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The G8 Agenda: Policies of the Mindless, the Misinformed, and the Naive 

 One billion. And growing. Today, this number signifies the amount of people living in 

poverty around the world (Collier 1). How can it be possible that over one-sixth of the world is 

impoverished? With all of today's modern technology and medicine, wouldn't it be reasonable to 

assume that humanity could overcome poverty by now? Economist Stefan Sullivan asks, “[w]hy 

do we have democratic states grounded in principles of 'life, liberty, and justice for all,' that 

provide little if any means for the poor to better their lives?” (Sullivan 95). The issue restraining 

us from defeating poverty today is corruption. The G8 need to stop funding impoverished nations, 

due to the fact that corrupt rulers use the money poorly and keep their citizens in poverty. 

 The G8 hold the position of addressing global controversies and providing aid when 

necessary. This group of countries is made up of the largest, strongest (in terms of army size), 

and most affluent nations in the world. One of the main problems with the G8 handling foreign 

aid is that they do not recognize which countries actually deserve the aid and which do not. 

Foreign aid should be thought out in a much more practical sense, without the G8 handing out 

money to countries that don't deserve it (Collier 179). Oftentimes, foreign aid like the G8 or the 

UN don't recognize bad governance within a country and thus, are feeding money into a corrupt 

system (170). This movement of money is extremely careless and results in backwards progress 

for a nation, rather than forwards. 

 Poverty can be defined differently by differing groups of people. There are two main 

types of poverty: relative and absolute. Relative poverty means the failure to meet the basic 



requirements of a decent life (61). This definition can be related to those who are homeless and 

broke. “Absolute poverty refers to life at or below the subsistence level” (Sullivan61). This is a 

much more relative definition, according to what a person believes to be a subsistence level. For 

example, a man could be living in Africa in a single hut with his entire family, but may not 

consider himself impoverished. Poverty is a direct result of poor governance and even modern 

capitalism can result in impoverished communities. Karl Marx's theories on government and 

economics sought to eliminate social class division altogether, which basically would mean the 

end of poverty (Sullivan1-160). Much of Marx's theories can still be applied today when trying 

to combat the growing monster that is poverty. 

 Failing countries have no hope of catching up with the rest of the modernized world. 

Nearly every single country living poverty today is trapped in one or more of the following 

conflicts: are involved in -or recently involved in- war, lack a sufficient amount of natural 

resources, are situated in poor locations, and have corrupt leadership (Collier 17-79). It is very 

difficult for any form of foreign aid to actually take a country out of any of these traps. Most of 

the countries suffering from one of these traps are in Africa. In Luanda, Angola, prices for 

housing are so expensive that hardly anyone, save the for rich, can afford to live a comfortable 

life there. The main reason Luanda is so expensive is that Angola was recently engaged in a civil 

war (Redvers 3). Because of their recent war, Angola's economy now suffers and its citizens feel 

the effects of all the money lost. Since “Angola now imports an estimated 80% of its consumable 

goods,” its currency is weaker which attributes to massive amount of people in poverty. (Redvers 

3). Obviously, Angola cannot hope to catch up with the rest of the modernized world at the rate 

its moving. 

 Strong governance can result in more jobs and higher wages that will shoot a society out 



of poverty. It is clear how the United States has become the superpower that it is today, through 

the use of excellent leadership. According to the jobs created graph, the recent economic 

recession left thousands of workers unemployed (see table 1). It was due to Barack Obama's 

insightful leadership that has significantly increased the private sector job creation in the last two 

years. By the end of 2011, he had created over 200000 jobs, significantly helping combat the 

economic shortfall (see table 1). Evidently, if more countries had a leader as strong as Barack 

Obama, then they would have a much higher chance of stepping outside the poverty threshold. 
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Source: “Barack Obama's Record on Jobs,” Barack Obama, Obama for America, 2012, Web, 12 

February 2012. 

