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1. Introd.uct ion: the great i l fusion

The current i-nterest in human center:ed theories and practices
I - t  \

-  
dr /

of development-Can only be u:rd-erstood agajnst  the background of

non-human centered human theor ies and pract ices of  development.

Of these there could be marq1, but there are two development

theor ies that  are part icular ly important:  l iberal ism and marxi-sm,

:q r tndorninn' inc"q ^f  
a-n ' i  +- l ' i  a+ .n j  qnr: i : l  i  q l :  nr :nt i  naq ?oqnan-r i f f f f r fF r  Ul  vA.U I  UAIID U al lu 
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-  \  z )^,
t ivel$. 'There is no denial  that  both f iberal  and marxist  th inking

represent extremely r ich approaches to the human condi t ions,

norf l r r  nrrar1 cnnine oar l 'n " inTrr  nnf  .as innnmnai. ih l  a rq tharr  : ro
PaL vtJ UvYrrAI, IJf f l6t  vsI  uar l f fJ l lv  J uu !- ivvr-r} /curu!u uJ

/ - \
f  ' ) t  

- -o1' ten seddi  Nor should there be any deniaf  that  they seen ea.s11y to

render themselves to a kind of t ' t: ivLal,ization when they go through

the simpl i f icat i -on processes said to be needed in order for  them

to be operaLional ,  and that th is gives r ise to not only non-

]^, . -^-  1-- . .+ - ' r  ̂ ^  :nt i  _hrrm:n nra c i ices.t IUrr4I l  t  VU U AI-V Af l  U!- f  r tAlaf f  }Jrav U

Tn this respect these two development mod.els are relat ively

simi l r r -  :nd in +L-+ +v^-^ ' - - . .  - l re:dv he qnmafhincr tn la:rn fnrDIfIMO! t  AfU f l l  Ul lA U u rglg rr lOJ dr!cauJ vs DJTIIS v-1-rr6

.nrrnha - inf  anac{aa- - in nrnmlr l  s: t inrr  r  na1.r  l : rmo nf '  r iorrol  nnman*4fJUf lY f l f  UE!sD Usu I f  L JJrvirr*r6uur116 d i fsW vJ}Jg Ur uevs LvPlIUiru

th ' in l r inc nonl :or ino nn iha datral  nnmant nf  hrrmsn ho' inoe in thoirr r  vvfrrbut ral

somatic,  mentaf  and spir i tual  d imensions. In the process of

becoming operet ionaf the same tr iv ia l izat ion may take place, and

-- , ,  r^^.r- .  ̂ r  +L- j - r - ;ns maw be tr : rned into a car icature of  i tsel f  .dtJ vvuJ vf  ur i rLn- i r€> rrrsJ

Thrrs- l i t rera ' l ism- ' rom bcinr"  a thcnrv o 'how men coufd be set

free in a wel l  designed systen of  inst i tut ional  checks and ba-

lenneq r^r- i fh annn^m-i  n nnmnof i f inr  nnl i f in. l  damnnrrnrr  orendadIaIUgD t  wI Urt  svvi fvr l l !v  vvi l r l re UI ulvr t t  Pvrr  vMI qclrrvvrGvJ 
6uo!usu

l - .hrnrroh nrr l  i  rmontarrr  a l  onf . i  nne m i- l  i  t : r r r  hol  rneo nf  nnr^ror rnd
I /a l l f4uv] ]vul . |v l t /vwv!( ! ]u
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economics for the pursuit  of  economic growth, in turn perverted-

firrther through the operattonaltzation known as the"gross national
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body of  thought again out l in ing the condi t ions under which man

coul-d be set f ree,  in a society where product ion would be geared

to use re.ther than to exchanEe and contrad-ictions between labour

-* . i  ^-- ;+- '1 - '^ . . r ,1 hc nverenme- into a car icature where much tooalu u4Pf ual  wvuf q ws vvsruvurgt  !_

mrrelr  amnhrqi  q r^rnrr l  d ho nl :nod nn nlmorqhin nf  l :ho marna nl  nrn-

.rrrn* j  nn n-r* i  ^ . .1 ,er l  w hv the na.r t  o I  Lhc snr: .  etv knOWn aS ther  yar urvu LUL t  J

state.  The operat ional izat ton of  development corresponding to

gross nat ionaf prodrct  (a iv iaeO or not by a populat ion f igure)

wnr- l  d Jra tho nareeni2.c"e nf  thc eeonomv unr l  er  t tnrrbl ic control  "  .

