uncertainty and risks associated with predictive difficulties and changes in the influence of known or new
factors. There are currently limited global plans to
tackle poverty for more than a decade. The time
frame of Global Sustainable Development Goals is
about 15 years. However, the transition of persons to
the status of adults occurs according to various criteria at 18, 21, and even 27 years. Should we take
into account the change of generations that will occur during the implementation of a plan? Does a sustainable approach require assurances that our descendants will not live in poverty?
We rely on the idea of sustainable development and
believe that the world should be better for posterity.
We do not want to leave poverty to posterity, just as
we do not want to leave hunger, global warming, and
inequality to them. Thus, we will explore the theory
of overcoming poverty from the standpoint of sustainable development, with a view to the distant future, when children born in the year of approval of
the Sustainable Development Goals will become
adults.
2.

Literature review: spatial and temporal approaches to poverty

The Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) are
global and address the universal problems of humanity. Schleicher, J., Schaafsma, M., & Vira, B. (2018)
pointed to the significant potential of SDG in solving
complex problems related to development, society,
and the environment. At the same time, Sopilnyk, R.,
& Piwowarski, J. (2021) emphasised the dynamic
nature of SDG, which germinating need for continuous enrichment of their content and interpretation.
Overcoming poverty in all its forms is the first of the
SDGs. We explore the importance of sustainable development goals for the future and, therefore, we
must note the lack of a time label in the formulation
of the first goal. The first goal is mainly about the
widespread eradication of poverty and let us call this
approach spatial.
As we will see further, the spatial approach is now
dominant in poverty studies. Current empirical research is mainly based on data provided by supranational institutions like the UN, the World Bank, et
cetera, or by national statistical services. The data allows identifying the link between poverty reduction
policies and changes in this area, clarifying the factors that affect the growth or reduction of the poor
people share in the population. These data are the basis of short-term states strategies and also it is used
to assess the success of reforms.
We understand the spatial approach as focused on
overcoming poverty today (or in the imminent future), in isolation from the sustainable development
principles. Considered space can be geographical,
social or economic, real or virtual (for ex. data or
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draft space). However, this approach is strictly limited to the present and past. The primary tool of the
spatial approach is retrospective and comparative
analysis.
The spatial approach we observed, for example, in
the article by Fan, S., & Cho, E. E. (2021), who explored policies to stimulate farming, migration to cities, and the creation of social protection networks for
rural residents. Alternatively, Alkire, S., Oldiges, C.,
& Kanagaratnam, U. (2021) proposed a significant
extension of the Multidimensional Poverty Index to
assess the resilience of people falling out of poverty.
Chen, S., & Ravallion, M. (2007) described the development of approaches to poverty assessment during 1981-2004. They found that the approach to estimating household income remained dominant but
had shortcomings. Thorbecke, E. (2013) made a relatively straightforward critique of income-based approaches to poverty assessment. Finally, Deaton, A.
(2005) pointed to bottlenecks in the methodology for
assessing the links between economic growth and
poverty reduction.
The above and other studies are significant, as they
form the basis for planning policies and measures to
timely overcome poverty, especially critical. Nevertheless, something in human nature (or in the world
economic model) does not allow us to overcome
poverty in a short time and preserve results. Therefore, to find the answer to the problem of total poverty eradication, we should consider a spatial-temporal approach.
Going beyond the spatial approach means the transition to a Spatio-temporal coordinate system. The
problem of poverty is much more profound if we
look at it in the space-time dimension. Sutter, C.,
Bruton, G. D., & Chen, J. (2019) partially covered
this issue, emphasising the long-term nature of business reforms to reduce poverty. Ding, J., Wang, Z.,
Liu, Y., & Yu, F. (2020) noted the importance of a
long-term synergy effect in the people – industry –
land system for sustainable poverty alleviation.
