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Abstract: The paper raises some of the wuisettlea and controversial
guestions In the basic needs ceoate. Among them are: who determines what
needs are Casic? what substance can oe given to the slogan "participation,®
which, toyether with aceguace inccme ana well designed public services
contains the essence of oasic neegs? What are the _olitics of basic needs?

Is it a revoluticnary or a conservative epproach? Wwhat is the relation
Detween meeting basic needs as an end in itself ana as a means to raise
labor proauccivity? 7y are humanitarians and human capital school

agherents at loggerheadst: *ow shoula intermational support for a basic
needs strategy De mobilized? Anc wnat is the empirical relation between
poverty eracicaticn ana recucing income inequalitcies?
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BASIC NEEDS: SOME UNSETTLED QUESTICNS

The larye basic needs literature of the last ten years has clarified
some issues in anti-poverty strategies ana has shunted cthe policy
formulation from more abstract, aggregative to more concrete measures for
specified vulnerable groups. Anc it has arawn attention fto che neec to
redraw the line between consumption and investment. But, as soc often
happens in the clarificstion o7 one set of issues, it has also raised new
problems. Any reassessment nas toc begin oy icentifying some cf the
unsettied guestions in the basic nesas spproach.

Perhaps the rirst cuesticn a skeptical reacer of the basic needs
literature might ask 1is: who is to cetarmine the basic needs? Is it the
peopl:z cthemselves, who may oprefer circusas to bread, television to
egucation, or sort drinks, ueer, and cigarectes to clean water and Carrots?
doulc it not oe very arrogant to lay Jown whei people should regard as oasic?

There 1is conflicting evidence on the connection between the choices
actually made by the poer and basic neeas as determined by nutritionists and
goctors. From Seepchm Rowntree's study of poverty in York at the turn of
the century to a #orla Bank report on human rescurces in Brazil, it is clear
that many people, in spite of acequate inccmes to buy the procucts that
woula keep tnem well nourisned anc heaithy, do in fact sperid their mcney on
other things anc therefore sufier.l ‘Rowntree referreg to "'secondary
poverty," & congitien in which *Mearnings woula be sufficient for the
maintenance of merely pnysical =fficiency were it not that scme partion of
it is apsorpea by other expenciture, either useful or wasteful" such as
grink, gamoling, ana inefficient “cusekeeping. Seconcary poverty prevented
many mcre people from meeting wnat ne callea a "human needs standard" than
gla primary poverty (that 1is, inacequate incomes). At the same time,
seconaary poverty is partly the result of being poor. Similarly, evigence
from Zrazil shows that malnutrition is wide-spreag in spite of incomss that
are acdequate to ouy the essential foca. There is also evidgence, however,
that some very poor pecple orten get Zcoa value from their expenditure. [t
might well be that the ageviations arise as people become better off and,
elerging from subsistence agriculture, become subject to the pressures of
agvertisers, the cemonstration effaect, ano the aesire to emulate those
richer than tnemselves.

It 1s aifficult to envisace anv scciery in which scme basic needs such
as nutrition, ecucation, health, shelter, ang water and sanitation would not
0e containeg in the definiticn of oasic ne=ds, even if sll Five sectors did
not everywnere recuire improvement. Eut tnese five core pbasic neeas may not
coincice w#itn the list of uasic neecs expresseg oy the pecple. They woula
probanly jive nigh pricrity tc persoral safety, wnich woula l=ad to a demand
for mcre police prectection, more secure prisons, amgd sc  on. The ILO
considers employment a hbasic neea; Sicmey Wesb incluced leisure. righ on
the list, as China receognizea in the six Guarantees, 1s a decsnt funeral,
for which warking-class people in England ang elsewhere are prepared to pay
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large insurance pramiuns. GOther neeas that wcuic be given priority are
varicus forms of patert meci ¢HCS ang oarbiturates, tslevision, ownership of
lang for peasants, a granc weg in3, natloral Zlory, and sexual gratification.