Hence, in ei ther case the focus would- be on the economic aspect

of  the human condi t ion,  the s ize of  product ion in the f i rst  p lace

and the control  of  product ion in the fat ter ,  leaving aside every-

th ing else as of minor or no signi f icance. The resuft  easi fy is produc-

tion without controf for the forner and control without much prod-uction
( rilr

for  the lat ter .  ' ' '

Trrro- thoro h:rro |ggn VOiCeS Of nrntest-  ThoTa h^. .^ L^^- ^^f+^-,  L4et urrLI9 rravE uvurr  v l  pL .  f  l ls !9 l IAvg wvgl f  DVf UY!

versions of  capi taf ism and social ism, concerned with distr ibut ion.

fn the case.of  capi taf ism the concern has focussed on income
/r\
|  ) l

di s l , r ihrr t i  n i i l ' .n how to reduce the di  seren:ncv h^+' . '^^-  +r.^-^ . . ' t .^uf p urf  uuurvir t  v i f  ravw uv !uuuve f  ev!e}/afvJ vg uwYglr  v l luDv wl lu

have more and those who have fess of  acquis i t ive power.  And in

the case of  social isn the focus has been on power d- istr ibut ion(6)

in connect ion wi th the control  of  the means of  product ion,  wi th

an at tempt at  reducing the discrepancy between those who have

more and those who have less control  -  part icular ly the d- i f ference
(1\' r '^+- '^^-  

and workers in factor iesl  The f i rst ,  annro:r :huguwgvf l  r r r4f46vlD @Iu wv!ngrD l l l  lavuv!IqD. IJIY l f !eu a}/yrvav_r

leads to the softer versions of  the capi ta l is t  West:  the social

d.emocracies of Northern Europe (and sorne of the rj-cher cor.mtries

jn the Br i t ish Commonwealth);  the sof t  approach to social ism

feads to such expressions as the dr ive for  sel  f -management in

Yugoslavia.  Softening on ei ther s ide makes the two models fess

divergent,  they get more points of  contact  as there are sfme

conversion processes between reduced income inequal i ty and re-

duced decis ion-making inequal i ty.  As a consequence there is not

that much distance between the most ' r red-"countr ies of  the capi ta-

l is t  West and the mostrrbl-ue'rcountr . ies of  the social- ist  East -
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l ,he two oergrpnhical  terrns referr i  ne" to the North-Ameri  
" ,  

n / I -h: . . , . rss11ar l l  lur  vF

space onl-y,  not  to the worfd as a whole.

The two models have two important th ings in comrnon: the uni t  of

darral  nnmanf i  c iha nnrrntrrr  r . rha*\g1 the d_imension Of deVel onment iS

economic gfowth or fevel  of  nat ionaf izat ion;  mef lowed or not wi th

considerat ions of  d istr ibut ion.  And seconofy:  they both have g_vegtr l

f fat .  very poor image of  hurnan beings i  more or l -ess assuming that

i f  the basic factors i -n these development models are set  straight,

then hurnan beings wi11 somehow take care of  themsef ves,  be f ree to

develop according to their  own incl lnat ions.  In that  there is some-

thing posi t ive that  should not be underest imated: the idea that

there can be no human-{entered theory of development because human

dorralnnmonf iq aqqonl i r l l r r  cnmal-hino ihot  h. .m-r l . '^- ih&c L-- '^  +^.1us v s-v}JrLrsrr  u rD svperr  uv- 'v ul l l - lLE UIIa U l - tu l l ic l l l  Ue-L-f lgS I ld-Ve tO OO

for  themselves and by themselves. l iVhat there can be, however,  is  a

thenrw of  nonossarw r :ondi  t i  ons for  hum:n derrol  nnmont tn 1-. : l ro nl  rurrvwrJ u!  ! fg! .g l : : !J_ vuirur urvrro r  v+ . . . - r r , - , !  
-*"_- , , ._ Ce I

