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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

In this paper authors have investigated / examined as to how healthy the social welfare 
system in Sri Lanka has functioned to date as a development strategy.  After the 
independence from British in 1948, political power in Sri Lanka has basically shifted 
between two major political parties.  Even though they have different perspectives about 
the political vision, in office both have operated welfare programs as a development 
strategy. It was concluded that the fact of Sri Lanka is neither following purely welfare 
policies nor even growth oriented policies supported by welfare programs. It can be 
considered a substitute for more forth right institutional measures for overcoming poverty 
and inequality and development of a country. 
 
 The study is interesting and manuscript is almost structured properly.  

 
 Following amendments are needed- 
1. Page 8: CONCLUSION should be re-written points wise. 
 

 
Thanks for the comments.  Followed the comments and revised accordingly. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 The manuscript is recommended for publication after incorporating above 

suggestion / comments. 
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