Similar links between poverty and sustainable development, as described by Fan, S., & Cho, EE (2021),
were investigated by Tonn, B., Hawkins, B., Rose,
E., & Marincic, M. (2021). Their work shows a clear
focus on the future. In particular, the researchers
pointed to the expected increase in the number of
poor and health problems in the United States. In addition, they described factors (such as climate
change, ageing, housing, automation of production)
that will remain relevant in the coming decades.
We can partially explain the need for approach
change through the requirement of parallel implementation of the altruistic model that underlies the
theory of sustainable development and the intergenerational sustainability dilemma. This problem extends to all areas of research and policy concerning
the prospects of human civilisation. For example, in
philosophical work on the Anthropocene, Bai, X. et
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al. (2016) state: Much of the debate about the Anthropocene has focused on interpreting past and present changes while saying little about the future.
However, sustainable development researchers are
gradually strengthening and expanding their future
vision. The transition from spatial to spatial-temporal perception of sustainable development is associated with changes in politics, society, and the psychology of people. The study results by Vainio, A.,
Pulkka, A., Paloniemi, R., Varho, V., & Tapio, P.
(2020) indicate the existence of a political need to
include assessment of the near and distant future into
socio-psychological models of people's sustainable
behaviour.
Psychological aspects of sustainable development
combine into the concept of intergenerational equity,
which denotes care for future generations (Golub,
2013). Researchers of sustainable development are
actively developing this concept and gathering convincing empirical evidence. For example, Pandit, A.,
Nakagawa, Y., Timilsina, RR, Kotani, K., & Saijo,
T. (2021) conducted a field experiment to study the
sustainable management of solid waste and proved
that the needs of imaginary future generations affect
the population's perception of sustainability policy.
Meanwhile, the results of an empirical study by
Timilsina, R. R., Kotani, K., Nakagawa, Y., & Saijo,
T. (2021) indicate that the current generation acts
primarily for their benefit and virtually ignores the
interests of future generations. Researchers have
pointed out that the urban population is less interested in sustainability. In contrast, the rural population have cohesion and the potential to solve the intergenerational equity problem. According to a study
of an overlapping generations model, Dao, N. T., &
Edenhofer, O. (2018) proved that the economy could
fall into the trap of poverty, fragile ecology and low
life expectancy due to imperfect altruism between
generations in a competitive economy.
How distant should the future be that we have to take
it into account? Iwaniec, D. M. et al. (2020) investigated sustainable future scenarios in urban planning
and identified three types, depending on the implementation period - short (up to five years), mediumterm (up to twenty years) and long-term (from forty
to eighty years). Each type has its characteristics and
benefits that are important for sustainable development. For example, Browning, M. H. E. M., &
Rigolon, A. (2019) found that the unexpected links
between poverty, the environment, and politics can
emerge in the long run.
The primary tool to look into the future from the
standpoint of sustainable development is scenario
modelling and planning. For example, Iwaniec, D.
M. et al. (2020) proposed a system of Sustainable
Future Scenarios to develop plausible, consistent
representations of the future. Their work shows the
time-spatial approach in the recommendations for
improving scenario planning, decision-making, and

building research capacity for long-term sustainability planning.
We do not consider it possible and appropriate to
abandon the spatial approach because it would mean
a departure from a sustainability paradigm in favour
of abstract futurology.
Using the spatial-time approach, we should note the
role of state and civil institutions. Koskimaa, V.,
Rapeli, L., & Hiedanpää, J. (2021) pointed out that
international commitments, semi-autonomous governance, and stakeholder participation are factors in
the effectiveness of a sustainability policy with a
view to the future. Similarly, Golub, A., Mahoney,
M., & Harlow, J. (2013) noted the importance of restorative justice to address sustainability issues in the
light of intergenerational equity. Researchers have
shown that restorative justice promotes social cohesion and improved resource management. To solve
the problem of intergenerational equity, Dao, N. T.,
& Edenhofer, O. (2018) noted the importance of ensuring a sustainable state of the social planner.