and the aJtswers given by the capital lst  and social ist  systems are

lwo approaches suggest themselves in order tc Set out cf  the

di f f icul t ies just  indicated: other uni ts of  d-evelopnent,  other

d- i rnensions or aspects of  developmenr.  Thus, a considerable body of

dorral  nnmonl-  i l ranrrr  dnac nnt dor l  r^r i  i :h nnrrnl-r i  ac bUt With a WhOf ev(4fv!rur,

rooi  nn tho Thi  rd r^rnr l  d (  nr  cnma nf tha crrh-raa- i  \  "!  volvrr  \  -*  - - , . . -  u L Lt Ie suu-t  egrons /  ;  anolnef

eott . ' r l  lw ' i  mnort :nt  bndrr  nf  derro- l  nnmonf.  thanrrr  gnd nrrnl- ' i  no dacl  c@iu l l l  4V Uf Ug VSAID

(n)
with the sub-nat ional uni t  of  development,  the communit l l 'Tf  these

three levels are seen in combinat ion the result  can become a very

1i r :h thcnrw ol  oC6nomi c deVel 6n6^-f  .  ;  f  ^-^ 
j  

^  ^ incl  ad nrr l :  lnrv! !v\r t fvrr  v grurvtrrgr j  u.  ! f  v l rg f  D DrrrS_eu vu u tv!

attent ion at  the expense of  the others ( for  instance, because i t  is

seen as more basic than the others,  as a necessarTr or suf f ic ient

condi t ion for  the other level-s to develop) then regardless of  wha"t

leve1 is sefected the resul t  wi f l  be meag:re.  And the same appl ies

to the adding of  more aspects of  development:  i f  to "economic" is

:dr1 od i lnnl  . i t - in:1i l  t rq^a- i r l i l  i larr- l l_rrzcl i l  r r^^mm1.n. in- t - inr i l  __-;-  +1^^
,  uvvrs L ,  ,  uvlrurr4rru4 uaul f  ,  d3dt l t  UIIU

resul t  wi f l  be a r ich body of  thought and possibly of  pract ice
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Hnr^rarror 2 mrr l  t i  d imansi  nnel  mrr l  +. i ' l  errel  dorro ' l  r l r rmanl:  ihonr"rr  rnd

pract ice is st i l - l  not  the same as human centered d-evelopment

theory and pract ice;  i t  re i l la ins a theory of  sociaf  d.eveloprnent.

The reason for this is s irnpfe. I f  development centered on hurnan

beings is to become more than a slogan i t  means that the cr i ter ioq

n1'dorralanmant iq - in htrm:n hoirrsc thomqolrra< in ol- l  ] r "man hainm

' in r l l  aqnoe*q nf  1,  . . - . -  l 'a jnma Crnwth - i r r  nrn|rrai inn -  nrnlrrhlr rLIJ QlL 4DPLU uo vl  l l4 l la i  Ugfr f6D. g!  Vw Uf f  l l f  ! !  WqUU yLvwav -J

haef r lnno hrr  m^rh^ 
^f  

n.n ' i  +--1 - i  a+i  nol ' l r r  n*mrni  
-^A 

a^rnn-- l ' i  nho -uvD u uul lv uJ rLrsdrD wL u4yr u4l lD vLwalLJ wr6al I I4uu uur l rurd_ uf  ut f )  -

and growth in the contTol-  of  product ion -  possiblybest done

+1^-^. ' -L +1^^ . r+-+e and nat iona]1iza. t ,a on -  femnored hv me:.suTes 
^f

ufrLUq6lf  u l rg uuaug 4Iu l rduJUl laLLAavLJ!!  -  uurrrPsf9u u. /  r r lvau\4

distr ibut ion of acquisi t ive power and decision-making power,at

best become condit ions. The most enthusiast ic amonq their  adherents

wi- l l  see them as suff ic ient  condi t ions 3 once weaf th is prod.uced

-- , r  ^^^, .m..r  ̂ +^A or once the control  levef is su[ f  . i  c . i  eni lw hi  r"h4lu @VVUILUf 4 UgU t  UMIvg Ul lg UUII  U! Ur Ig v sf  f  

