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What shall we discuss ?
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Subjects of our discussion
S

1. What is Inclusiveness, Poverty Reduction, and Vulnerability

2. Clarifying 8 Myths and Misconceptions on Urban Poverty

3. The poor need different things - do we focus on the right approaches? 5 key
messages for subsector work beyond “affordability and access”. people’s health,
jobs and income, congestion and living, transportation, risk protection

e

Poverty analysis

Why “City Poverty and Vulnerability Profile” matters little
And why we should focus more on the ADB project context
Asking the Right Questions at IPSA level

Integrating the right answers in project design and SPRSS

A wbhPE

o

Implications for Inclusive City Working Group in ADB
1. The need to operationalize the “Enabling Inclusive Cities Toolkit” at project level ?

2. Shall we do a portfolio analysis (study) on pro-poor and inclusive projects in ADB ?
3. Examples of “inclusive” urban projects and components M
»




1. What is Poverty, IG, Vulnera L@
Clarifying Misunderstanding =3p®

Poverty

o $1.25

o P2

e Maybe city poverty line is higher
Vulnerability and equality

e More than affordability

e Do the targeted population have jobs, decent housing,
protection against risks (climate change, security, ...)

Inclusiveness
e More than access

e Whom do we typically forget?
e Gender @




2. Urban Poverty — clarifying some mythjil

(1) Asia remains still predominantly rural

Urbanization, growth, and urban poverty (2012

city level of urban GDP per
population  urbaniza poverty | capita (GNI
Y Asia is urbanizing but it as % of total tionin  incidence USD. PPP
remains mainly rural, even S S R T
’ developing world 11.6
more so than Sub-Sahara Asia _ 450 132
. . . Southeast Asia 46.0 297
Africa and especially Latin Cambodia 200 292 118 2328
I Indonesia 50.7 537 92 4 632
Amerlc_a _ . Lao PDR 34.3 53.1 17.4 2424
e There is urbanization, but A P B2 T 1604
urbanization is still; low in Thailand U1 458 30 9 573
i Viet M 3.0 44 2 33 3435
'(6\28638()38% (1990) to 43% Easltel.sizm 57.0 43 5182
PRChina 51.0 1.9 38
. . . Mongolia 685 71.6 306 4,788
L Wl” th|S Change now W|th South and West Asia 340 207 3,366
“ I "oy Afghanistan 23.5 322 29.0 1.280
rebalanCIng Of grOWth ) Bangladesh 28.4 41.0 21.3 1,906
e What are the implications on Bhutan e 4 17 &7H
people, and especially poor Nepal 70 317 155 1439
) Pakistan 36.2 45.6 13.1 2,753
people ) Sri Lanka 15.1 19.6 53 5,620
Latin America 78.0 13.8

Source: Mathur (June 2013). UM Hahbitat (2013) State of the World Cities f




2. Urban Poverty — clarifying some myths
(2) Role of Urbanization in Poverty Reduction is Overstated

Urbanization, growth, and urban poverty (2012)

city level of urban GDP per
e Asiais only slowly urbanizing

population  urbaniza poverty  capita (GNI
as % of total tionin  incidence USD. PPP

(from 38% in 1990 to 43% in | 2 13w oot
developing world 11.6
2008) Asia 46.0 132
o So’l:ltheast.Asia 46.0 297
e Asiais even more rural than Cambodi 200 22 A8 230
. Indonesia 50.7 53.7 92 4682
Sub-Sahara Africa and Lao PDR M3 531 174 2424
: _ _ Malaysia 728 822 17 16,034
especially Latin America Philippines 510 583 120
Thailand U1 458 30 9573
—==> Viet Nam 310 442 33 3435
East Asia 57.0 43 8.185
i i PRChina 510 619 38
e Will this really change now mfmg;“a e
with “reba|ancing of growth”? South and West Asia 34.0 207 3.366
Afghanistan 235 322 29.0 1.280
I 2 Bangladesh 284 41.0 213 1.906
e Should it change * Bhutan 356 500 17 5787
. . . : 78
e Urbanization is often seen as Nepsi WO AT 85 14
Pakistan 62 456 131 2753
a means to grOWJFh_ notas a Sti Lanka 11 196 53 5,620
means to better living Latin America 780 138

Source: Mathur (June 2013). UN Habitat (2013) State of the World Cities




2. Urban Poverty — clarifying some myths

(3) Rural development and specific poverty reduction programs (not
growth and urbanization) was the main reason for poverty reduction in
Asia

° Of the aggregate number of those lifted out of poverty, nearly 90% are rural poor.

