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l .  By ' rd-evelopment" we mean, very roughly speaking, the type of

guid-ed processes that faci l i tate,  or  aL least  do not impede, human

g:rowth, in the sense of human real_lzation, both of the individ.ual

sel  f -  and of  tho col lect ive sel f  -  the relat ive r^reight of  these wi l lvv wv!6rrv vr

be defined by the culture. It is assumed- that there is a mininum

leve1 of human growth that can be referred to as heal- thr( l )of  tn"

body, of the mind and of the spirit. Tnstrrrmentallyfoperationally

"development" means as a mini-mum, sat isfact ion of human needs. But,

i t  is further assumed that beyond that "only the heaven is the l imit" ,
(z\

in other words that we know no limit to human growthi' We do not even

know whether there is any limit to human bod.y growth in the sense of
f3)  ( r t \

longevltfl 'and. certainly not to the human mind,*/in the sense of the

r ichnaqq nf  nnmjf , ionS and emot ions, nob to ment ion to the human" , -a
spir i t  in the sense of  capaci ty to ref lect  on al l -  th is\))und- even to

communicate those ref l -ect ions.

,) mr,".. ^ r.-- r?d arrpl nnmcni t '  wo mean human-ggnNered d ewel nnmen tf i r4Ot VJ ugv9!vlr l rs l f ,v ws l r le(x l  r rwrr@l-vgffUU!Uu uUvUfvPluvr lU.

The nrob- l  rem io t re discussed in th is connect ion is not so much how to

make more refined and more precise definit ions - an intuit ion is

suff ic ient  for  the present purpose. The problem is rather how to

conceive of  "concepts" and " theor iesrr  of  d-evelopment,  g iven that we

mean by "development" something that has human growth at the center.

We do not mean economic growth,  structural  change, etc.  In short ,  i - t

is the external form of a theory of d-evelopment thus conceived. rather

than. or in addit ion to.  i ts precise content that is of  interest here.
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There are three di f ferences between the old and the new:

( f  )  a.  new focus -  or  t teenter-ni  ecert\* /
(  C\ :n oml - i  a i  l :  amnhl qi  q nn iha l r . r^-r . rq\r  

^. l i  
cnl  j  l - r r  nr  - i  n l -arc nf- i  nr\  - /  two-wal uausal- t  uJ u_L _1i l .  Ue-LaU UJ_LJn

3) the word "contextr t  prefel ' red for  r tcond- i t ions";  less means-ends
or i  ented -  m^-^ +^+^-r  ' i  +- .  ^* ' . '  ented.v!f  u l r  uuu t  r r rv lE VV VALL VJ V!I t

More di f f icul t  to i l lustrate (except by the age-old yin-yang
| / \

.  {O/\  -symbo]- ' )  but  u lder ly ing much of  th is woufd be a fourth point ,  a dia-

lect ic rather than a mechanist ic dichotorry:  there is " that  of  the

contextrr in the phenomenon of human growth, there is "that of human

growthrr  in the context .  The two are not separated from each other.

4. The old- theory of devel-opment was arr exercise in weaving

necessary and suff ic ient  condi t ions of  economic growth together into
(z\, -  \  |  /  - .a theolJ i i  I t  can safely be said that  the very nucleus of  th is con-

struct ion was the classical  product ion-funct ion,  and that the theory

of economic growth was, essent ia l ly ,  a product ion funct ion made much

more comnlcx- brr t  wi th the essent ia l  features reieined- Flrr :mnles of

embroider inr"  on tho nroduct inn funct ion base:

/- \  /  ,(1)  Whereas capi ta l  and " l -and" (raw mater ia ls,  includ. ing soi l  and
energr)  entered more or less as in any prod-uct ion factor,  there
was more elaborat ion of  ' r the hurnan factor"  ie not only as labor,
which nn- lw feads to discussions of  demop're.nhic and ed.ucat ion
factors.  Psychological  and cul- tural  factors were included-.