Regarding the spatial-time approach, poverty reduction policies must back up the future vision for sustainable development. For example, Edward, P., &
Sumner, A. (2014) noted significant differences in
the methods and outcomes of assessing global poverty's future extent and spread. Thus, researchers
have proposed a specific model for obtaining a consistent set of long-term global poverty estimates. On
the other hand, Iwaniec, D., Childers, D., VanLehn,
K., & Wiek, A. (2014) insisted on the expediency of
visionary modelling, which means the development
of viable and sustainable visions in compliance with
the principles of sustainability and differs from normative scenario planning. This method combines
temporal (visions of desired states) and spatial (modelling based on governments, experts and stakeholders participation) elements.
After all, current research relies on policymakers' demand, which rarely goes beyond retrospective analysis and short-term forecasts. Therefore, based on a
literature review, we formulated the following research questions:
RQ1: Is the modern concept of poverty sufficiently
future-oriented?
RQ2: Is it possible to identify a future-oriented form
of poverty?
RQ3: What problems arise if we consider the policy
of overcoming poverty with a view to the future?
Addressing these issues will strengthen the theory of
overcoming poverty and focus its development on
the long term.
3.

Results

3. 1. Is the current concept of poverty future-oriented?
We begin our research by analysing the meaning and
content of the poverty concept. The first goal of sus-
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tainable development points to poverty and all its
forms that we must overcome together. However, the
very definition of poverty is debatable.
Many factors influence the classification of a person
as poor, and it is challenging to unify them at the
global level. Therefore, governments do not pay attention to the definition of poverty because it can
complicate the policy of its reduction. The anti-poverty policies and reforms based on the poverty
threshold concept confirm the above assumption.
Despite criticism regarding the unsuitability for
long-term planning (Edward, 2014), the poverty
threshold is quite common at the global and national
levels because of its clarity and simplicity. There are
two groups of people – poor and not needy, divided
here and now by income. Everyone can compare
their income with the poverty threshold standard and
find out about their belonging to the poor. Each government can assess the number of poor citizens. Simplicity lies in the method of evaluation and availability of data and the ways of governmental response.
Supposing poverty is related to income makes the
slight raising of minimal wages an obvious answer.
On this background, the idea of overcoming poverty
in all its forms breaks, and descendants receive future poverty provoked by ineffective short-term policies.
Despite the apparent limitations, the idea and instrument of the poverty threshold play an integral role in
stimulating government action to contend poverty.
For example, the US Global Poverty Act of 2007 defines extreme global poverty and the US role in its
eradication. In addition, the US Recognizing Poverty
Act provides the basics of reforms to overcome poverty by shifting the poverty line. A similar trend is
present in European legislation.
In Article 208 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the
European Union (2016), the key objective of the Union development cooperation policy is to reduce and,
finally, eradicate poverty. Accordingly, the European Commission (2010) included the poverty
threshold concept in the Europe 2020 strategy. However, specifying the targets for 2020, the European
Commission drew attention to the interrelation between the movement of European citizens above the
poverty line, employment, education, science and
the environment.
The expanded interpretation of poverty as a phenomenon that concerns more than just income is the multidimensional approach. This approach became
widespread in the late 1990s. In 2001, the United Nations Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural
Rights (UN Committee) stressed the gradual abandonment of past views on poverty as a lack of income. Instead, the UN Committee proposed that
poverty be considered a lack of essential opportunities to meet people's needs, including food, education, dignity, social protection and inclusion.
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In The Poverty Reduction Strategy for Asia and the
Pacific, the Asian Development Bank (ADB) (1999)
defined poverty as a condition in which a person is
deprived of the primary means and opportunities to
which he or she is entitled. ADB relates the state of
poverty to the violation of human rights to work and
remuneration, to be protected from external shocks,
to participate in decision-making.
