
determine the extent to which the contentions made in the literature are warranted for CARE

Canada and ICACBR. In the third section, 1 will elaborate on the three general difficulties that

arise with the application and utility of the mainstreamn literature and propose an alterniative

means of conceptuaîising publicly funded NGOs.

1. The Three Vices: Linear Thinking, Donor Controls, and Evaluation Methods

Ini contrast to governmeflt's 'comparative advanta -e' which lies in its ability to exert

power, control, and authority in order to provide security and redistribute wealth in society,

NGOs are portrayed as small and independent facilitators, innovators, and private actors able to

adjust rapidly to changing situations. Consequently, the arguments against the developmeflt of

donor-NGO relationships generally faîl into three related categories: first, it is argued that NOOs'

values will be compromnised because of a 'govemment mentality' that constrains their

expression; second, it is asserted that NGOs' ability to autonomously design and implemnent

projects which are responsive to the situation 'on the ground' will be compromised; and third,

the literature claims that the tools used by goverrmentS to measure the success of these projects

will obscure qualitative changes to civil society and ultimately limit NGO effectivenesS. These

three critiques are exatnined in turn below.

1.1 Linear Thinking
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