° Between 1990 and 2010 Asia lifted 786 million people out of $1.25 poverty, and brought
down the incidence of $1.25 poverty from 55% (1.5 billion) to 20% (0.76 billion), and $2
poor from 82% to 40%. It is mainly a success story of ASEAN plus countries

° Poverty reduction was mainly in rural areas, where growth was inclusive; nevertheless still
85% of Asia’s poor are living in rural areas and urbanization can not solve this

° Poverty reduction in Asia was not due to . _ :
inclusive growth but because of poverty Poverty Incidence !n Southeast/Ea;t and in
reduction programs, as poverty reduction South/East Asia (% of population)
of vulnerable poor ($2) is much slower

90%
Foverty in East and Southeast Asia (ASEAN plus) ?82;0 \
0
1991 2011 60% - \\
population (millian peapla) 16473 20104 50% ~ S~
31.25 poor {million people) 926 4 250.9 ggz’ ~.
% of population 56.2% 12.5% 20% N
. . S ~N
32 poor {million peaple) 1.329 4 5915 10%
% of population 80.7% 29 4% 0% '
1991 2011
m— $1.25 ASEAN Asia $2 ASEAN plus
$1.25 South Asia $2 South Asia




2. Urban Poverty — clarifying some myths

(4) Migration is not the only context of rural-urban poverty linkages

Are the main reasons for increasing Urbanization in India: now and then
urbanization 2011 2031 2051
Migration urbanization
Reclassification of urban areas; number of people living in cities {million) 37T 600 720
land grabbing percent of population 31%| 48% 59%
Urban villages number of people living in rural areas (million) 833 720 500
People often move first to the number of cities 7.935
smaller cities (= maybe this cities’ share of the country's GDP (percent) 2%  T5%
should be our focus) metropolitan cities (more than 1 million)
number of cities b3 a7

Other rural-urban poverty people in thoise cities (million) 160 255

lin kag es population in the 10 most populated cities (million) 93 140

-Land grabbing

-Food security

-Implications of demographic changes . .
P grap J -Rural squattering as a value because it

-Equalizing social services provision can protect the environment and national
-Integrating jobs nearer to the location of the poor identity (CH)
-The cities are the safety nets for only one part of the -Urbanization influences the vision for

family, the rural areas are the safety nets for the other

rural development
part



2. Urban Poverty — clarifying some myths

(5) Urban poverty is mainly a concern for South Asia, but
(6) it is increasing everywhere

e The cities’ share in Asia’s poverty reduction is still small; about

70% of Asia’s poor are still rural Urnan and rural poverty imcidences (§1.25, 2008): urban
e But poverty in the cities is increasing from currently 120 million FD";'EIT}’ k |T|Hi|'||}“ﬂ South Asia pl'l:lh|E|TI

to 240 million in 2020; this dies not yet include the floating

migrants 1990 208
e This is true for the megacities as well as for the smaller cities ural urban (roral rban

e  Theincrease in urban poverty is not only coming from rural to EHSt J&.Siﬂ E||'Id PHEiﬂE E? tl 2-1-1 2':'-1 -1 3
urban migration

South Asla a5 401 B0 AT

° Of the 506 milli le in Asia in sl 61% of Id sl : '

poputlaation)rglb(;%rg 528 I?n(?lllirc])n (Sé|1a7f%)sii\tj21 isﬁ(extr((;,r?1e\l\|looorverst)l/J " dE"ﬂ'Eh:lFll'IU Asia 01T 000 280 137

(with less than 1.25 a day) and nearly 3/4th on less than $2 a : i .

day.. developing world oo N5 A4 116
e East Asia reduced urban poverty at an annual rate of 4% Source: Global ['v']l:ll'litl:ll'il'lg RE!FEIH 2013

_betweend1990 and 2010, but in South Asia urban poverty

increased.

e  More important than looking at % is looking at the millions of

people
M
)




2. Urban Poverty — clarifying some myths

(7a) Urban poverty is increasing = why do we then address urban growth?