Transforming the concept of poverty to cover human
rights is an essential step towards sustainable development. However, such a transformation must be
careful because it can provoke a methodological
shift. The interdisciplinary basis of the theory of sustainable development determines the probability of
methodological pluralism. Studying poverty from
the standpoint of human rights limits the coverage of
the economic basis of related processes and vice
versa – economic research is impossible without
transforming abstract rights into specific economic
concepts.
Haughton, J. H., & Khandker, S. R. (2009) work is
an excellent example to support our reasoning. They
interpreted poverty as deprivation in well-being,
which aligns with human rights violations. Scientists
then considered two approaches to assessing such
deprivation, its sources and characteristics: a) limitations in income and consumption and b) limitations
in opportunities associated with the functioning of
the entire society. UNDP also argues that poverty
means not just making ends meet or paying the bills
for basic services on time but is multidimensional
(United Nations Development Program, 2018). We
saw the development of this thesis in the UNDP report (2020), where the goal of calculating the Multidimensional Poverty Index sounds as to shift our attention from traditional income-based poverty
measures towards a more holistic view of lived poverty.
Modern approaches to the interpretation of poverty
have their supporters and opponents, are evolving
and overgrown with new details, but, unfortunately,
do not contain a time perspective. We can imagine
extrapolating the approaches described above to the
future, but in this case, they will contain too many
unpredictable variables. The income of future generations depends not only on poverty reduction policies but also on many economic, social and behavioural factors. Similarly, the elimination of future restrictions on rights and opportunities must consider
the future development of public relations and equality policies.
Unfortunately, we must recognise that the modern
concept of poverty, which has recently undergone a
multidimensional transformation, is still not sufficiently future-oriented. Thus, the injection of time
perspective into the concept of overcoming poverty
must be gradual. Nevertheless, the time perspective
needs to acquire some form at the present stage,
which has led us to the following question: is it possible that future poverty is a form of poverty?
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3.2. Forms of poverty and future poverty
A valid question about poverty, its forms and approaches to assessment was voiced by Pritchett, L.
(2006): When the World Bank dreams of ‘a world
free of poverty’, what should it be dreaming?
Fighting abstract poverty is like fighting the world's
oceans. Concretising efforts to overcome poverty requires a clear goal – a flow that can be blocked or
diverted. Forms of poverty are becoming such a flow
in relevant policies.
Generally, poverty is a complicated phenomenon to
assess. Nevertheless, the concretisation of its forms
allows governments to develop and justify sufficiently clear plans to overcome. Absolute and relative poverty are the primary forms government and
supranational organisations operating with. Such a
classification is the most universal and, at the same
time, quite abstract.
The Council of Europe (2021) defines absolute poverty as the lack of sufficient resources to meet vital
needs. It is this idea that underlies the poverty line.
This form of poverty has a monetary expression enshrined in global documents. Globally, the Agenda
for Sustainable Development contains the criterion
of extreme poverty - to live on less than $1.25 a day.
In 2015, this criterion increased to $1.90 (United Nations Development Program, 2018).
In 2018, the World Bank raised its absolute poverty
lines, which are more flexible. Their values were
$3.20 in lower-middle-income countries and $5.50 a
day in upper-middle-income countries. In addition,
the World Bank followed global trends and implemented the Multidimensional poverty measure. This
tool aims to assess consumption, education, access
to water, sanitation and electricity (World Bank,
2020-a). Delimitation of the object of assessment according to the criterion of absolute poverty lines is
the first step to abandon this concept. Just as the
World Bank calculates absolute poverty lines for
lower-middle-income and upper-middle-income
countries, we may require a separate calculation for
agricultural or technological countries or countries
with older populations. Ultimately, the differentiation of the evaluation base leads to the transformation of the absolute approach into a relative one.
The Council of Europe (2021) points out that in Europe, poverty is usually understood as relative poverty, the availability of lower resources and opportunities for households than are considered adequate in
a particular society.