-  

DUI Mlgl f  UIJ l r rSl f

th is external  development wi l l  t r igger of f  a set  of  factors of

internal  development,  development of  human beings. The less enthu-

siast i -c wi l l  ta lk about necessary condi t ions,  about the removaf

of  such obstacles as poverty ( in the f i rst  case) and exploi tat ion
/  \  -  . . (q)
( in the lat ter) ,  and reject  any thesis of  automat ic i t$/ /

Then,the thi rd approach; the"green"approach hinted at  above

focusing on smal ler  i rn i ts of  developnent,  " the local  level""  The

enthusiasts would see a world organized in terms of local conmu-

ni t ies as in and by i tsel- f  conducive to hrrman development.  The

mor' t r  scont ic: l  wi l l  ta lk about the removal  of  one - l  i torel ' l  w snea-ws!OfrJ"-LJU

'Linm 
l ' i  m 

^holqal  ^.  
L i  d d- i  

-^ ^--rni  -n* i  
anc } 'n *1a17 .^rn^Trfo nrN!I I6 ut6 UU-Ud9f,U. ur6-DrzY wr6dlr4duIvl lDt Ue UrrLJ vv!yvr@uu v!

bureaucrat ic or both.  He::ce,  i t  is  easy to see where the green

I ine in development th inking may or wi f l  go wrong: in making focal

I tcommu-nal- i  sm"into a fet i  sh (  corespond- ing to "prod-uct ionism"and

"stat ism"for the blue and red l ines of  devel-opment respect ively) ,

for  instance by count ing the number of  people in the wor ld o-r  in

a country to whom the loca1 level is the d,ominant actor. But this

1s st i l l  social  d.evelopment,  re levant for ,  but  not ident ical  wi th

social  d-evelopment.
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Thusrthe common mistake has a simple structure:means are taken

for end-s,  condi t ions a-re confused with the consequence. \ , r /hat  at

most would be necessary condi t ions are seen as suf f ic ient  condi t ions,

rnr l  *n mrqnd nnoqol  I  zczinqt ra:- l  i  r - i re tho mj o4o1za moia r . r l r - |  ra- l  l r r4IU UU t3Ui lU Ul lguu.Lf  u6aLf l r  v !  uaf  r r f  i l6 urfs rrrrD u4As uraus wrr4 v IEaI !J

hannonc fn hrrmen hreinss i  s nol  studj_ed but is bruShed Under the

carpet.  The reason for that  is  s imple:  rea11y to see fuI1y what

hannens at  the human leve1 would much too clear lv rcveal  lhe fp l  s i  tw

and faf lacy of  afmost al l  development th inking and pract ice as we

know i t .  I t  has s imply fa i fed to def iver the goods.

Thusr i f  hurnan beings are taken in their  somat ic,  mental-  and spi-

ritual d-imensi-ons - well knowing how interrelated these three are -

then two concfusions with broad impl lcat ions for  development th in-

l - ; - -  
- - . i  -7^^+i  

*a nmnrmnNIl i6 4lU 1r!  AU U!Us 
-sYi l r  

uu sr l rs!6s.

-First ,  no exist ing theor ' -es seem to he good at  re lat ing to al l

three levels.  I t  is  wel l  known that some countr ies,  part icular ly

those that are able to combine a focus on product ion wi th a focus

^h _^n+,^.1 nF. nr^: . .^+;  _- .  L^. .^ r-een able tO Cater to .1.1^o hndw ofLJII  UUIIU!Vr Vr yrUUUUUruff  t  l f@v9 ussr l  awfs uv u4uE! uu urrY ygr l  wr

human beings, at  least  rmt i l  recentfy when the product ion of  pol lu-

tants and the stress g€r, ter i r . ted in society seem to start  tear ing at

the bodies themsel,ves.  But these societ ies at  the same t ime seem

to be weak in catering to the human mind and the h'rman spirit.