(Z) Orsanizat ion- in marxist  torrns the mode of\ . , /
more ser iously,  and- including the society
finn. Social and structuraf factors were

- r^zl . .  ^+i  ^-  ' . '^  ^ 
+ ^1,  ^-! !vuuvvlwlL,  w4D u4Ngt l

^ i - lorma 
n^+ 

^h- l r r  
*had u r4r 6Y t  I rw u wl f  rJ urrY

i  ncluded-.

/  - \t i l  \^ /hA7.o2q f [6 nrnnrr-{ jnr  f l ih^t ion was ]ocated within the paradigm\ / /
of  cconomics as a discipl ine (or rather,  economics was woven
around- that function which, in turn, was a way of spell ing out
the organtzation of an enterprise) the new approaches called on
mult i -d iscipl inary studies,  and a number of  inst i tutes of  devel-
opment studies were bui l t  arould th is concept.

5.  The dependent var iabl-e was st i l1 economic,  and essent ia l ly

related to the output of  goods and services;  but the range of  ind-e-

nandani r r : r i rh lo^ r . r^a nn* nn]rr  l r .  
T / ' \  

'  
/^ \  

-  
- l  

'
-*-*-D waD rrvv wtrLJ vroadened L (1) ar ld (2) above I  but

)



economic and non-economic variabl-es were on an equal footing. of

course r the economist ic theory had cycl ical  aspects because the econo-
ni a arrctom i  

-  - , . l1 merelv a t renslat ion of  factors into nrn6rrct .s /  'r r r rv DJDUYttL JD l luu ruurefJ a v la lL\  vv y!vu*_uo \gOOdS

end so^r i , .o. \  h,r t  rn annnnmi a arrnl  !B) 
"^-  

+ ' t "^ ^-"rru rJrstem to be sustained

products have somehor^r to be converted, whol ly or part ly,  into factors,

eg through the intermed-iary of the market, through individuaf and

publ ic goods, etc.  rn c lassical  theory th is is mainly seen in terms

of whether the quant i ty of  factors generated was higher,  equal  to or

lower than the or ig inal  fevel ,  leading to posi t ive,  zero or negat ive

growth respect ively (assuming constant output/ input rat ios).  L ike

any economic theory the theory of  deve-Lopment took th is i -nto 
"""o,(?).

6- The economist ic theory,  a lso in i ts rnul t i -d- iscipl inary form,

broke down for the fof lowing general  reason: the fa i lure to consider

that what was produced was not only goods and services but also bad-s

and disservices,  at  least  in some regards.  some of th is had for a

long t ime been evident to the cr i t ics wi th in the t radi t ion of  pol i -

t ical economy in general and marxist theory in partic,rrr{J0) Thus,

the ent i re product ion process had negat ive impacts on

-  nqfrrra ih +l- \^ fnrm n l -  1-Jonl  a l i  nn rni  nnl ' l r ,*  j  
^-

_ I I4UQIY. I l l  UI IC -  - -  
, I I  4fU \ , ' , f  f  l t r_. I r r l l

-  capi ta l  o eg bI  start ing inf lat ionary processes and general ly making
thc srrqtom I  eqe nradi  c i rh l  a

I / rvurv vav!v

-  labor,  in the form of increasing levels of al ientat ion with ]r igher
fevels of prod-uct iv i ty,  and of "urrest"

-  organizat ion, in the sense of creat ing top-heavy, exploi tat ive,
dependency-creat ing structures, intra-f i rm, intra-nat ion and inter-
l la uf  L ' l f4f  IJ .

- hurnan beings, as threats both to body, mind" and spirit in the form
of rrc iv i - l  tzat ion d. iseasestr .