EaSlC neecs M3, e InUErorites in savErsl sifferent w3ys. They may be
ivel. l . i CeEziTieg q'*ntities of such
things as faoo, cooining, ; WELST arnc anization that are necessary
Lo prevent 11l eal j I ;lAe. This narrow,
pnysicicgizal intsop appeal, out it leaves
open many questicrs, cetween food intake andg
ajeguate nutriticn, zanrc o7 croviaing thne resources to
satisfy reegs.
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5asic resCs ma; e inczrpratac the satisfacticn or
consumers' wanis s Zarisives oy the : : uw:mvclVES, rather than by
prysiouugists, Sociors, anG other SEsClallsts. Tnis interpretation leacs to
the conciusicn that gesn.e shoulg de Jiven cpportunities to earn the incomes
necessarly Lo purclness tne oasic goocs anc servi“es. It 1s the most natural
approacn fer neugl"‘s€f‘1 ECONCMISTS, wNO &S3.me Lhal CONSumers are oetter
juages o7 their bhasic resos than exucrua, Cut :t lzzves open the cemarcation
o the acmain of tne 2unlic SECLOT--2nC coticy interventions. Eut
WNatever tre process oy wnicn incivicual reegs are expressed, whether
CATCUgN the MaIket COr the vota the freecom to cefire one's rneecs is itself a
Dasic neeaq.
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Thcse wno reject the assumpricn Fhat consumers are rational (that is,
that they have full access to infsoration, are acle and reagy to act on 1;,
n

anc are not subject to pressures, ~ﬂClCrP nts. cajolery, irrational fears,
and sc on) arrive at a more interventignist -nterpretation. According to
this view, public autrorities ro* only Cb:te ~re Cesign of public services
Such  as Nater supply, sanitation, cﬂd ccucaticn, but also guide privats
consumpricn In the light of aublic cemsizera-ions (for example, through
CCbn:chIESSUrBS [ Juv:thsers OI focc suscsicies).  Those hostile to this
*HLtfpl_ tacion cail it aternalistic; thosz sympathetic to it call it
aiscriminating or seiective or ssucational.

A Ffourth  interpretation ﬂmphasizes tre  ron-eccnomic, non-material
aspecs of human autonomy 3nd embraces ircivicual and group part101patlon in

the rormu.aticn arg implementation of QICjEC‘S, ang in some cases politics

mooilization. This wigely Tanging sccicpolitical interpretation sometimes
VEIGES Cn tre notion that the satisrfactisn of basic needs is a human right:
fr2ecom rocm want is like the right not to ce rorturec. Since it can be
shown that numan rignts ana basic ne=cs czn be in conflict, this more
general formulaticn comes fear the view that  "all gcod things go

together."< In its Narrower formulation non-material nreeas are seen as
€nas, separate frcm the material means Sor the satisfaction of wnat are

sometimes calleg material neeas.

As 300N as the guesticn of who determines dasic neeas is raised, another
amoiguity in tre literature becomes apgarent. Do oasic needs refer to the
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conditions for a full, long, ang healthy life, or to a specifiec bunale of
goods 3ana services that are ceemed to provige the oppcrtunity fcr these
conaitions? The fact is that very little is known ahbout the causal lirks
between the oprovisicn of specific items, the capacity to meet certain
needs,- ana tre acnisvement of a full life. Planning ministries, donor
agencies, anu some intellectuals tend to prefer the tzchnocratic appronecn,
in which tre surcle is specified, costed, ana deliverea. &ut this zpnroach
is not only inccmpatible with respect 7or humsn autonomy, but  also
ineffective or very costly.

The foregoing oiscussion raises tre proolem of participation, a concept
often used &s & slcgan, without careful consideration of orecisely what is
meant. First, trere is the guestion of the purpose of participation: Is it
personal satistacticn, work enrichment, greater efficiency to improve
results or lower Costs, commenity cevelopment, or the prormotion  of
solidgarity? 1Is it an 2ng or a Means, and irf a means, to what ends? What if
there are conflicts between these objectives? Can participation deal
effectively with strategic cecisions, or even with teactical managerisl ones?

Secona, what form shcula participation tske? At a4 factory, it might
take the form of cocetermination of policy, work councils, shop-floor
participation, financial participation, cooperatives, or collective
bargairing. It coula even oe argueG, that certain «inds of rnon-anonymous
markets are a form of participation.* In pasic needs projects there are
similarly many forms, and it woula have to be spellead out which is
appropriate for which oojective. Participation woulc have to be Fitteg into
the apparatus of development aaministration, with gecentralized decision
making supcortes by decisions at intermediate anc central levels. what
central support is neeaeg to give effect to participation? 1Is there a case
for certral zction to counteract local self-determination, if it works
against the interests of the POOr Dpecause powerful members of the local
communicy have taken over? If we are concerred with mesting the basic needs
of the placks in Mississippi wculd we Celegate more gower to the state
government or keep firm central control? The Darefoot coctors in China were
selectea from among the villagers but would have been no gooc had they not
been centraily trairea.

