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This document addresses the subject:


	Poverty and impoverishment during the transition period in Romania.


It does so with special attention one of the objectives of this Second European Social Science Conference:


	Enhance role and function of the social sciences, for the management of social transformation.


The intention here is to convey the manager’s point of view.


	He is interested in how to draw from research, and support research, such that it contributes directly to deal with the situation.


	Therefore, our commentaries reflect a frustration not based on a rejection of research as a distraction or a luxury (because of the time and money involved), but rather on the obstacles to compliance with a strong belief in its potential usefulness to help practitioners do what we have to do.





We will try to respond to four specific questions:


What are the poverty challenges?


What is the present contribution of research to meet them, and what is lacking?


How can research help?


What should be done so as to enhance its contribution?


	The major point to be made is that there can be considerably more convergence, than is often presumed, between the practical (even immediate) added value of research for the practical applications of management of social transformation and the scientific added value for the researcher.


	This means that getting closer to the manager’s perspectives regarding social transformation need not compromise, but rather enhance, the researcher’s intellectual pursuit.


	What knowledge is generated need not be divorced from the consideration of why: what use can and will be made of it.


	Overall, a convergence between the manager’s agenda and that of the researcher regarding the questions to be developed and answered can be mutually beneficial.





About the Poverty Challenges


Let us first clarify the objects of the manager’s attention in this case.


What we are trying to do?


	The major formal products of this project are the following:


	A national poverty alleviation strategy;


	An implementation plan for the strategy;


	A training programme as a complement to the implementation plan;


	Resource mobilisation as required for the implementation; and 


	Public imaging of the poverty situation to gain a constructive response.





	The more basic immediate impact of the project is to:


Enhance human resource capabilities, performance and impact, both in public and private organisations which transfer benefits to the poor;


Strengthen information resources, including poverty mapping;


Contribute to operative level institutional reforms, which are to be specified for each sector as to what is most cost-effective, and propose necessary legal modifications; 


Promote the complementation of the efforts and programmes of the United Nations and other cooperation agencies to deal with this problem;


Identify high risk segments and consider, support or experiment preventative or emergency responses, including those of governmental agencies and NGO’s; and


Influence the thinking of policy makers and public opinion about poverty so that they take into account the results of the more rigorous conceptualisation and studies of it.





In order that:


Social assistance or transfer delivery/information systems are more effective at the interface with the poverty problem;


The level of severe or acute poverty is better comprehended and attended, including real cases of malnutrition, serious health problems with poverty consequences, chronic unemployment with almost null options, etc.;


Risk zones of massive layoffs, and disadvantaged rural zones, are more effectively evaluated in terms of the most effective possible answers;


Young people do not slip into a situation of limited poor options, or a definitive departure from the country; and


Macro-economic policy making can make better projections of the human and social impact of decisions.





Among the key general challenges to dealing with poverty in Romania are:


	The dilemma of focus and priorities: Dealing with the tendencies or processes of impoverishment in the country, with the diffusion of poverty characteristics among the population in general or directly with the poor (defined as those who are below a threshold or “poverty line”);


	The dilemma between conflicting expectations: drastic reform in order to obtain the very needed capital infusion (with high risks), or trying for a measured impact on most sectors (with possibilities of stagnation or slow deterioration);


	The dilemma between substantial comparative advantages of the country (position of strength) or a perspective on the historical abuses of their exploitation (position of weakness);


	The dilemma with regard to initiative: Enhancing and abetting individual initiatives in favour of survival or enhancing the presently weak corporate management skills; 


	The dilemma in focussing on the persons with the greatest needs and deprivations, or in identifying and promoting or supporting the elements which have the greatest promise of contributing to the overall development of the society (including the most deprived).





Key principles of the work in designing and implementing a Poverty Alleviation Strategy include the following:





1) Projection of the effects of the general economic tendencies, including macro-economic policies (including price, privatisation, tax, and exchange policies), which are manifest in


	Conditions of comparative and competitive advantage,


	Unemployment, 


	De-capitalisation at all levels, including the personal level,


	Upward and downward drag (pulling) effects,


	Restructuring or re-conversion,


	Agrarian reform,


	Changing consumer preferences, and


	Sequence and intensity of shocks,


	And which result in


	Generalised lower standard of living,


	Diffusion of poverty characteristics in the population,


	Elusive nature of the poverty thresholds, and


	Gaps in relationship to the thresholds,


	We want to be able to inform the government better regarding the effects of its policies on poverty.