Right now we are f iv ing through al_l  these "cr ises?r,  by no

means unpredictabl-e or unpredicted, but not covered in a suf f ic ient ly

central manner by conventional development theory. There are efforts

to introd-uce strategic changes in the parad-igm so as to save the basic
t t t  i ' \

forrhl*'trying to accoult for these phenomena and to correct for ihe

nore deleter ious consequences, yet preserving key el-ements by yield-

7



( tz\
i r , ry at  snme nthc- nninl i l /  mhpso maneouvfes

! t  L6 4 v vrre!  yvl l l  up

They should be watched; but we are engaged

/ r  z\
r rA 

^rr??onf l  
r r  r rnde^r^-r \ -  )  /

err urJ

in another exercise.

7. A shi f t  in paradigm is only progressive i f  there is some wi l l -

ingness to learn from the mistakes of the preceding paradigm, and at

:  deener level  than re-a.-ranging the concepts.  Among the nistakes we
a uuel /u!

woufd l is t  the fo l lowing:

(l) The choice of some kind of non-human rather than hurnan growth as

the center-piece ("dependent var iabf .") ;  insuff ic ient  sensi t iv i ty to
* l rn n^ooj t - , j1- i+rr  N[sl  non-human development coufd even be ant i -human.ul lg yuDDf,urfr  uJ

(z)  The fai lure to see that the growth could even be sel f -defeat ing.

or eorrnter-nrorJr;ct ive in a much broader Sense than just  being ant i -

human, by cor-mteracting any condition of ggowth.

/  - \3)  The fai lure to adapt a hol ist ic and dialect ical  at t i tude to the

totality, assuming that a part or aspect can grow ind.efinitely with-

out harmful  consequences to the rest .

In a sense the f i rst  two points are contained in the third '  The

problem is how to avoid such mistakes, and others, in a theory of

human-centered development - if that is the type of theory we want.

B. Let us say that the f i rst  mistake is avoided simply by making

r - , . rm-n .*^r . r rh .  , ronenr lent var iab' l  e in a convent ionaf product icn func-
I lu l ld l  6!uw urr  a ueyurruer l  u

tion, this tine for human g::owth. Thus, one night postulate that

:rwthirr.o tha.t happens in society should be eval-uated in terms of what
"  ( t  t t \

i t  does to human survival ,  wel fare,  ident i ty,  f reedoi l - - ' -  oT some such

concepts.  But the moment one does that the second problem ar ises

imm^rr- i - rarrr .  i -  the ef for t  to reconci le wel fare for  af1 wi th f reedom
f  l lur lYurO Uga.y .  I I I

for al l  (eg the freedom to exploi t  others) 
'  

oT suTvival  for al l  wi th

id-entity for al-l- (eg id-enti-ty derived from hurting others) one may

overstep l imits def ined- by nature, cul ture, society,  one way or the
/r  r )

otneftl/ And this leads straight to the third- problem: we humans are

part  of  a total i ty,  ca;1 we arrogate to ourselves a r ight to I 'grow"

without either assuming that everything else has to grow in a s;,'n-

nhrnr i rar t  /nni  thg salne as r ts;mchronicr t ,  which woufd merely point  to-u----  '  l -z\  
-

+1^^  ̂ -m^.,al  ^- i r -w) menner or tha. t  there v i l l  be ruptureLto/and that
ulfe Ddl lg v sf  uvr vJ /  lLLluurvL

A



these can be manager? At the s implest  feve1, which nevertheless is

rather important: one may d-isagree as to where the limit is but at
qnmo nn- in* f1.ar6 . i  q an rrhnar f  ;mit  tO Sheef demo.or:bhi  r :  hrrman orowth -

to our numbers, at  any given t ime(l7) D"u"lopment merely def ined- as
production of more human beings would quickly nrn against all three
nrahl  omo man*i  ^ned above -  so wor:- l  d devcl  onmeni a.q inere:s in-c" I  nnp^--  oU wv(!  U! J]yrrrst l  L *_ _--_,

vi tyr not to mention development as increasing size of human beings.