Rural and urban poverty reduction in East and
South Asia o
Urban and rural poverty incidences ($1.25, 2008): urban poverty
is mainly a South Asia problem
80 rural urban
~ 10
0 1990 2008 1990 2008
G 60 \
N \ East Asia and Pacific 67.5 204 | 244 4.3
2 50 1
% South Asia 50.5 38.0 40.1 20.7
a 40
© — \ developing Asia 60.1 29.0 30.0 13.7
o 30
é 20 N developing world 52.5 204 | 205 11.6
0
0 Source: Global Monitoring Report 2013
1990 1996 2002 2008 Between 1990 and 2010, urban share in
_ - Asia’s poor has risen from 18.3% to
Fast Asiarura East Asia Urban 22.9% (Global Monitoring Report 2013),
#REF! = South Asia rural and we have today much more urban
=== South Asia urban poor than in 1990




2. Urban Poverty — clarifying some myths

(7b) Urban poverty is increasing = why do we then address
urban growth?

Rural and Urban Poverty in Asia

year| popu- national poverty line $1.25 intern. poverty line (2010) %2 internat. poverty line (2010)
lation |national| rural poverty urban poverty country wide urban poverty country wide urban poverty
(million.| poverty |inciden | number |inciden number|inciden number|inciden number|inciden number|inciden number
2010) (%) ce (%) | (million)|ce (%) (million|ce (% of {million|ce (% of (million|ce (% of ce (% of
) popul.) poor popul.) poor popul.) popul.)
West and South Asia 368.0 422.7 29.7 140.8
Afghanistan 2008 36.0 375 3.3 29.0 1.8
Pakistan 2006 1734 223 27.0 281 13.1 7.2 17.3 301 557 96.5
Uzbekistan 2005 281 258 30.0 4.9 18.3 1.7 20.3 57 44.0 12.4
other countries
South Asia 38.0 408.0 20.7 152.0
Bangladesh 2010 164.3 31.5 352 3r.7 21.3 4.9 41.0 67.3 7.7 117.7
India 2010 893.3 288 338 2859 20.9 782 423 3777 Ga.7 g03.4 341
Mepal 201 288 252 274 6.4 15.5 0.3 504 15.0 V3.7 220
Sri Lanka 2010 204 8.9 94 1.7 5.3 0.z 5.8 1.2 26.5 54
East and Southeast Asia 20.4 215.5 4.3 7.7
Mongolia 2008 2.7 38.7 496 04 30.6 0.6 16.5 0.5 423 1.1
PRChina 2008 1.338.7 na 223 2151 0.9 4.6 61.5 0.9 17.5 2347 54
Southeast Asia 2008
Cambodia 2007 15.1 301 34.5 3.7 11.8 0.3 261 3.9 53.9 8.1
Indanesia 201 2322 12.5 15.7 15.9 9.2 11.0 17.8 41.4 496 98.5 508
Lac PDR 2008 6.4 276 31.7 1.3 17 .4 308 2.0 2.9 4.0
Malaysia 2008 28.0 3.8 g.4 0.7 1.7 0.0 0.0 1.9 0.5
Myanmar 2010 25.6 292 15.7
Philipgpines 2013 893.5 2748 283 15.4 16.1 151 404 378
Thailand 2010 G5.8 7.g 10.4 4.3 3.0 0.7 0.2 0 9.6 6.6
Yiet Mam 2008 88.2 14.5 15.7 11.4 3.3 0.9 11.8 10.4 36.7 32.3
Asia 2008 3.917.7 536.6 29.4 419.9 116.7 18.1 637.1 13.2 178.6 42.9 1,609.9
Latin America 2008 583.9 13.2 16.4 5.5 32.3 31 13.8 10.4 60.5
Sub Sahara Africa | 2008 853.5 471 247.8 48.5] 413.0 33.6 96.1 69.9 596.2

Mote: Regional sums show international poverty data from the World Bank PovCalllet for 2005
Source: Waoarld Bank and IMF {2013} Global Monitaring Report: ADB (2012} Framework for Inclusive Growth: Waorld Bank (2012) World Development Indicators
ADB / Wan Guanghua (2011} Poverty in Asia and Pacific. An Update




8. Characteristics of Urban Poverty

(8) urban poverty is ugly and risky living = beyond income and
access = it is more difficult to address

Beyond Income Poverty

Inequalities

Informal employment
Access to social services
Very costly housing
Congestion

Climate change, pollution, and disaster risks
Health risks

Affects particularly children, the elderly, the
unemployed youth, women

—> perhaps one fits all approach in projects is too simple




3. Do we focus on the right things?

(2) Slums, and shelter deprivation

Slum population in Asia

1990 2009
percent of percent of
million  urban million  urban
people  population |people  population

