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framework for local intervention in a small region on Haiti's
southern peninsula. In a country as improverished as Haiti, how-
ever, the real problem consists not of elaborating plans but,
rather, of establishing effective implementation mechanisms. This
returns us to the basic issue of the optimal unit for intervention
and, indeed, to the possibilities for intervention in a space so
poorly articulated.

Pavel Turcan also expresses some reservations concerning
“top-down” planning for a country characterized by such rudi-
mentary administrative structures: “the entire logic of ‘top-down’
development is based on the concept of polarized growth.” The
expected effects of the spatial diffusion of growth presuppose the
establishment of a growth centre in a well-articulated region;
such is not the case in Haiti. Short-cuts are not possible. In order
to be effective, urbanization and industrialization require the
existence of a well-articulated rural and agricultural space. In the
absence of such a base, development runs the risk of exacerbating
and perpetuating spatial inequalities. The Haitian experience
underlines this point. Turcan concludes, as do his colleagues, that
interventions must be aimed at small spatial units. His preferred
target is that of “peasant groups,” for which the conditions of
success are also very demanding. Such grass-roots interventions,
while less capital intensive, are by no means easy to implement.

Ian McAllister presents a broad view of regional planning since
the Second World War. He demonstrates the transformation of
large planning frameworks conceived at a national scale into con-
cerns both more modest in scope and more limited in their spatial
dimension. The optimism of the 1960s has given way to a new
realism that more explicitly takes into account the complexity of
spatial and sectoral concerns.

A number of authors stress basic issues related to land and to
local conditions. The recent experience of several African nations
has sensitized us to the problems of rural areas. But while
acknowledging that rural space will come to occupy an important
place in our analyses, one must not overlook the urban areas; the
two concerns are closely related. Urban problems are, in general,
more evident in countries that have attained a certain level of
industrialization. In his discussion of Brazil, Roger Roberge
stresses issues relating to the urban hierarchy and to the criteria
guiding investment in urban infrastructure. In Brazil, a country
much more affluent than Haiti, one also comes up against prob-
lems of administrative capacity, human resources, and limited
financial resources. In a country characterized by such limited
resources and administrative capacity, how can the spatial dimen-
sions of the economy be influenced, and the overconcentration of
the population in certain cities be reduced? The future is not
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necessarily bright in this respect. According to Roberge, the rela-
tive productivity of the large cities is still stronger in developing
countries than in industrialized nations.

Christian Dufournaud and Rodney White attempt to model
the linkages between rural areas and urbanization in Senegal,
stressing the environmental effects of development. Their con-
cerns are similar to those of the other authors: how to assure a
balanced level of urbanization without devastating the rest of the
country. Their model is based in part upon the previous work of
Luc-Normand Tellier, who provides a commentary on their work.
The results of the work by Dufournaud and White clearly illus-
trate the circular, and perhaps irreversible, nature of rural-to-
urban migration; the growth of Dakar appears difficult to stem.
And, as Tellier further notes, nowhere is the ecological balance
more fragile than in sub-Sahara Africa. If, however, we become
more sensitive to ecological questions, the relationships that must
be examined become highly complex. The article by Dufournaud
and White is highly instructive in this respect. How complex
should our models of spatial development become?

In reviewing the contributions to the two special issues, a
number of points of commonality stand out:

- the recognition of the high degree of complexity involved in
spatial-economic relationships (and related modeling problems);

- a new level of realism regarding the possibilities for develop-
ment interventions, and regarding the impossibility of
short-cuts;

- the urgency of addressing the problems of rural and agricul-
tural areas;

- the importance of less capital intensive forms of intervention,
implemented at a reduced spatial scale.