Thira, what 15 the relation between participation znd democratic
instituticns? The corporate state under various forms of fascism encouraged
the participation of organizec groups of employers, workers, and farmers,
and it is saig that Tito and other socialist aictators got the idea of
self-managead encerprises from Mussolini. China has practiced mass
participaticn on a qgrand scale. Participation can oe used to bypass elected
members Gcf parliament ang can be highly wuncemocratic. Devolution of
important cecisions to local nocies May, as we have seen, mean handing power
to mempsrs of the local power elite who grind the faces of the poor.
Central cecision making often provices safeguaras for the interests of the
poor.
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Fourtn, the 'representatives" of organizec grcups are ncormally more
ampitious, more vocal, more capable, better SoLCated, ana arcen o=t o7t

than tne people they represent. Such nighly unTepresentative leoacers may
13Ck the aoility to igentify local neecs arc asgirations, zno it is not at
all clear that they snoula De the ones ©5 “I-7..3te tre priority arg contant
of casic neecs. Mor is it clear now tc sv0is the twin gancers or 2iltist
aictation or consciousness-raising from aoove ang Che MGNETLIc. 3t cn o7
C3SIc neeas from helgw.

Fiftn, wnen co pecplz nave g rignt oo garticigate in ZeCisicrs shat
importantly affect their lives? "If four qen JIopose marrlage tc oa waman,
her cecision about wnom, if any of tnem, Lo ~&aIry importantly arfazts each
of the lives of tnese four persons, ner cwn Lire; and the lives =7 amv otrer
gersens wisning to marry one of these “cuT fen, 4rC SO on."°S  Ver. fo e
NOULC DIOPCS2 tnal &ll tnese people shGu_s /ote [O QECICE wroh iie 3GULd
Marry. Lertain rignes sat limits to pascicipation, howevsr LTELITANT the
gecisian may pe for those excluced.

If the cujective orf participation :s (partly) to mobilize supcort for
) Pi i

certain oclicles, are thnere prospects of reforsis: alliences arc crogressive
Ccalitions among the powerful groups, so that the [OOT Can Dersfit from some
cemmon interests with some section of the ruling elites? cnglisn rziorms,

acmitiealy very siow, happenec not tnrougn participation but because Tory
lancloras prometeg factory reform (the uroan ‘rcustrialist sayirg it
Tuin oritish incustry), while the urban incustrialists moved roT & repes
tre Corn Laws to make rood, ang therefore wages, cnean (the rural lan
saying 1t woula ruin aritish agriculture). Tns reform laws anc the o
07 trace unicns were halpeo oy these measures, out they came later.
In the lignt of tres cestions, it is preferable to speil =ut the
aaministrative structure nre
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cessary ior an erficient Implementzticn of a
DaSiC needs approacn:  wro srould take wnat gecisicns, at wnat lzvel, in
vnat sequence? The call for participation is oo vague,

Ancther area of coubt concerns the possibility that at least =re of the
cbjections raisec to the growth approach may also appiy to the bhasic needs
approach. It may De agreea that the effects of growth do ror trickie cown,
Or 4o so only slowiy or unreliaply, and that it is not necessary Lo «2ep the
CoNsSumption of the Poor down for a long time to accumulate erougn capital to
nget  the nesds of the poor. but 1If governments shcw resistance to
recistricuting the fruits of growth wicely, are they not likely to resist
reeting oasic neeus? OCf ccurse, removing aosclute poverty is cirfersnt from
recucing lIneguality, and meeting the basic needs of the pacr--reeding the
nungry, clothing the nakea, ana succoring the sick--has a much Stronger
appeal tnan co egalitarian policies. EBasic neegs policies nmeed not hurt the
interests of the rich in the way that reaistribution coes ang may even aid
them, sucn as health measures that eracicate infacticus ciseases.  Ang it is
easier tc implement such policies at an early stage of development than
later, when concentratsd growth has created powerful Interests. EBut it
might be objectea that, in spite of these considerations, a radical
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implementation of a basic neeas approach is liable to run in some areas int.
tne same oostacles and inhibitions as policies of redistributinn do.

