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in which these questions are framed, to a

pragmatic approach that emphasizes the

number and dimensions of  the. means -

available for involvement and expects so-
cial change to result from the application
of those means, and especially to a belief
in gradual progress that lays the emphasis
on small-scale achievements. If such an
approach is adopted, all comprehensive
solutions and programs of national impor-
tance are rejected and activities are
limited to a specific area of the country
concerned and to the establishment of
so-called functional mechanisms.

Action taken within the framework of
what is “possible” is an attempt to create
a certain number of “powers” at the grass-
roots level. It would entail not only devel-
oping the latent potential of farmers to the
point where they became autonomous but
also enabling them to acquire the capacity
to become involved at a higher level. They
would move up from one level to another,
and each successful completion of a task
would be the starting-point for the pursuit
of a new objective. The attainment of
an objective would indicate that a new

“power” had been acquired and that their
capacity to become involved had been
increased.

This view of development has the
advantage of, on the one hand, removing
a dimension of false humanism and pro-
viding a political dimension, inasmuch as
it is designed to create powers, and, on the
other hand, of forcing the debate to con-
centrate on the internal problems of poten-
tially recipient countries. This view should
be considered further in order to determine
whether the power structures developed as
a result of the situation created by involve-
ment could counterbalance the power
structures generated by social structures.
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Conclusmn
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