Rorrohlw sne:kins i t  a lso seems to be true that lhe lncal  level  -

even the micro- level  perni t t ing c loseness to others and also c lose-

ness to onesel f  through med-i tat ion and other pract ices,  are good at

eclar i  nq f .n the mind rnd tha qnir i  f  l " r r i  no*} . -nc n- l -  a^ d^^;  
-+uauurr l f6 urru r l r r l ru @fu uf fe Jyf f  f ,ut  uuu IJgr l ld}rD l luu DU Suuu du

e:ter inp" to the hndrr-  crreent who. - .^+- ' -^ ' r  ̂  - .^-+i  err ' l  : r lw bcnorrnl  ent .vvwJ ,  gIUsy u wr lsr f  JtavuL s LD } ,4!  u!uurdrIJ ugttgvur

Honee_ nnlW f /AtV -^-+. i  - ' l  
j -^-^^ 

^{-  1^. . - - -  L^j--^ + jL l  
^  , . i th

t ig l lwg t  vrrLJ vurJ Pdr urdf  1111469D uf l r4 i ra l l  ugrf f6D tuc wvtrLya uf  urg w

unl imited" fa i th in these development theor ies.

Sceond. wo shql l  nrohphlv h:- 'e io come to or ins wi th the c i rcumstance
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that  human centered development in al- l  ' ts  aspects can take

nl : r :e i rnder , l  v ,a- '^+" ^ '  ^^-^ i+;ons. But th is means that i f  the
P r4VC Wfu u!  u u d Lw vJ uJ vvi fur  u l

cr i ter ion is shi f ted,  towards the human levef,  then no clear pre-

ference for blue, red or green al ternat ives wi f l -  any longer be

nnccih ' l  a -  l -harr  m-.r  
- l - l  

ha r i  ml" f  s i r r rn l r r  or  nnmbjnad nr al  I  ho
IJUDoT ULL -  U tcJ ILLAJ dI I  Ug r !6 l lUt  of  116 1J v i  UVl l lUl l lgut  VI  af  !  UY

r ,m^hm Tn af l ra-  wnrr ls-  th is annroach wi l l  create havoc with what

- l -ndqrr  n.eqaq rq darrol  nnmanl:  th- inkinrr  nnd nr:eJ: i  no cnA fnr * lar*
uwu4.y yaDDsD aD *v v v- ' ' 'J ! r f  16 ut  ru } / r4v ulvs t  af  ru I  v!  vJ ta v

reason offers a najor opportunity for new approaches. Any such new

approacho however,  l r i1 l  have to come to gr ips with the interests -

n^^n^mi^ n^l  i+ i^^r  ; -+^ ' r - r^^+..- l -vested in the var ious macro levelgUVItUrLrf  V t  lWf f  Uf Vdr t  I I I  UsIf  9v u44

2nnrnpehes- No doubt th is task can become somewh:t  nnre easw hw

taking such schools as l iberalj-sm and. marxism in their rich entire-

ty -  adding to themrof course, af l -  other bod- ies of  thought about

the conditions u:rder which human development may take p1ace.

But there is also an other approach: s imply to reco-

gnrze that hunan develcpment is not a by-product of  social  develop-

ment,but thaL Lhese are fogical ly independ.ent and only weakfy

empir ical ly relaLed. processes. Ttre great i11usion, then, is to d,eny

this.  Tod.ay th is takes the form of Sorokinf  s "sensate" mental i - ty,

verw s ' i  mi la.r  to Koest lerrs con'1, 'n issar:  the strong fa. i th in sor: ia. l

engineer ing of  the red, blue or green var iebies (Koest ler  was mainly

th inkinrn of  thp rpd -  Sorokin nlso of  the hlrro noi  thcr"  neid mrrnh
,  

r rvf

( t  o)
albent ion to the possibi l i ty  of  a green fal lacy) ' " /But f rom this i t

does not fo l fow that Sorokinrs " ideat ional I '  rnental i ty,  h ighly inner-

directed ^ nee" l i .snenf,  of  thc hndrr  and of  the environmentaf  cond, i t ionsur!vv vvu t

for  hurnan developmento is l -ess of  an i l l -usion. \ .ahat is needed. is

explorat ion of  models of  social  development -  as j -s d.one in a cursory,

deliberately caricatured fashion here - and mod.el-s of human develop-

mcnt-  and thcn- huf.  l i rst  thcn- a.n ef for i ,  io cxnfore the relat iorr

between the two.
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