This rzises the question whether a basic needs approach calls for a
ragical or even a revolutionary strategy, or whether it ig merely a
palliative. Those who believe the latter say that it attacks symptoms
rather than causes. It can be argued that palliatives may be the best that
Can o€ achieved and that the alternative is not more racical reform but
coing nothing at all for the poor. Some might even say that many
pallistives, if gained through participation, repare the ground for more
racical reforms, rather like termites in the w0odwork everitually undermine
it anu meke necessary a completely new structure.

Tnere are two objections to this line of argument. First, unless the
palliative can be sustainer, it may unagermine the possibility of continuing
tre relier ana may prepare the ground for worse proolems later. Second, the
policies to implement palliatives may orecliude other changes that woula have
2ragicatea poverty more efficiently and more lastingly. Improvements that
are unamoiguous by the criteria of welfare economics may oar more radical
improvements in income distribution ana factor allocation, which would have
been oetter still. It is not at all clear whether the oasic needs approach
mooilizes the power of the poor to improve radically their situation or
whether it reinforces the existing oppressive order.

Karl Marx sald, "Philosophers have interpreted the world, in various
ways; the polnt, however, 1s to change 1it."© Ana Aloert Hirschman has
Ciscussed tre relation between the aavance in our uncerstanding of a problem
anG in our motivaticn to tackle it. In tackling basic needs the question is
wNetner cur cesire to change the world has not run ahead of our correct
intelpretaticn ana  uncerstanaing. "The lag of understanaing behind
motivation is likely to make for a nigh incicence of mistakes and failures
in problem-solving activities and hence for a far more frustrating path to
cevelopment_ than the one" in wnich understanding races ahead of
mctivation.

Critics of the oasic neeas approach might think that basic needs as an
objective Is noncontroversial, and that the approaches, policies, or
strategles impliea by the term are not different from those of "growth with
equity," or "growth with ooverty alleviation," or ‘redistribution with
growth."  Inceea, many of the architects of the success stories woula be
surprised if they were told that they had pursued a basic needs approach.
Otner critics of basic needs strategies might say that even in the most
affluent countries the basic neeas of many are not met, and that we do not
know how to attack ana eradicate poverty.

It mignt also oe saia that the obstacle is not a lack of understanding
but a lack c¢i motivation on the part of those in power. Is it stupidity or
cupicity, ignorance or "lack of political will" (or, better, lack of a
political ©oase) that prevents the eradication of poverty? Count
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Oxenstierna wrote his son "quantilla prudentia regitur mundus": with row
little wiscom the worla is governed. Others do not ascribe our trouolizs to
foolishness but tc knavery.

Another unsettlec issue is the relation between meeting basic nszds as
an end in itself anc as an instrument for ceveloping human rescurces. The
argument or tnls paper is that human development is, above aii, zcod in
itselr, ana crovicing the opportunities for it neecs ro Tuarther

justificaticn. If the consumption of racics, oicycles, TV, anc Gcesr is
acceptec 3s cesiracl2, trhere is no reason not Lo accept better Rzzitn ang
ecucation as at least equally cesirable. Mot anly is the cevelopmant of
hunan rescurces cesirecle in itself, but it also raises procucrivity® and

lowers reprocuctivity. A vigerous, nealthy ana skilled laosur rforcs is a
MOTE procuctive LsCCLT TOICE; and 20ucatec and healthy families fanc to nave
Fewer cniiluaren. The consumption aspects anc the investment aspecrs

o7 Auman
resource cevelopment tnus  reinfgrce each other. It was  tnis acrecanle
Convergence OF what is gooo In itself anc wnat contributes to Zreater

procuctiocn tral appealed to many eariy acacemic acvocates and policy maxers
in the pasic neeags zrea. No longer  ~was it necessary to sacrifice
consumpticn far the saxe cf capital sccumulation ana growtnh:  consurmption
itself can e procuctive, and many Olsagreeanle conflicts seemea to
Jisappear.