It may be convenient for individual states to formulate a national strategy for overcoming poverty based
on the poverty threshold concept (International Monetary Fund, 2016). However, the most clumsy
method is artificially raising incomes (for example,
by raising the minimum wage) without considering
inflation. As a result, real incomes will remain the
same, and may even decline, while the state will report a reduction in absolute poverty. Building a strategy to combat relative poverty can also suffer from

manipulation. In 2013, the United Nations Economic
and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific
found that economic growth in the region led to
higher incomes for the poor, but the rich became
even more wealthy. Income inequality has exacerbated the problems of the poor in various dimensions
(United Nations Economic and Social Commission
for Asia and the Pacific, 2013).
Thus, the notion of globalised relative poverty enters
the arena, and we can treat it as the third known form
of poverty - multidimensional poverty. The Council
of Europe (2021) sees a new stage in developing approaches to poverty reduction in the emergence of
the Human Development Index and other tools for
assessing multidimensional poverty. In Banerjee, A.
V., & Duflo, E. (2011), multidimensional poverty is
a holistic model based on the systemic theory of poverty. Liu, Y., & Xu, Y. (2016) noted the importance
of a multidimensional approach to developing poverty-based poverty reduction programs.
The needs and deprivations of the poor are fundamental concepts of the multidimensional approach
(UNDP, 2020). The link between poverty and need
is illustrated to some extent by the archetype of Diogenes, who refused the cup when he saw a child
drinking from the palms (Kardas, E. P., 2010). However, not everyone shares Diogenes' views.
There is an infinite number of combinations and variations of needs, and there are many approaches to
their classification. Despite some difficulties in data
collection, it is relatively easy to assess and compare
people's needs. Everyone already needs food, shelter, security, and communication (Maslow, A. H.,
1943). If we supplement this list with education,
medicine, and transport infrastructure, we will have
a ready framework for a multidimensional approach.
Maybe it is worth focusing on three forms? Nevertheless, there is still no answer about integrating future poverty into the poverty reduction policy system.
The problem of the multidimensional approach is the
disproportionate needs of individuals in the global,
which creates requirements for simplification of the
method of their evaluation and comparison, as written by Lanjouw, J., & Lanjouw, P. (2001) and Ravallion, M. (1996). Also, what about forecasting the
needs of future generations? This question is a little
bit philosophical. Twenty years ago, it was difficult
to predict that one of the most critical needs for posterity today would be access to the Internet or the
availability of the COVID-19 vaccine. Today, the
lack of Internet access and vaccines is an indicator
of poverty.
The multidimensional approach complicates the formation of public policy. Under this approach, states
have to provide a certain income level and ensure
that the formally non-poor have all they need. This
issue connects with income and non-income inequality, as the United Nations Economic and Social
Commission found analysing the Millennium Devel-
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opment Goals implementation (Asia-Pacific aspirations: Perspectives for a post-2015 development
agenda, 2013).
Finally, why should governments take poverty into
account in the long run? The simple answer is because they are obliged by law. Such an obligation
brings us to the fourth form of poverty, which we
will call the poverty-in-rights. We will look at this
form under an interdisciplinary approach, considering law, economics, and cultural aspects. The beauty
of law is its stability allowing researchers to predict
the future better than using mathematical instruments. However, we should take into account the
role of economics and cultural factors in legal doctrine evolution.
In 2001, the United Nations Committee on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights declared a human
rights approach to poverty, designed to increase the
effectiveness of poverty reduction policies. The Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rights (2004) noted that non-fulfilment of
any human rights is a fairly complete and straightforward definition of poverty. This approach developed in parallel with the multidimensional and has
similar features. Like the multidimensional, a human
rights approach promotes a much broader interpretation of poverty than lack of income.