9. To this i t  could be objected- that we are not thinking so much

in terms of  hodw :nd nrrmhor" nf  l rndi  oq darrol  nnma.vvuJ 4ru r l* , rusr wr nt  -  exCept fOf Cafe

for the normal hurnan bod-y as we know it, and in keeping numbers "not

too much" beyond what we have and lcrow - but in terms of non-material

human growth, of the mind and spirit. can there be anythrng v/Tong( r  c)
with that?"/ That depends on what is meant. Tmagine that hurnan growth

/ r  o\
is ident i f ied- with the bud,d.hist  concept of enl ightenrnei l t / /  (Sanskri t :

hndh' i  Tcncnaoo. SatOf - i  )  anI  th: t  thc :nnnnanh r . rnrr  l I  ho f l . r rn",mt1

cel ihaterw- owen sol i tarw mnn:sf ig i"r t?O) .here js no her;  nrossrvvrruav.: jLJ,  evsf i  vurrvarJ rrrvr laDuIUtDI l  .  t IeIe ,__Jre on

nature involved, but i t  would evident ly,  nonetheless, spel l  the end

of the human species. of  course, one could keep enl ightenment as a

dimension of human growth but search for a less dratnattc/extrerne

context  for  i ts  atbainment,  eI  one could- say (as is usual ly done)

that th is is rnly for  the few, the others are a contextr  es bx giv ing

afms to the med. i tat ing few so that they are not distracte6?t)  u,rr  r"

th is not tn nrn12.6"a. te a theorw nf  h. .mnn m^' . ' f l^  r t  iha ananca nfvrr !p rrvu uv l . r rwVaF<@us a ulrsur.y L ' l  I lUl [d l l  XIUW Utl  a;_ ---_ ___-_, ._.-  . . ,  nOn_

growth of  others.  very much l ike economic growth:  i t  r , ras for  the few.

cor.mtr ies : r .nd people,  at  the expense of  the others?

10. The third- problem, indicated through the catch-word-s of  hol ism

and dialect ics,  has a concrete interpretat ion also wel_l_ known from

the theorV of  ar-^-^m-i  a zm^' . ' t l - '  Tma.r" i r re j ,h:  l .  hrrmrn mnr^rth i  c ojr rvr  suurtWl l r f  W 6!UW UtI  r  u_!au rrwt-e o, , -gn an

interpretation as narrow as that given to economic growth through

its operattonarizat ion in terms of cNP/capita,  for instance as rQ/
(  z>\

capitdl '  rmagine that i t  is taken seriously,  that al l  societ ies are

transforming thensefves into producers of human growth in that sense.

The result  would be just as for economic growth: a reduct ion in

tr



diversi ty,  hence of the matur i t$2J)or tnu total  system, hence an in-
crease in r,rrfnerability. Fron this we d_raw one consequence: to leave
a considerabl-e lange of huma:r growth patterns, and to focus del iberate
d,evel-opment (a tautolosr,  development is del ibera.te -  but just to
omnhaq i  q.a lhcl  .  ' \u,r ! r , ,oD!!c urrau p&rtJ:  on the sat isfact ion of  mjnimum cond. i t ions,  in

other words on needs. tnything beyond tha-t  wi l l  d.ecrease diversi ty

and increase vulnerabi l i ty even i f  the'rcontext" also developed so as
to fol low suit ,  and del ivered the necessary inputs. r t  should then be
noted that one basic need seems to.be, precisely,  the need for d-evelop-

ment -  beyond the other basic ,r"ual?4)

11. some requirements of a theory of human-centered. d-evelopment

have now been ident i f ied, focussing on "human-centered d-evelcpment".

what happens if we focus on the term "theoryt' and try to explore what

it would mean to have not only a theory of something human-centered-,

but a human-centered theory? The answer d.epends on how we understand
tttheory'r. I, 'Ie assume the term to refer to a verbal constructure that

makes i t  possibl-e to see relat ions between the parts and the whole
(of sonething), a-:':rd- - by implication - between the parts. Two ways

of doing this stand out:  to concej-ve of the parts as something con-
tained in the axioms of the theory and to be revealed through ded_uction