Feman  gevelopment, say in the form of ecucation, 1is partly current
consumption, cecause many enjoy the process. It also uses up resources {(and
i1s therefore & nonouradls procucer good) in the process of procucing a
ourable irvestment goco and a aquraole consumption good. The subseguent
state of ceiny =CucateC ras the characteristics cf & curaole investment 3000
and a ourables consumption gcod. In the frormer capacity it raises the
proguctivity anc the =2arnings of tne perscn  :in employment ang self-
employment. As a curaole consumption good, it coes nut necessarily raise

a

earnings; it may mak2 people content with lower earnings, through
contempiaticn, <c=acing, conviviality, listening to music, lcoking 5%
paintings, etc. WS an investment good it also raises the returns from

non-market activities, sucn as tnose of educated housewives, mothers, work
Dy men ano wcmen for themselves ana Gtheir families, and do-it-yourself
activities.

#hy, then, are tLhe numan resource cevelopers «ho empnasize proouctivity,
and the numanitarians awno emphasize the intrinsic value of ruman
development, not in alliance insteag of at loggerheads, as they so often
are? If eaoucation, for sxample, is snown to be proauctive, as well as gooa
in its own rignt, snhoulc the =ducators not embrace the economists and regard
their arguments as strengthening the case for spenging more on education?
The same goes for health, nutrition and other forms of sacial axpenditure.

Unfortunately, a harmony of interests between human resource developers
and humanitarians cannct De estaolishec so easily. Choices have to be made,
ana these choices are liaole to aepend on whether humanitarianism or
proauctivity 1is the over-riaing concern. Conflicts may arise with respect
to the bpeneficiaries, the content, and the constituencies of the two
Aannrnachec
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First, some human oeings are not and never will be members of the labor
force: the ola, the uisabled, the permanently sick. Are these
unemployaoles to oe beneficiaries of a basic needs approach? It has been
argued tnat resources gevoted to this group also have a positive effect on
procuction, and a negative effect on reproduction. If an important motive
for having children is to provide far old age or infirmity, a social
commitment to look after the ola and infirm will remove this motive anc
recuce the gesirea size cof family. Aside from such possible overlaps,
however, there 1is nere a clear conflict between those who emphasize
exciusively proauctivity and those who emphasize humanity.

Conflicts between tne appropriate "target groups" (not a fortunate
expression, for it suggests that the groups are not cnly got at, but also
shot at) may also arise among the proauctive from the fact that it is much
eisier to make the relatively better off small farmers more proouctive than
the poorer landless laoourers. The proouctivity approach will tend to
concentrate on charnelling resources to raise the productivity of small
farmers, while the humanitarian approach will aim at improving the lot of
iandless labourers.

Secong, cholices must be made about the content of the investment in
human capital. 3Shouls eaucation be gemeral, so as to give access to the
store or twman civilization, or should it be technical, so as to improve
working skills?  Shouio it oe lioceral or scientific, pure or applied?
Shoulc it oe formal or informal, in instituticns or on the job? These
various forms are likeiy to e aifferent in their intrinsic desirapility and
their consequences for procucticn. Even the most narrowly productivity-
crienteg human cdeveloper will nave to aomit that education should not be
icentitlec sclely witrn scneaiing, ana health not sclely wich meaical
services (expenciture on health services more often measures the health of
tne nealtn services than tne nealth of the people). It would be a strange
fluke, nowever, if the ty/pe of ecucation cesired by humanitarian educators
is precisely the same as that desired oy the proponents of sconomic growth,

Thirg, there may de cifferences in the time horizon. The proportion of
resources cevoted to primary, secondary, and tertiary ecucation, and the
choice of educating cnilaren, youths, or acults, are partly dictated by
technical relations. There is a need to train teachers and administrators
even if the principal 2mpnasis is on primary education, and there is a need
Lo eaucate parents if nigh arop-out rates from primary schools are to be
avoigea. But the cnoice is also partly cetermined by a aifferent time
norizon: wnether the primary goal is to improve the existing labor force
Or, througn investment in children, the labor force of the future.

Fourth, tre treatment of numan investment in a particular group will
dirfer accorcing to wnether the emphasis is on the gevelopment of autonomous
human oeings or on their contribution to increased production. In the
ecucation or women, conflicts will tend to arise between those who stress
women's freecom of cnoice--their need for more earning opportunities and
equality with men in pay and access to jobs--and those who emphasize better
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services in the home and family, such as improved nutrition and hygiene for
chilaren. The implications for opreast feeding, for example, are quite
aifferent in the two approaches. The pleas of the women's liberation
movement are in conflict with the pleas of those who call for an improvement
in the specifically feminine roles of wife and mother.