The second article of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights states that everyone has fundamental
rights regardless of property status (United Nations,
1948). The Islamic Development Bank links poverty
overcoming to the right of all people to live in dignity and prosperity (IsDB GROUP, 2021).
The UN Global Compact links poverty to a lack of
freedom of speech and choice, access to social protection, the power to negotiate, decent work, and
points to it as the root cause of many human and labour rights violations (UN Global Compact, n.d.).
The United Nations Development Program (2018)
also points to a clear link between poverty and human rights abuses.
The Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (2004) argued in favour of
a human rights approach, arguing that any poverty
reduction policy is basing on the norms and values
established by international human rights law. However, a human rights approach has obvious limitations associated with law enforcement. Sometimes,
there is an impregnable wall between the enshrined
right and the opportunities for the poor to exercise it.
This statement applies primarily to countries with a
low level of economic development and/or a high
level of corruption, where the state budget cannot
cover all the items of expenditure necessary to ensure human rights. As a result, poor people forcedly
suffer from poor nutrition and drug shortages, receive education in unfavourable conditions (Khilukha et al., 2020), and, finally, accept lower-paid
work, which closes the circle of poverty for these
people and their descendants. Nevertheless, even
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countries with the most robust economies have the
same problems. For example, the Federal Safety Net
(founded by Robert S. Pfeiffer) says that while federal programs have helped improve the lives of millions of Americans, many people are left behind because of poor education, disability, mental illness, or
addiction to alcohol or drugs (Federal Safety Net,
n.d.).
Thus, overcoming the poverty-in-rights form can
have good results, but it is also difficult for states and
governments. Is the concept of this form of poverty
future-oriented? With some limitations, definitely
yes. Establishing the rule of law and the dictates of
human rights in the state will mean preserving these
rights for posterity. The reliability of this method is
commensurate with its complexity and can be challenged only as a result of the revolution, war, or
global crisis.
The most important feature of the human rights approach is its potential in overcoming intergenerational conflict and achieving sustainability in this
way. Uniform rules of the game, equality, and justice
for all, guarantees from the state and international organisations - this is what we can achieve by using the
human rights approach to poverty alleviation. Moreover, as Golub, A., Mahoney, M., & Harlow, J.
(2013) pointed out, a strong sense of justice between
generations is the mainstay of sustainability.
Thus, we explored four forms of poverty (absolute,
relative, multidimensional, and poverty-in-rights)
that can be addressed through anti-poverty policies.
Due to different countries' economic and cultural
factors, some forms are wider described in policies,
and others have only cognitive value. However, all
discussed forms have one thing in common - they are
an abstraction. As follows from the first SDG, poverty must be exterminated in all its forms. The conditional forms of poverty we have been talking about
serving as guidelines for governments and supranational associations. Future poverty can be a similar
higher-order abstraction with the same significance
for sustainable development.
In order to adhere to the principle of Entia non sunt
multiplicanda (Entities should not be multiplied unnecessarily), we can point to the mandatory nature
of future poverty as property or component of each
form of poverty or its consequence. We may require
governments to include a calculation of the future effect of poverty alleviation measures in short-term
policies or insist on in-depth calculations of the impact of education reforms on the educational deprivation of the poor in twenty years. But let us be honest, it will not change anything. We have already said
that the needs of future generations are a mystery to
us behind seven locks. Changing the culture and
worldview of people can shake even the legal basis
for overcoming poverty, the breakdown of which we
have seen in the example of market transformations
in post-socialist countries after the fall of the Soviet
Union (Yankovska, 2021). Therefore, from the
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standpoint of sustainable development theory, we do
not consider future poverty a tail of modern forms of
poverty.