2) The “poor’s” point of view about Indicators of “poverty” and “quality of life” should be rescued, as well as a comprehension of the strategies which people adopt to deal with the challenges of impoverishment. This is important in order to assure that any attempts to help them will amount to an added value to them. It should be demonstrated that they are much better off with the intervention than without it.


	Thus, evaluation of a social programme or project involves the identification and improvement of the quality of what happens at the interface between social transfer systems (public, private and mixed) and the poor, and if this relationship really leads to empowerment, uplifting, and the complementation or sound modification of the target group’s own survival strategies.





3) More efficient use should be made of the society’s resources dedicated to combat impoverishment, with attention to the dynamic (and elusive) threshold and investment in really sustainable ways of broaching it.


	While comprehending the different motives for social transfers, we want to be able to inform the government and civil society groups regarding the effects of these transfers on alleviating poverty.


	For this, it is important to draw from the relevant experience from other countries, and from Romania’s history of social assistance.





4) Attempts to should be made to be enlightened regarding key “uncovered” or hidden aspects of poverty. Examples are:


	The effects of preventative and reactive measures which have been taken with regard to high risk zones of massive layoffs due to enterprise restructuring; 


	Limbo (or “excluded”) groups suffering transition effects but not yet covered by social transfers:


	Relatively helpless low pension recipients, and caretakers (implement a new legislation);


	Elderly who do not receive pensions;


	Young people entering into the labour market; and


The children who are born into poverty (which, along with children of minority groups, are the majority), especially those who do not get to the street or to school nor more than minimum coverage.





	For this purpose, pilot initiatives and projects can determine if apparent solutions are really viable and effective in Romania, in dealing with impoverishment and rights in general. 





About the Present Contribution of Research





There is considerable research work which has been undertaken, and which is presently being undertaken or proposed, on the subject of poverty and related fields. It can be exploited for the purpose of dealing with the above mentioned challenges.


	The manager in this case has a number of objectives with regard to this potentially supportive research.


The desire is to upgrade


	The quality of the research products, for present and future use;


	The competence of the researchers to deal with this subject;


	The quality, usefulness and application of spin-offs or side products


of this research, for programmes and projects, beginning with the Poverty Alleviation Strategy; and


	Practical experience in problem solving through research.


	This research is undertaken in research institutions, and units engaged in research and research support, in Romania, in the Ministry of Labour and Social Protection, Research Institute of Quality of Life, National Statistics Commission, Institute of Hygiene and Public Health, and Ministry of Scientific Research, National Economics Institute, to name a few. There are many pertinent research and evaluation reports produced by United Nations’ agencies, World Bank, and practical publications by PHARE of the European Union, and the Soros Foundation. The researchers and practitioners in these institutions have different grades of linkage to university researchers. In the university, research is undertaken by professors, and by students for practices and their thesis. 


	Much of the results of this research has been published, and we have compiled, with the help of National Library and University of Bucharest reference librarians a very substantial bibliography, which is expanded continually.  Each of the institutions has many research reports, and intermediate analysis of data in different grades of development.





What has been gained or learned?


	As a result of this research, we have considerable knowledge about:


	The general dimension, tendencies and distribution of poverty in terms of poverty lines, and the pros and cons regarding the different methodologies used on this subject.


	The identification of backward, disadvantaged or risk zones according to sets of pre-defined indicators and indexes. 


The study of many communities and occupational groups in terms of their values and problems of survival.


	Much data on health, education, employment and unemployment, other incomes, nutrition, family budgets, and household activities, although not always constructed so as to reveal their cause-effect relationships with poverty.


Evaluation of community development and other development projects.	





What is needed?





1)  Refinement of the basic research questions


We have very basic questions which we cannot answer suspecting that there are many research results that could be pertinent but a considerable amount of that is not in a presently useful form.





Let’s consider some examples:


Unemployment and poverty


	A large proportion of the unemployed have a flexible personal portfolio of participating in varied official (taxed or officially recognised) and informal or underground economies. About   of them do not have minor children, about   live in households with other income earners, about 2/3 of them are not the major earner in the household, and about   of them (closer to   in some counties) are not chronically unemployed. Studies show less inclination of the unemployed in transition than those of more developed European countries to associate their situation with poverty, and that the Romanian is particularly innovative in dealing with their being unemployed.1


The question: How can we scale grades of vulnerability in these conditions?





