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Introduction Key Messages Policy Messages

Critical review of the existing knowledge on 1. Blanket country-level poverty reduction 1. We need more mountain specific poverty
livelihoods, poverty and vulnerability in the approaches are likely to miss crucial sub- reduction programmes.

Hindu Kush Himalaya (HKH). The characteristics national and local manifestations of poverty.

2. Governments in the HKH region need to

of mountain areas (referred to in the chapter : - , , : o

) . b o . 2. The acute shortage of mountain specitic invest in more location-specitic data that
as ‘mountain specificities’) uniquely condition - , ”

. . poverty data makes knowledge building a takes note of mountain specitic tactors

the lives and development of people. While , o , ,
. - 7 - high priority. and sub-national regions.
inaccessibility, fragility, and marginality act
as constraints on development, the abundant 3. Drivers of vulnerability and of poverty in the 3. Because vulnerability and poverty in the
biological diversity, ecological niches, and HKH region overlap substantially. HKH region share similar causes, certain
adaptation mechcmisms present windows Olr' types Qf infervention can qddress fhem N

4. Apart from remoteness, poor accessibility,

development opportunities for mountain people. tandem and reduce them together (e.g.

excessive dependence on natural resources,

Mountain specificities need a distinct frame of mountain specific policies in the water

and demographic factors, conflict and

analysis from what is used in the lowlands. and energy sectors.

ethnicity-based discrimination are major

Detailed exploration of the changing context drivers of poverty in the region, with o 4. Poverty reduction efforts should focus

of mountain economies and livelihoods, as distinct gender dimension. more on targeting marginalized groups
well as of the determinants and challenges in such as indigenous people, poor women,
measuring and addressing poverty and coping and Dalits.

with vulnerability to climate change.

Mountain Poverty and the Sustainable
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