East Asia 1542 437%| 2065 28.2%
PRChina 131.7 436%| 1806 29.1%
Mongolia 0.9 68.5% 0.9 57.9%
South Asia 181.7 57.2%| 2004 35.0%
Bangladesh 87.3 20.0% 275 61.6%
India 121.0 54 9%| 1047 29 4%
Mepal 1.2 70.6% 31 58.1%
Southeast Asia 68.9 49.5% 79.9 31.0%
Cambodia MA MA 2.1 75.0%
Indonesia 27.6 50.8% 23.3 23.0%
Philippines 16.5 54 3% 18.3 40.9%
Thailand MA MA 6.1 27.0%
Viet Nam 8.1 60.5% g2 35.2%
WWest Asia 17.8 22.5% 357 24 6%
Pakistan 18.1 51.0% 30.0 46.6%
Pacific 04 24 1% 0.6 24 1%
Asia-Pacific region 4229 394%| 5232 26.6%
Developing world 6504 46.2%| 8626 32.7%

Asia as % of world 65 0% 60 7%

Source: UN-Hahitat (2012) Global urban Indicators database

What is a slum? Durable housing, secure
tenure, sufficient living area, access to
improved water and sanitation

863 million people live worldwide in slums,
61% of them in Asia

28.6% of Asia’s urban population live in
slums -> more slum poor than urban poor
Slums particularly in BAN, IND, PRC, PAK,
VIE

PRC: additional 48.9
million slum people since 1990

Migrant workers come to the slums first

VIE needs to build 700,000 low-cost houses
for low income earners, in order to meet
increasing demand. By 2015, the Ministry of
Construction said there will be about 1.7
million people with housing problems in
urban areas throughout the country.

PHI: 100,000 low cost houses for Ma
poor




3. Do we focus on the right approaches?

(2) Sanitation = often more important than water

. Water and sanitation facilities in urban Asia _

(% of urban households, 2010) . .
water sanitation e Sanitation of the POOor
unim-  surface |unimproved using defecting in i i
proved sanitation  shared and open areas IS dl_ffeljent than _
finlzlilities ;:unjmunit}r sanitation of the rich
(70} atrines
- . J

South Asi I | | | o 14% of India’s and
Bangladesh 10% 0% 43% 26% 2% o
India Vo 0h| 4% 2% 14% Indonesia’s poor
Nepal % 3% 52% 6% 13% -
Pakistan S W 0% 8% 4% defect in open areas
East Asia
\Mongolia 0% 0% 36% 31% 3%
PRChina 2% 0% 26% 24% 0% .
Southeast Asia - Focus on water is
Cambodia 13% 4% 27% 10% 15% .
Indonesia 6% 0% 27% 13% 14% Wrong’ need o fOCUS
Phiippines 1% 0% 21% 1i§€'r§ 3% more on sanitation
Thailand % 0% 5% 5% 0% -
Viet Nam 1% 0% 6% 6% 0% i
Sources: WHO and UNICEF {2012) Progress on Sanitation and Drinking




3. Do we focus on the right things?

(3) Informal employment - where the

competitive cities and the inclusive cities

agenda need to come together

ILO: Working poor and decent work

908 million Asian workers (52% of the region’s work force) live on
less than $2 a day (Asian Employment Forum)

Jobless growth: While growth in the region is high (6%), it does
not create much jobs (0.5% per year)

High youth unemployment (but much lower than Spain or Greece
because of informal sector employment)

The working poor in Asia in 2012

number of working poor | workinmg poor as %% of
(millign} total employment

51.25 b 51.25 b2

Asia 2377 G027 13.9 353

East Asia 46.3 113.2 5.6 13.6

Southeast Asia and Pacific 354 983 11.7 32.5

South Asia 1559 391.2 24 4 G1.3

Warld 383.8 G53.7 12.3 273
Asia as % of world 40.6% 59 8%

Source: ILD data base

f e




3. Do we focus on the right things?

(4) climate, pollution and disaster
risks of the urban poor

e Sea level rise is not the main issue
— although 54% of Asia’s urban population live near

coast):
- HCMC, Dhaka, Jakarta, Kolkota, Mumbai,
Shanghai, Bangkok, Manila
e More important are flooding and storms:

-~ most of the poor live along the coastal area, and
river beds which are easily being affected

- see Environments of the Poor work of ADB




3. Do we focus on the right things?

(5) We need programs for less congestion
not roads for more of the urban poor

Children have no space for playing
Average sqm per person: rich 40 sgm, poor: 5 sgm