 Just as strong leadership can help create a flourishing economy, corrupt rulers often make 



deficits in a society's wealth, thus creating poverty. Even in the United States, there is corruption 

in government. Detroit has been on the edge of bankruptcy for many years now due to the 

corrupt city officials running around for the past 20 years. It is because of these corrupt 

figrueheads that the percentage of people in poverty in Michigan within the past 12 months has 

been at about 16.2% (Bishaw 2). That means that about one fifth of Michigan residents are 

unemployed and barely getting by. Michigan is also in the top third of America's poorest states 

and is the only state in this third that is positioned in the mid-west (Bishaw 5). Furthermore, the 

United States has an obligation to replace their own corrupt leadership in their own country 

before even attempting to start doing the same thing for less fortunate countries. 

 The G8 and similar groups oftentimes cannot recognize a corrupt government when 

lending out money. These groups believe that by simply erasing an impoverished country's debt, 

it will be enough to push that country outside of the poverty threshold (see figure 2). However, 

this is false. In an article by Dick Wittenberg, Zambian economist Dambisa Moyo explains her 

beliefs that “[d]evelopment aid does more harm than good [in impoverished countries]” 

(Wittenberg 1). Moyo believes that Africa will never reach a point of economic security unless it 

completely stops accepting aid from foreign countries (Wittenberg 1). Moyo says, “"Only the 

elite will feel the pain. The poor won't even notice the difference. It's not like they ever saw any 

of that money anyway,”” (Wittenberg 2). This is the sad truth about corruption. Only the rich 

will experience the aid provided. Obviously, the groups like the G8 should cease spending 

money on corrupt governments because the actual people living in poverty will never even notice 

the aid was there. 



Figure 2 The G8 at Gleneagles, 1 year on 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source: “The G8 at 

Gleneagles, 1 year on.” Cartoon, Indymedia UK, n.p., 16 July 2006, Web, 29 February 2012. 

a. Note: The G8 official thinks that this African should better off now that the African's country's 

debt is gone. However, the G8 official fails to see the enormous weight that the African is 

chained to. Clearly, the G8 have no regard for the actual needs of the people in impoverished 

nations. 

 Celebrated economist and author of The Bottom Billion, Paul Collier, argues that there 

have been cases where foreign aid has in fact helped a struggling country. When the Southeast 

Asian tsunami devastated poor countries such as Laos and Vietnam, emergency relief teams were 

quickly dispatched to work with the natives (Collier 115). The aid given to these nations were 

very critical for their recovery (Collier 115). In addition, The Kenyan government has 

continually received substantial amounts of aid money from the G8 (Collier 109). This money 

seems to have helped the country begin to reform its economic policies and make the wealth 



trickle down to the poor to help the lower class. Clearly, there are circumstances when foreign 

aid has proved to be beneficial for an impoverished nation. 

 If poorly governed countries often struggle with economic downfalls, why do some 

powerful prosperous countries do the same? For example, the five main UK banks have made a 

shortfall recently (Project Merlin1). If the UK government had taken better precautions, then 

they could have avoided this whole situation, but since they didn't, money is lost and the UK's 

lower class suffers. The UK blamed the financial crisis on the banks themselves. A responsible 

government would take initiative by themselves (Project Merlin1). In the US, increased demand 

for foreign cars has led to an increase in the overall deficit. Again, this means the US is losing 

money and only results in the lower class suffering (Record Imports). Obviously, all countries 

need to keep a tighter grip on their own money, in order to save their citizens from poverty. 

 In conclusion, the G8 clearly need to rethink the methods in which they distribute foreign 

aid today. The system they have is not working right because corrupt rulers take advantage of the 

money given to them. Over one billion people are in poverty today, so it is up to groups like the 

G8 to find a way to combat poverty worldwide. The G8 just need to figure out how to do so 

without blindly blowing money away to impoverished nations with corrupt leadership. 