(1ogical  impl icat ion),  and to conceive of the parts as parts of a
scheme of things, a family of things at a deeper level,  revealed

through implementatior\?') vuya" the forrner is more rational, the
latter more intui t ive, ref lect ing the twin approaches of occidentar/

or ientaf ,  maref female, tef t  hand frrg;hL hand of the brain. 
" t [?6) 

oo"-
ever that  may be, a hrman-centered t obvicusly has to be accessi-

bfe to everybod-y,  not  only in the sense of  being understandabl_e ex

post,  but  of  being something that people create themselves. This means,

concretely,  that  theor ies and theory-format ion have to be a part  of
L..-^-  

- -+-. , ' -^ '^--r ru l lan parr lmony, colnmon property,  not  pr ivate property of  theoret ic ians,

"scient ists ' t  or  t ' "u""=(?t)

12. However,  theor ies relat ing to d-evelopment are not only tools

of  ref lect ion,  but tools guid- ing act ion,  praxis.  r t  is  not  obvious

A



t ions accessibl-e to eve

that theor ies can do this,  so 1et us start  wi th the id,ea of  a "guide

for act ion",  meaning a guide for act ion so as to obtain human growth.

No doubt there is soinething instrumental ,  a means-ends relat ion at

work here:  that  is  as t rue for the noble eight- fo ld path as for

d' i  r l r rcr 'c n1- h]  
^^tZU 

I  ' -

----d;- '  A_Lso, ther:e is a process invofved,:  the conse-

quences of the action are more or less immediate, arrd in ad_d_ition

thcre is at  least  an intent ion,  a vol i t ion preceding the act ion -

otherwise i t  is doubtful  whether i t  should be referred_ to as act ion.

htrether this means-ends relation fulfil ls the rules for a causal re-

lat ionship is another matter,  so fet  us rather talk in terms of condi-
I  aq)

t ions and consequencebl ' '  In a human-centered theory of d.evelopment

the net consequences are supposed to be human growth. But ruhat about

the condit ions? A human-centered theory has to operate with cond_i-
zo)
t " /n^1. 

nnlr l in l -ha eanea nf  l - ra in,  rJU U UrlrJ rJL rr  .  __, , ,9 COm-

nrphpnsi  h l  e -  hrr t  in the Sense Of bei  nc avai  l :hr  o as sornqthinrr  neon' l  aq v s!4sv_s a j  rv l l .v  uLrLLrt i  I /y J l ]  ru

aor zal  
-+^ 

+^ ^-^-^+^uat r  Y!4 uq uU I  uPUr d,  uu.

17 r l l t r ra nnnca^,rah^6c Of th iS afe fa l -Tea.Chins- nnss- i  ? ' ' l r r . imn^aci!  vavrr l f  f6 ,  I /vDDr urJ ! jL( IJvDD!_

ble Lo obtain,  but  worth consider ing as an ideal .  At  the extreme end

is a society where everybody is autonomous, his/her oum master,  con-

trof led by onesel f  and with suf f ic ient  control  over nature and

isolated from the ef fects of  the act ions of  others -  eg because they

are l iv ing as hermits in a benign nature,  wi th some kind of  t rans-

personal  rned- ium of communicat ion thatrneverthefess,  makes i t  possible

to refer to th is as a society.  At  the other extreme is the zoological

garden, al l  aspects or cond- i t ions of  hurnan g: :owth being control led by
(<r )

others,  by society,  by the management l - '  And there is afso the thi rd

' i r  "^ ^^e th is as a t f ian,cnle where natrrre diet : tcs- imnnuur l ler ,  r  I  we : iee ul ] -Ls as a ul la. ,b,-  ,  * . . .y_s]-ng

al l -  cond- i t ions:

Nature

/  r%rr
, / t t1 \ \

Person -Society

l r r  I 'qnn. i  o*rr t t  r^ro 
-air .a ' l  

-1 . ,  ma^nJ. l  uvv19 u. I  w I  d9 uua!LJ i l tcat t sociaf  fcrces beyond persrnal

7.



control"  A11 kinds of  combinat j -ons are possible:  the person controls

i t  a l l ,  society does i t ,  or  nature,  or  the three in more or less

balanced combinat ions.  A human-centered theory of  development would

be one focated- in the v ic in i ty of  the fower lef t  corner,  seeing the

person more as its own conditi-on and conse nlL.n"Ll')

14.  Concretely,  then, a human-centered theory of  development

woul,d presuppose or include:

-  a benign nature,  not  a cruef one, and a relat ion to nature so that
nrntr l  omq nf  l l<nrrni  t r r?? dimini  qh in ei  mi l i  crnno rnl :  nanacqr i  l r r

because nature is more abundant and renewabl-e. but because the demand-s
nrrJ- an nr l : r r ra 116 mA?6 madaqf

_ a.  benis,n soeicL-.  -^- .^. i - -  ^  ^^. ia*rr  r . rhona n^,dnnq nnt onlV naft iCi_-  a Ugl l I<Jl  DVUf g UV .  l l lE@lj l f< d DUU Lg U-Y wl lVl  E UEI Jvrtp

na*a in rranjc inns af fect , inrr  thenLsefves but Can deCide in matters@!!vv vrr fh

: f foct ins thomqolrroq -  Aqqrrminr"  :  sot  lF nor.onq r . r - i  f  h nnmnrf  ih l  o

wishesras to condi t ions af fect ing the human growth of  each one of
them, const i tute a cojTul t iuni ty:  they could then make that decis icn,
or they could-.  colrrmand- rul ing el i tes (who then worfd no l -onger b"f  

"" \ru l ing el i tes) to enact that  decis ion.  This probably presuppose!?2/

(a) tnat communities are small
/ "  \(b) that they have complementarily-minded inhabitants
(c) aiversity and mobil ity among such rrnits to accommod-ate wishes
/. \(d)  a high level  of  autonomy for the communit ies so that their

decis ions are not too much af fected- by d.ecis ions by others

- autonomous persons, meaning people who are conscious enough to lcrow
what to wart ,  to rnake a choice and to act  accord. ingly.  To do this
what above is cal led theory is by def in i t ion ind- ispensable.

rnlr ic ihen- laads io :n interest ins nrnblem: under the condi-vtrrb y!  v

t innq nf  hanim nrJ-.rrra qnd hanich qnr-- io l : r r  i r rcf .  eJ- inrr l  . iad ia - i*ufvrrD vf  usLrr6rf ,  r rauw s (aru vurr f6rr  evvfvvJ <.JuDU DUryuf,ausut LD JU

l ikely that  we get autonomous persons? Or is i t  more l ikely that

they become complacent for  lack of  chal lenge, in a sense condi t ioned-

precisely by not being condi t ioned? Is the point  possibly that  th is

ent i re v is ion is not d- ia lect ic enough, does not suf f ic ient ly take into

account how the corners of  the t r iangle const i tute a vhole,  wi th the
( <rt ] r

paJts working on each othe|?- '

However that may be, 1et us try to l ist  the tentat ive conclu-lq

R



sions arrived at about human-centered theories of human-centered

development:

/ .  \(1) the goal of  human growth -  body, mind.,  spir i t  -  has to be made
expl ic i t  and put in the center of the theory.