Pollution is high in congested areas
— The poor breath different air

- Waste management

- Water and sanitation

High incidence of road accidents

—> increase in number of handicapped people due to traffic
accidents: children, motor cycle drivers

Heat waves affect the health of the elderly because
poor live in congested areas @




3. Do we focus on the right things?

(6) We need more people targeted programs for =8
children, youth, women, migrants '

e Children

— Domestic labor is mainly urban; 25-45% of household income of the
urban poor is coming from children

— In Asia 10 million children life on streets

—  World wide: 215 million child labor of which 115 million work in
hazardous context

- Waste pickers, tea stalls, cigarettes selling, fireworks, carpets
knitting, prostitution

- High incidence of road traffic injuries in slums
e Feminization of poverty

e Youth:

— Asia has 754 million young people of which 350 million are in
workforcde and 34 million unemployed

- Youth unemployment (10.8%) is increasing, but still low compared to

Greece or Spain
e Migrant workers: 140 million floating population in PRC M



et
-

3. Do we focus on the right things?j

(7) Megacities have the attraction
but lets focus more on smaller cities

City size and urban poverty

ot o4 3

bttt =
W o
8}

e Small is not beautiful: small and
. medium large and
Income poverty is largely city mega-city
: Viet Nam
Concentrated In Sma” and urban poverty incidence 3.3
medium towns paverty incidence 112 19
U percent of all urban poor 70 30
° Large maybe even less: percent of urban population 43 57
s Thailand
However’ SOCiaI poverty urban pqve!'ty incidence 17
however IS more FDM{IEH};“T ||:|||en|::he 76 24
percent of all urban poor 76 :
. percent of urban population
pronounced 11 the Slums Of Bangladesh and Pakistan
Iarger CitieS urban pque!'tgg incidence 2137236
poverty incidence 38 20
9 Wh at s h ou I d we fOCUS percent of all urban poor 76 24

percent of urban population
on ’) Source: Mathur {2013)



3. Do we focus on the right things?

In sum: The urban poor need different approaches
.. and trickle down and same fits all does not work for them

Transport
Utility connectlons

Housing
Markets + jobs

© o 0 0 o
;D
—
D
-
\l/
0
Q
=)
&
=
o
=

-> implication for all
project design




the project context
4. Principles of Poverty — e
and SOClal An alySIS (1) \ /’;designfeatures N -

gy !:'-'-':

social and poverty
impact analysis

social analysis

The artis to
- Three major poverty/social relevant questions:

1. What is the poverty and social situation in the project relevant area?
What is the situation of the poor and vulnerable (social analysis)

2. How does a project impact on the poor/vulnerable and excluded
(poverty analysis) vis-a-vis other beneficiaries - Impact channels,
distribution analysis

3. What is the relevance of the project intervention (design) for poverty
reduction in the area/country/sector ? (systemic impact)

—~ go beyond the individual beneficiary and ask systemic questions

—~ use available and convincing information and data in the project
documentation

—~ During PPTA: convince and involve change agents, and influence project
design

Explore options for project design with stronger pro-poor impact




4. Poverty analysis

Enabling Inclusive Cities Toolkit - Urban assessment process
e Poverty mapping and spatial analysis

- where is the funding to implement?

Disaster risk assessment - what is the role of CDIA?

Climate change impact

e Policy and standards review Maybe too complicated and
e Institutional mapping and capacity needs assessment jrrelevant for project design
e Municipal checklist

e Stakeholder analysis Is this really relevant? For

e Problem tree analysis whom?

e Municipal finance assessment - why city level?

e Income and affordability analysis - why not ADB + project?

e Pro-poor shelter strategy - where is demand/request?

e Citizen’s report card - what is dissemination plan

[ ]

[ ]

Should we perhaps better do instead
Poverty analysis at project level
Use IPSA and SPRSS, prepare suggestions/guidelines to “urbanize” IPSA
Integrate in project design
Report outcomes that matter for the poor in Asia, rather than outputs that matter forM
Where does ADB stand?




4. PSA Principles (2)

- Go beyond the pure assessment of the current situation

- Consider relevance of the sector for systemic country poverty
reduction and within the strategy of the government; discuss
alternatives

what is the key purpose of the intervention for people?:
- Location matters

- Discuss Relevance of project design for Impact
e The poor h
. . nnel
e Poverty reduction (systemic) cannes

- Discuss alternative design features with stronger IG impact; Which
Impact channels can be pro-poor; when is such project less, when
more inclusive (energy tariffs; power for poor areas, etc.; power for
subsidized irrigation of the rich?)?