Fifth, though the meeting of consumption neeas may increase cutput, tre
Neéxus may De vague and qualitative, ano not suoject to the measuring rod
wielgec oy the numan capital school. To those who believe that only what
can DE countea counts, the numanitarian approach will oe for this reason
aismissea.

Sixtnh, tre political constituencies are likely to oe different for the
human capital approach from tnat for the humanitarian approach. World
Bankers, economic cost-benefit analysts, anc similar groups, will be
impressec oy the procuctivity impliicaticns, ana, were they snown to be small
Or negative or unmeasurable, woula turn away Trom supporting such projects.
The cnurches, some voluntary agencies and a goca part of puolic opinion will
ce impressec oy the human argument for meeting needs and may oe alienateag by
the banausic arguments of the proauctivity school.

It must therefore be concluded tha:t 3 pure basic needs approach may
conflict with a productivity and growth approach, although the two
approacnes overlap in some areas.

Aiso open to criticism are the methocs employ2a to show that investment
in numan capital has favorable effects on ecenomic growth.  Econometric
exercises establishing correlations between social ancd human ingicators,
such as life expectancy, literacy, ana infant mortality on the one hana, and
GIowth rates on tne cther, give no clue tc the causal relations. Gooa
nutritional levels are related to nigher incomes ang higher incomes to
higher growth rates of GMP, but it wouldg &e misleaaing to concluge the
oetter nutrition therefore makes for raster sconomic growth. Microstucies
cf tne impact of investment in humans on their proguctivity are inconclusive
because success for one group may ce at the expense of other groups outsice
the map of the study. Thus, raising the money incomes of some members of
the poorest 30 percent may push up the price of rooa and further impoverish
the remainger. VYet, the compination of econometric stucies ang micrcstudies
can make a persuasive case for human gevelopment as an influence on
procuctivity ana growth. The microstuagies might throw light on the causal
reiationsnip, ana the macrostucies on the wicer repercussions of the
microstucies.

Anctner unsettled question is the manner in which international support
for ocasic neeas approaches should be mooilizeg. It 1s now fashionable to
stress ccmmon cr mutual interests as the basis for policies for
international cooperation. vet a set of policies pased on national
selr-interest of Northern countries is likely to meet basic needs only by a
fiuke of coincigence. The type of political support mobilized, the policies
agopted, the countries ana sections of tne pcpulation benefiting, are all
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aifferent if policies of national self-interest are adopted from what their
shape woulG we ir oasic neeas were written on the bannmer. It is sometimes
arguea that the world-wige promotion of food and agriculture, like that of
energy, 1is in trne interest of the North. But the measures needed to feed
the hungry, ang to eradicate malnutrition, are not in the self-interest of
the Northern ccuntries. There is something in the nature of a public good
in meeting the oasic nesds of the geprived. Eut the pasis is moral, not
naticnal seli-irtersst,

Finally, an unsettlec question 1is the relation between poverty
2ragication ana recucing income inequalities. Logically, as long as we do
not cefine poverty entirely in relative terms, the two are quite distinct.
It 1s possiole to 2racicate poverty rapialy wnile the rich get richer even
faster; anc it is cessiols to recuce inequaiity, while the poor are getting
worse cff. (Pernaps  tnls had not oeen considered until the current
Cepression cecause growth was assumed as normal.) fet, 1in actual fact,
countriss that have rapicly reouced inequality have aiso performea well in
recucing poverty, and countries that have grown rapialy while ineguality has
increasea nave left poverty largely untouchez.  South Korea, Taiwan, Sri
Lanka, Costa Rica, Yugoslavia, the Peopie's Recuclic of Chinma, Israel, fall
into the former group, Srazil, Mexicc, and Indonesia into the latter. A
possicle excepticn is Kuwait, wnere poverty (or Kuwait citizems, not of the
iarge greup of immigrant workers) has been recuced, wnile inequalities have
Increasea. But tne large oil wealth suggests that this 1s the exception.
The association oetween poverty recuction and reauction of inequality in the
context of growth is thus an empirical ore that calls for an explanation,
which is not as obvious as it may seem.
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€& Ine ciscussion of the goux commerce thesis in Aloert 0. hirschman,
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cltersture, Decemocer 1982, Vol XX Numper 4.
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(Mcscow: Foreign Languages Puolisning rouse, 1958), p. 405.
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It alsc prolongs proauctive lives, though this can pe of coubtful
proauctive value if the opportunities for procuctive employment are
Limiteaq.