Health problems and poverty





	The contribution of poverty to health problems is difficult to determine. Evidently, stress contributes considerably to the major causes of mortality, while environmental and nutrition problems contribute considerably to serious illness, although often with delayed effects. Poverty would usually exacerbate these problems.  However, the gravity of these relationships is not well identified as yet. In particular, with regard to nutrition, there is a lot of work on estimating the average Romanian food basket for different population segments, but not really on the quantity of people, with what characteristics, that suffer from malnutrition. As conditions are set on the universal access to diagnosis and treatments, with more and more being opportunely accessible only in private or informal channels, poverty plus the related lower education of patients reduces their recurring to proper attention. At the same time, 20% of the elderly patients in hospitals are there for directly economic reasons and create a medical pretext. Naturally, it works the other way as well, in that medical problems add to pauperisation, particularly notable when they curtail the self-sustaining ability of the older people who are the large proportion of the active farmers.


The question: How can we project the effects of health reforms on people who are destitute?





Education and poverty


	It is almost novel in Romania that a school would contribute to alleviate social problems, such as poverty, by preparing the students for really competitive and flexible roles in the job market, by developing the social aspects of education and by an exploitation of the potential social role of the school in its community. Whatever means are chosen for this should take into account what young people presently do, including the great numbers of who do not continue with education in all levels (a great decline in kinder assistance, 20% absence in obligatory education, 40% absence in high school, 78% do not go on to the university), and those with university degrees. We only know that the unemployed and working poor include many young people, and that a huge proportion of youth (72%) indicates desires to leave the country for different motives. 


The question: Is the educational system preparing the young people (and community) to avoid poverty, without having to leave the country to do so, or will the educational reform lead to this?





The environment and poverty


	There is a big legacy of old environmental problems (e.g. industrial pollution) and there are relatively new problems (e.g. floods in deforested zones). We do know that the poor often contribute to alleviating environmental problems (e.g. by collecting trash and scrap), as well as aggravating it (e.g. cutting firewood). 


The question: What can be done to make compatible the attempts to deal with poverty in such a way that environmental problems are ameliorated and probabilities of sustainable development are enhanced?





Social transfer systems and poverty


	Romania has a complex and increasing number of social transfer systems, principally in the public and NGO sectors. They target different population segments or groups with a great variety of motives or justifications, besides the alleviation of poverty or economic deprivation. The public sectors are nearly overwhelmed by the rapid turnover of new legislation, and how to apply it to the massive object populations. The NGO’s are most effective in serving well defined limited size groups. However, the basic contradictions seemed not adequately addressed, for example, if helping elderly people with food is reducing self-production.


The question: What are the appropriate terms of effectiveness of these delivery systems, and what can realistically be expected of them in relationship to the attack on poverty?





Poverty segmentation, mapping and targeting 


	The most difficult of the specific practical and technical questions to deal with is the specific identification of the poor, of the persons affected by impoverishment or pauperisation trends and the diffusion of poverty characteristics in the population in general. In developing and developed countries, the burden of the criticisms of social programmes usually has to do with problems of segmentation: the dissonance between the beneficiary profile and the persons who really receive the benefits of the programme. However, this low tolerance for errors in targeting is in conflict with the low tolerance for invasions of privacy. In Romania, as compared to other countries, public opinion, including that of politicians and the beneficiaries themselves, seems to be less emphatic on both counts, yet the tension does exist and is significant.


The question: What can the social sciences contribute to this all important but relatively neglected theme of social segmentation methods and techniques?


	This last question is illustrative of an interesting irony regarding the social science response to real situations. The identification of risk and consumer populations is highly developed in some specific fields, including insurance (actuarial analysis), marketing (market segmentation), and health (epidemiology). It seems incredible that except for quite inadequately adapted segmentation procedures from business to social marketing, there appears to be very little serious work in developing really relevant social segmentation theory and practice.


	It is also illustrative of a need for research to be more reality-focused in another sense. All research adopts standards of judgement, and in the social field it is usual to be rather idealistic in this regard. Apparent shortcomings are identified, which really are no more than a reflection of terrible ubiquitous dilemmas or contradictions. For example, if the focus should be on the least favoured or the more promising areas of social change.2





2)  Focussing attention on relatively more critical matters


	There can be a tendency to get locked into levels of discourse which are academically fascinating but which do not have such practical importance as other themes, which are left in abeyance. 


	For example, we have seen a great deal of debate about Equivalence Scales, as an estimation of the relative consumption of different members of a household, depending on the quantity of members in each household, the age and sex of the member, and such factors. The premise that the head of the household or the teenage son eats more (and thus sets the standard for maximum consumption in the family) can significantly determine the relative consumption of families.