One way or another, any honest policy of overcoming poverty impacts all forms of poverty, including
future poverty. Policies to increase the minimum income help to reduce inequality (relative poverty), increase the ability to receive education and maintain
health (multidimensional poverty), enable living in
dignity (poverty-in-rights), and, finally, create the
conditions for prosperity in the future. Reducing relative poverty means balancing the minimum income
at the higher level, equal access to quality health and
education services, justice, and better prospects for
descendants. Efforts to overcome multidimensional
poverty give impetus to higher incomes, the inclusion of the poor, and the actual realisation of human
rights. Reducing poverty-in-rights means that today
and in the future, every right will be protected by
state and society, including the right to decent work
and earnings, welfare, education, health and personal
development, and more.
If there is such a connection, why do poverty reduction policies ignore the poverty of future generations
(Lavallée, 2010)? After all, in order for our descendants to live in prosperity, decisive action by governments is needed today to raise the population above
the poverty line, ensure equality and access to social
services, ensure the rule of law, and equal access to
legal services. Let us find the guilty one.
3.3. Future poverty and comfort of governments
Poverty reduction targeting and timing have a solid
link to governance and policies (Wang, 2020; Nguyen, 2021). Cobbinah, P. B., Erdiaw-Kwasie, M. O.,
& Amoateng, P. (2015) emphasised the crucial role
of governments in tackling poverty for sustainable
development. Haughton, J. H., & Khandker, S. R.
(2009) noted that keeping poverty on the agenda is
one of the crucial reasons measuring poverty is essential.
We do not have data on future poverty, so we must
look for an alternative tool to stimulate progress in
this direction. Moreover, we must never forget that a
simplified interpretation of poverty is beneficial for
political purposes. This view corresponds to the thesis of Koskimaa, V., Rapeli, L., & Hiedanpää, J.
(2021) regarding democracies that have difficulty in
solving long-term problems. In addition, weak institutions generate reproduction patterns that lead to
poverty (Ramos-Mejía, 2018).
Comfort of governments means a policy that can
show good results in the short term. Short-term policies aimed at immediate positive results create a
warm bath for the population – an imaginary feeling
of positive change in the state. In turn, politicians receive widespread support. However, worrying about
future poverty means breaking out of the comfort
zone for politicians and the government. Schleicher,
J., Schaafsma, M., & Vira, B. (2018) pointed out that

a broad interpretation of sustainable development
goals can risk picking cherries – neglecting some of
the challenging goals.
For sustainable development, governments must define poverty as broadly as possible. Instead, the lack
of a single theory of poverty allows governments to
pursue one of two types of policy: against poverty as
a lack of money and against poverty as a lack of opportunity. Unfortunately, rare politicians will take on
the burden and responsibility of the third type –
against poverty as a threat to future generations.
It is challenging to expect promotions of the third
type of policy in countries experiencing economic
problems. The source of such doubts is the eternal
confrontation between short-term political interests
and the long-term development strategy of the state.
Fair and regular elections are a fundamental principle of democracy. However, the short tenure of most
public positions raises politicians' desire to promise
a lot but to fulfil only the simplest promises. The regression of the political system or national economic
model (for example, the transition from democracy
to tyranny or from capitalism to autocratic socialism)
does not help because it exacerbates poverty-inrights.
Let us consider some of the challenges of including
future poverty on the agenda related to governments'
desire for political comfort.
1. Instability of sustainable policy. Fritzen, S.
(2002) noted that the previous poverty alleviation policies in Vietnam were not focused on
achieving equal growth in the long term. Thus,
the sustainability of Vietnam's achievements in
poverty reduction was not guaranteed. Sustainable development policies can wear a mask, but
not be such. It is not necessary to make policy
truly sustainable to achieve specific policy goals
and create the appearance of reforms. Unstable
sustainable development policies are unsuitable
for overcoming future poverty, involves insignificant measures, and cannot be adequately integrated into the country's economic, social and
cultural space. Moreover, such policies may distort or conceal current poverty data and ignore
glaring cases of acute poverty.
2. Governments may accidentally or intentionally
exclude key elements from policies to address
future poverty. Deng, Q., Li, E., & Zhang, P.
