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The Brookings Institution has released. an interim report on

the future prospects and strateg;es of U.S. foreign assistance.
As it represents the work and viewpoints of well-known individuals

and institutions. the report has gen~rallY been recei~ed. by non-
developmentalists. as a competently prepared and important document.

While the report raises some.issues of obvious importance. such as
the need to.separate our foreign assistance program from.the State

Department.and therefore from short1term foreign policy considera-
tions. it also contai.ns soR)erather'jglaring .faults fn detail.
approach. and. subsequently, conclusions which should not go un-
cha11enged.

. Those conclusions stem from a strategy of developmentoutlined
. by the Brookings Institution. a strategy whose reliability has not

been sufficiently demonstrated. In fact. the report falls dis-

appointingly short of incorporating into its analysis much of what

has been learned through the experience and evaluation of foreign

assistance over the past. decade. .Specifically, we believe that - .
attention should be drawn to the fOllowing.'o .

1. The authors .begin with the basic assumptiow that develop-
ment must take place within the context of rapic economic
gr!)wth. While economic growth is. indeed. an important
factor in the development process, its primacy in that

process was long ago rejected by development thinkers. as
'reflected in the NewDirections legislation. The report's

further emphasis on two selected basic approaches to de-
velopment -- employment generation and the provision"of .

goods and services to the poor -- reflects an extremely

narrow analysis of the problems of poverty and possible
solutions in the Third World.
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