	However, much more significant in the result in Romania is the relative value assigned to self-consumption items as opposed to those that are purchased, about which we see much less discussion.


	One check on what is really important, although it should not be the only one, is to consult the most affected people. In the study of “poverty” to determine how to “improve” the lives of a people, those people could be asked to define “poverty” and “improvement”. When we have done this in other countries, the results are resounding: the indicators proposed by the “poor” for such concepts are very different than those proposed by international experts, national professors and administrators of social programmes, which all tend to converge on their definitions. The indicators of “poverty” proposed by the “poor” with most frequency were not even mentioned by the other groups. Of course, there is an epistemological dilemma in this: who defines the ”poor” to be consulted as to the definition of “poverty”.


	This is very important to a manager of social transformation, since the “poor” in this case, not the social scientist, are his or her real “clients”, and their “consumer” attitude has to weigh very much on his or her approach to deal with the transformation of their life situation.





3)  Less dependent on misleading paradigms and classifications


	Researchers often resort to professional paradigms for their categories or classifications, and these can be very awkwardly applied to real experience.


	It can be said that all categories are an intellectual superimposition on the situation. Too often they are taken as alternatives and are static, when they could be better applicable if posited as options and dynamic.


	Several examples can be given. The very idea of poverty is often treated too much as a dichotomy: the poor and the non-poor, and a poverty line is used to define the difference.


	Lately, much is made of three types of approaches to poverty: Relative, Absolute, Subjective. There is a basic difference in perspective of these, although the attempts to explain it are often jumbled. But, in practice, they also are all ubiquitous (always present) in all analyses in different ways or degrees.3


	Regarding types of social transfer systems, the field of social work offers ready categories. (Zamfir 1996) This is unfortunate when it means misconstruing some important aspects of these systems. For example, contributory and non-contributory can be analysed as questions of scale, rather than in dichotomous form. The same is true of Governmental and non-profit organisation of the system, given the nearly infinite shades of mixture which are being created in the practice of “privatisation” of social services. Too much meaning can be ascribed to the term “privatisation” itself, given that even strictly public services often cater and respond almost exclusively or with clear preferences to a defined clientele.


	Too much is made of the apparently distinguishing characteristics of means-tested and focalised systems, as opposed to the alternatives, given that all transfer systems implicitly or explicitly involve degrees of specification of the target population or group, eligibility qualifications and social inquisitiveness in applying such qualifications. Thus many characteristics and dilemmas ascribed to “means tested systems” are actually pertinent in degrees to all social transfer systems.


	When the research is related to ongoing development projects, including evaluations of them, it often adopts the objectives or “principles” of the project as given, rather than examine their suitability.1 A presently popular example of this is co-financing projects at the community level.





4)  A more constructive perspective or inquiry, and language


	We know much more about the problems of people than about the results and implications of the attempts to deal with these problems. Social research can focus excessively on pathological hypotheses, explaining how things go wrong, rather than remedial hypotheses.


	However, this does not mean that a “solution” or “supply” focus is better than “demand” or “need” focus. This focus is also more pathological rather than constructive, since it highlights the shortcomings in relation to a predefined expectation, rather than comprehend what the individual, community or nation is doing for itself and see how to complement it.


	Related to the above problem, is that of terminology.


Unfortunately, there are vested interests in keeping the terminology quite negative and ambiguous. More research funds are attracted at times when the problems or specific solutions are emphasised rather than a “constructivist” approach.


There are many advantages to using as positive a language as possible. It can be more constructive, motivational, and invite optimistic participation by the most affected persons.


	The major failing of a pathological inquiry and negative terminology is that it places a stigma on people, overlooks what they are doing for themselves, and tends to treat them as subjects rather than protagonists in the attempts to improve their lives. Also it is simply not correct morally or accurate conceptually.


	In this way, studies of “deserters” in education overlook all the involuntary reasons why the child is not in school, studies of “terminal patients” in health overlook that all grades and types of cancer do in fact have success cases, studies of “victims” in cases of violence overlook the repetition of “victimisation” in the attempts to help the survivor of violence when his or her own mechanisms of survival are not considered, and studies of the “excluded” or “marginal” population segments overlook the general diffusion of characteristics of impoverishment or disaffection in even the majority of the population in many cases. In this same vein, being classified as “poor” also carries a stigma, and conveys an image of being mired or on a dead-end.