/  ̂ \12) i f  the total i ty is los!  hold of  th is goal  can easi-Ly become seff-
defea.t in,c" thror:r"h eroSion of  the context :  henee -  r :nntcxt  dcrrel  onment
i . roo in l la o nor l  n l -  l -ha f .hanrrrl faD UU Us 4 lAr U wr urru u-fuvlJ

/  - \\3)  th is can only be done with a v is ion of  the total i ty,  hol ist ic
and dialect ic

/ , \
I  lL l  2 aJ t r t . .1 hAT.nto thonrw o{-  dowel nnmAnt shn,r l , . l  r - f  - .  ^ . i -  ^+ ^+i- . - l  r t ino
\+, i  k uuMu!Guv urruvrJ vuf ,v l r l r rc l iu Drrvafu Ul f lJ  QLTLL dU DVrPqfau!rr6

basic human needs of the body/mind/spirit and beyond- that open for
tho wi l  dest  nossih ' l  a qnoctal lm nf-  v is ions of l  human orowth nossihi  I  i  i i  ac

! !  uf  vu,

arnong other reasons to faci l i tate maximum diversi ty.

/ - \
(5)  a human-centered theory should be not cnly accessible,  but  be a
part  of  human patr inor{r  to be modif ied-,  changed, rer:reated

(6) a human-centered theory has to operate wi th cond, i t ions accessible
l -  n arrarrrhndrr

1f

-LO.
Cl e:- lv-  the oen^-^r  r , - - . -^ '^  ^^*+^'  -n--^-^1^ -- i - .^n af l  of  th isvru(LrJ )  vJJv burrEral  lLuudl-usl f  usr @yPrUdul l t  SJVY

wil1 l -ead to an emphasis on that which the people,  persons, even the

indiv idual  can best control .  and to an ef for t  to condi t ion nature and

society so that th is bec)mes pracbicable.  Tn terms or 
"pu""tJ5)tr , i=

wou1d lead to an emphasis on the ind.ividual inner space and on the

micro space of  i rnmediate soclal  re lat ions -  the fami ly,  peer Soupr

the commune. Tt  might also extend to the meso space, to loca1

r : rmmln' i  t i  es in e"anor:- l  -  tn di  str i  nf  c qnr i  m'rn i  n i  
-a l i t ieS -  tO al l  thOSe6urav! o!  t

^^++j '^-^ +L^+ ^-e a l - rhauteur de l rhomme" In doin.er so there is un-DY V UIf f< D VI)A V AL I IAE UI]UI 9 ]  J

r lnrrhJ:odlrr  l :ho dancar nf  noql  oct inrr  f .he nthor qnenaq mrcr^ (nn1.. i  
^-r l  

\uJ4v vvufJ urrv ur le)u!  vr  uyuvsD t  )LLaw-L v \ r ia vLwltal  )  )

-err i  
onal  -  . . "1 oha. l  onA ^rr tor  qn'^e al  SO fOf that  matter.  BUt the

'  

( ! ru

theory should not be ulderstood in that  sense. Rather,  i t  should be

required of  a theory of  th is type that i  L is fu l fy conscious of  a l l

spaces but st ipufates the condibions other spaces have to sat isfy in

ord-er for human growth to take place where it can meaningfully take
/  zr \

nlpr:e -  nrnh:hlw in tha sntr laqdrawn Closer to the indiv id.ual?o/

l^ Ih i  ah aarf  c i r l r r  nnanq fnr l - .ha nnqq ih i  l - i  l r r  l -hr t  fh^-^ 1.?;+L 
^ i . i  

+,  ,_* urrose wI ut t  qu_L ue

di  f  ferent a.nnroa.r :hcs wi  I  I  
^ccrnv 

thrso snaeFq rel  ee"a. t inr"  neonl  e cOIr-vy, jvvp 
,  

I  vru6s

a



cerned with human growth to their small niches in a structure not

l- .ho. i rs- eondit ioning then in ways that interfere with their  autonomy -
( zt\

in short  rnaking a travesty of the whole id,eAi /  And th:r t  is precisely

the d-ilerna of any human-centered theory: by being too concerned wlth

those other spaces one gains control  but loses hold of the goal of

the whole exercise; by being too l i t t le concerned one may cl ing on

Lo the goal bu1, easily lose control . \^tr]rere is the theory that nakes

us str ike a good balance here?
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