(2020) developed the concept of forces to overcome poverty, followed by starting force, driving force and support force, (the basis of existence, acceleration and environment respectively) which must be balanced and supportive
of each other; otherwise, sustainable development is impossible. Similarly, the exclusion
from politics of one of the crucial elements of
poverty alleviation will save budget funds but
not endorse sustainability.
3. Funding to address future poverty does not yield
immediate results. Abstractly, after helping sev-
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eral families below the poverty line, the government can report on poverty reduction based on
concrete data. The clear consiquences of the
fight against future poverty may become available in decades. Thus, the current government
should reconcile that benefits from progress in
overcoming future poverty will get future governments.
4. Corruption, embezzlement, and waste are harbingers of the demise of any best poverty reduction policy. Before undertaking future poverty,
governments need to ensure that policy effectiveness is not affected by shadow factors. Otherwise, any measures to overcome future poverty can become a source of corruption.
5. Overcoming the ‘selfishness of generations’ requires governments to be highly professional,
flexible, and active in organising and financing
events and changing the culture and outlook of
the population for sustainable development. In
addition, according to Iwaniec, D., Childers, D.,
VanLehn, K., & Wiek, A. (2014), governments
need to become visionaries for overcoming future poverty, which will put forward transformational goals and a clear focus on the desirable
future state.
Thus, to empower the theory of poverty reduction for
sustainable development, we propose considering
future poverty as one of the forms of poverty mentioned in the first SDG. Such a simple step, we believe, will help consolidate the efforts of poverty theorists and practitioners to strengthen relevant policies. According to Bai, X. et al. (2016), the scientific
community needs to negotiate interdisciplinary
questioning and joint resolution with stakeholders.
We believe that the broader discussion of future poverty will inspire governments and, finally, improve
the lives of our descendants, which is the main idea
of sustainable development.
As our research is theoretical, we do not undertake
to formulate recommendations for governments, but
we can suggest further directions for research.
Joint efforts can lay the foundations for overcoming
the poverty of future generations and harmonise the
approaches of different governments, supranational
entities, and institutions:
– lawyers could examine whether it is time to include the right not to be poor in their countries'
constitutional rights,
– behaviourists should try to describe the behaviour of future generations and what we can do
now to ensure that our descendants do not inherit patterns of poverty.
– economists can suggest ways to create opportunities for future generations by implementing
long-term and long-term development projects,
such as creating an international fund to combat
future poverty.

–
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political, sociological and cultural researchers
can seek new ways of promoting equality and
social justice between generations.

Limitation
This study is theoretical and philosophical. We relied
on the previous researches, legal acts, our own experience and observations to describe the desired interpretation of the first goal of sustainable development
with a view to the future. Therefore, before implementing the above recommendations, they should be
tested using empirical methods.
Conclusions
This study found that future poverty needs to be
more widely represented in policies and discussed in
the scientific community. We have proven the possibility and expediency of interpreting future poverty
as a form of poverty like an absolute, relative, multidimensional and poverty-in-rights, which must be
annihilated to achieve the first SDG. We also briefly
noted the challenges governments and peoples might
face in developing and implementing policies to address future poverty. As a result, we have outlined
the critical directions for further research, strengthening policies to contend poverty with a view to the
future.
This study is partly idealistic. We understand that the
lack of food, clothing and shelter for modern people
means much more than the illusory happiness of descendants. Nevertheless, we believe that the golden
grain of sustainable development is growing in such
a contradiction. By ignoring the poverty of future
generations, society and governments doing the
same as previous generations, which conducted nuclear tests, saturated the atmosphere with carbon,
and polluted the oceans. It did not look like a problem in the past; technological progress was considered a boon for posterity. Now we have the consequences - global warming, chronic diseases, and extinction. Therefore, we should not hope that the descendants will cope with poverty on their own. We
believe that governments and international organisations should look at the first SDG through this approach.
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