	Other terms, which have been popularised simply contribute to ambiguity. “Equity”, like “poverty”, has so many possible and legitimate definitions as to be very hard to pin down, or worst, it is a vague attribute which can be associated with almost any well meaning programme or project.4 By comparison, the concept of human rights has the advantage not only of formal legitimacy at the international level, but also of being much more concrete than alternatives such as “equity”, and even more of “poverty”. You have your rights respected or you don’t.5





5)  Avoiding the reductionist traps


	There is a great deal written about this, so we can just refer to it briefly.


It is well known that if the social professional milieu of social science researchers is taken into account, it is understandable why there is such pressure to go for the visible and the easily enumerated in approaching social reality. 


	The problem of the manager who uses social research results, is that poverty is in many aspects quite invisible, or unregistered, or difficult to communicate, or loaded with negative and positive insinuations, and these nuances are too often ignored in the accelerated movement to crunch numbers and arrive at published conclusions. Sophisticated sampling techniques predominate over the concern for meaning.





6)  Retrievability of the data


	With CD-ROM and other such storage technologies, it is much easier and cheaper than before to conserve information. However, this can mean that it is much more difficult to find the information when it is needed. Library and bibliographical data base classification systems are not always geared toward the concerns of the users, including their language and relationship among concepts. Statistical data bases often improvise the definition of aggregations for indexes in such a way that the data among different data bases cannot be compared. Most objectionable is that intermediate analyses of data, involving the steps between primary data or information and the final publication, are often stored, or even trashed, without any attention to their future utility.





How can research help, and what should be done with it so as to enhance its contribution?


Modern forms of processing information permit the derivations of many side products of a research effort, with very little added effort.


	It is basically a question of attitude towards the research. 


Let us take the case of a student thesis. At least 14 products could be obtained by the student, and in fact, this list is used in faculties in social and administrative sciences in some countries for this purpose, asking the student to show effectiveness in all of them.6


a)  Compliance with academic results.


b) Collaboration with the object organisation, in something important for that organisation.


c)  Consider the thesis research as a practice in creating a project and managing it, in conformity with the principles of effective project management.


d) As an extension of the previous point, negotiate a contract with the object organisation, as would a consultant, and gain practice in this role.


e)  Creation of didactic materials from the study, such as case studies to be used in classes of the academic programme.


f)  Demonstrate application of what was learned in the academic programme.


g)  Identify the greatest deficiencies of information to comprehend the subject, and propose an information strategy to fill them.


h)  Practice the application of principles of rigour in scientific methodology.


i) Development of skills in information searching, statistical operations and computation.


j)   Learn to learn, by identifying and using sources of professional updating.


k)  Insertion in the networks of scientists and practitioners on the subject.


l)    Insertion in the working market, creating opportunities and options for the student.


m) Creating multiplier effects, or transfer of technology or analytical capabilities, whereby the “subjects” learn how to identify and resolve their own problems.





Of course, most of these products can be obtained from any research effort, not just theses.


The major point here is that these products from the research add considerably to its value for the manager of social transformation.


These are formalities. They should increase added value of the research even if the researcher does not alter at all his or her research proposal or protocol as to contents.


	Of course, if all we have suggested here about the way to focus on the subject is also taken into account, with consideration of the questions that the manager of social transformation must address, then in that degree the value is enhanced much more.


	A subsidiary question in all of this is how much of value can be obtained in comparative research, or by using the experience of others to address Romanian problems.


	The researcher and manager must choose their source of performance standards for the socio-economic system, and among the many options, the experience of other countries can be as valid (or weak) as most any other standard. Fortunately, nowadays there is excellent theoretical and practical work on this, for example, by German and Spanish academicians in comparative education.


	The initial question is how many similarities must exist among objects to make their differences usefully comparable? The term “transition” has already come to encompass a huge heterogeneity of experiences, yet the experience of some “transition” countries (particularly those which are successful, according to a quite limited set of indicators) is often adopted as a standard for the rest. 


	Almost none of these indicators reflect reality at the interface between the poor and the public and private delivery systems intended to serve them. Even attempts to do this with concentration coefficients and the like are based on many debatable premises.


	So the first topic for networking is the value and value premises of the networking itself. This helps clear up what is worthwhile in exchanging and what is not, and moves us toward the creation of indicators to compare which are much stronger than the ones used at the present time.


	The point is that the most useful networking should be very intensive, not just the usual exchange of ideas and documents on a topic of common interest, but much more a brainstorming on what it is we should exchange about, and expected grades of validity in pursuing lines of comparison.