- Stay with impact channels you can prove; Indirect poverty impact
- No need to make a grid connected power generation prOJeE
poor B




4. PSA Principles (3)

- Asking the right questions at IPSA (CC, PPTA) stage

1. Poverty Impact and Social Dimensions
= Links to the National Poverty Reduction Strategy
= Targeting Classification and explanation
- Poverty and Social Analysis
e Key issues and potential beneficiaries
e Impact channels and expected systemic changes
e Focus of the PPTA and due diligence
e Specific analysis for policy based lending
Gender and Development
Participation
Social Safeguards: Labor, Health, Affordability
Other Social Risks

- How important (H,M,L) are the various social issues (multiple choice):
employment, CLS, retrenchment, communicable diseases, human trafficking,
affordability, unplanned migration, vulnerability due to natural disasters, political
instability, social conflicts, others

- How will the project address them?
6. Due diligence requirements M

a M DN




4. PSA Principles (4)

- Addressing the right answers in project design and SPRSS

1. Poverty Impact and Social Dimensions
- Links to the National Poverty Reduction Strategy
- Results from the Poverty and Social Analysis
° Key poverty and social issues
Beneficiaries
Impact channels
Other social and poverty issues
Design features
- PSA for Policy Based lending
° Direct/indirect, short/medium term impact channels
° Impact on specific vulnerable groups
Participation and Empowerment
Gender and Development
Social Safeguards (involuntary resettlement, indigenous people)
Other Social Risks
- Labor market
- Affordability
- Health Impacts (Communicable Diseases) and Other Social Risks
6. Monitoring and Evaluation:
Targets and indicators
Required human resources
Information in PAM
Monitoring tools

a s wDn




4. Poverty and Inclusiveness at Project Level (5)
- Implications (1)

Maybe an “Enabling Inclusive Cities Toolkit” for
cities
Is less important than some

Operational Guidelines for more Pro-Poor and
Inclusive Projects in ADB

Who are the poor and vulnerable and excluded?
Where do they live?
What do they need?

Urban development projects are often holistic projects . That is okay so. But
trickle down often does not work for the poor. Hence, what is the specific project
components/features that help the poor?




4. Poverty and Inclusiveness at Project Level (6)
- Implications (2)

Shall we do a study on pro-poor and inclusive
design features in urban development
projects?

Define contribution to inclusive growth:

e more than 50% (or 60 or 407?) of benefits (not beneficiaries)

... go to $2 (or $3 or $4, or lowest 30/40% in a city) poor
e How do we report at the moment in S 2020?7? - inputs




4. Poverty and Inclusiveness at Project Level (6)
- Examples

Dhaka (BAN), David - street light, security of women

Ulaanbaatar (MON), Sangey/Armin -> bath houses in
slums driven by solar power and microenterprise rents

Colombo (SRI), Ron: affordability analysis and location
mapping
Manila (PHI), Florian: housing for poor

Cities in INO, Wolfgang/Florian: kampong upgrading,
community decide

Manila Water (Inclusive Business)




'_!gj usive Citics
LS ) }

ADB'’s Poverty Reduction website (www.adb.org/poverty)

Urban development in ADB:
http://www.adb.org/themes/urban-development/main

Environments of the Poor:
http://adbweb/Documents/Events/2010/Environments-Poor/default.asp

ADB and Inclusive Cities: http://www.adb.org/features/inclusive-cities,
http://www.adb.org/publications/inclusive-cities

ADB: IPSA and SPRSS Guidelines

Om Prakash Mathur (June 2013): Urban Poverty in Asia. Background Study
for ADB

University of Singapore: The Urban poor in Manila, Jakarta, Vientiane, and
Ho Che Minh City

Tom Miller (2012) China’s Urban Billion

McKinsey (2012) Preparing for China’s Urban Billion. 3
www.mckinsey.com/.../urbanization/preparing_for_urban_billion_in_china -



http://www.adb.org/poverty
http://adbweb/Documents/Events/2010/Environments-Poor/default.asp
http://adbweb/Documents/Events/2010/Environments-Poor/default.asp
http://adbweb/Documents/Events/2010/Environments-Poor/default.asp
http://www.adb.org/features/inclusive-cities
http://www.adb.org/features/inclusive-cities
http://www.adb.org/features/inclusive-cities
http://www.adb.org/publications/inclusive-cities
http://www.adb.org/publications/inclusive-cities
http://www.adb.org/publications/inclusive-cities