	Networking offers another often unexpected advantage, which is knowledge about research on Romania by foreigners or carried out in foreign places by Romanians. While there are useful ample bibliographies of such literature (Bibliografia..., 1997), we know that there is much more than has been referenced in such bibliographies.





A note about epistemology and legitimacy


Working along with managers, and considering their needs, does not have to mean that independent scientific research is compromised. Rather, it can be quite enhanced by this connection, with regard to its quality from a rigorous scientific point of view. 


	The formulation of hypotheses, their assimilation into models, and the selection of indicators, all are better if they help the replication and interpretation of reality, in all of its aspects. But just as a manager must be both systematic, considering all the critical factors, and yet parsimonious, selecting which part of reality merits most of his or her attention, the researcher must do much the same, both expanding (e.g. with influence diagrams) and reducing (e.g. with factor or path analysis) the terms of the evaluation or investigation that is being undertaken. The manager asks what is critical, what works, and how to make something work. This will guide his or her necessary process of making a complex problem “manageable” and doing it effectively. This does not contradict the researcher’s need to do the same, expressed somewhat differently as the search for the best explanation of the situation.


	Among managers, and among researchers, there are strong divergences regarding points of view about control and detachment in the research effort. 


	It may be surprising to some to observe managers insisting on less direct involvement and a more artificial research scenario than that preferred by the researchers. Many managers are as concerned about sustaining a superficial credibility of the research effort by reference to its supposed “objectivity”, just as are many researchers. 


	This effort to legitimise the research effort in the superficial terms of lingering popular epistemologies and of extreme contrary positions,7 is contrary to the principles of doing all possible to overcome barriers to a contact with the realities of the object of study in the terms presented in this essay. This is where a coalition of force between the practitioner and the researcher can be helpful to both.
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1 The individual initiative of the Romanian unemployed worker is analysed by Richard Rose. (Rose 1994 :175-200) His findings, based on a survey at the end of 1991, tend to be confirmed in later data of the National Commission of Statistics and Ministry of Labour and Social Protection.


2 This problem is well addressed in Institute for Science and Social Reform, Foundation for an Open Society, Programme for the Development of the Community, The Framework for the Community Development Programme, Bucharest, 1998.


3  National Commission on the Alleviation of Poverty (Presidency of the Republic), Romania, Methods and Instruments for Poverty Measurement: Preliminary Outcomes, 1998.





4 Optional definitions of “equity” (who is to be targeted or “privileged” in a social transfer) include the following: 


1) Those who have less access to the product; 


2) Those who can best convert the product into societal advantages or multiplier effects; 


3) Those who can and will contribute the most counterpart resources; 


4) Those who can generate the most personal benefits (added value to their survival strategies); 


5) Those who have least voice and vote to decide the distribution;


6) Those who most vehemently express their needs or desires; 


7) Those who are least protected or favoured by the existing rules and formalities; 


8) Those who are most easy to reach; 


9) Those who are least informed; 


10) Those who have acquired the most merits in a competitive system; 


11) Those whose survival is most threatened by the lack of the product; 


12) Those who are located in the most “backward” geographical space or belong to a most “disadvantaged” group, 


13) Those who have certain habits on how they use the product;


14)  An equal share to each person or group.


Adapted from Warren Crowther, Manual de Investigation-Accion para la Evaluacion Cientifica en el Ambito Administrativo. (Crowther 1993)





5 It is surprising to many people that the Universal Declaration of Human Rights includes eloquent statements about poverty, without mentioning it directly, and in fact, quite clearly differentiates factors associated with normative (both minimum consumption standard and minimum production standard), relative and subjective approaches to poverty. See especially Articles 25, 23, 26, 17, 22, 21, and 5. (See Crowther 1998)


6  These products do not detract the academic or scientific value of the thesis, but rather should add to it. This means a change of some conventions. Instead of writing about the “limitations” on the research, the student considers his or her own experience as part of the evidence. Instead of a supposed detached third person treatment of the subject, the student includes a chapter on the impact of his or her “intervention” (by means of the field research) on the object organisation. The distinction often made between a “final practice” and a “thesis” tends to break down. No justification exists for excusing a report on a “final practice” from having to include hypotheses, as if their explicit expression is a minimum recognition that they will always exist at least implicitly. Nor does a justification exist for ignoring the impact of the investigator on the object of investigation, in the case of a “thesis”.


7  Ironically, such positions as positivism and naturalism (in the more recent sense, as an extreme position of ethnography), come together on the supposed ability to be innocuous, the first by putting distance, and the second by being so involved as to be indistinguishable. (Phillips 1987)























