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GENERAL INTRODUCTION 
 

 

1. Background   

In recent decades, most developing countries have had to take on the challenge of poverty, as a 

first national priority. Poverty reduction is also receiving increasing attention at the international 

level, and it has become an important explicitly stated development goal by many international 

institutions, also because of its implications in terms of security. In 2004, between 300 and 420 

million people were trapped in chronic poverty (The Chronic Poverty Research Centre1). Indeed, 

there is evidence that food shortage is a strong determinant of potential rebellions and other 

forms of collective violence2 -- and as many as 854 millions3 poor people worldwide are currently 

in a food shortage situation and 1.1 billions people still live in poverty status (UNDP 2002).  

In context of successive long-term wars and embargos, Vietnam became one of the poorest 

countries in the world in the 1980s. In Vietnam as in other countries, poverty is not only a 

security matter; it is also a broader societal issue, also with political implications, “one of most 

significant phenomena of poverty is affecting political dynamics in Vietnam” (Rama, 2003). This 

problem of poverty, and the goal of poverty reduction, is now defined as the priority issue on 

which action needs to be partaken, and it has risen as one of the core items of the political 

decision-making agenda in Vietnam as well as in other developing countries.   

The most extreme form of poverty is destitution: “as a condition, destitution flows from 

processes of political economy, some of which become institutionalized within state practice and 

law. The destitute are not only considered as non-people in relation to the institutional 

functioning of state, market, and civil society institutions, but are often actively expelled from 

these institutional arenas” (Harriss-White4, 2005). The continuation of poverty over time, or 

chronic poverty, is thus an inherently political problem, both in terms of its reproduction and 

reduction. The persistence of poverty reflects its institutionalization within social and political 

norms and institutions, and its legitimate within political discourse and by political elites, and the 

failure of the poorest groups to gain political representation thereon (Hickey and Bracking5, 

2005).  

                                                 
1 “The Chronic Poverty Report 2004–05”. Institute for Development Policy & Management. Precinct Centre Oxford, Manchester, UK. 
p.5 
2 Serious violence in Haiti (2008) consequently there were 5 people died and 20 were injured because of food shortage and high food price. 
3 UNDP Vietnam (Report 2007) 
4 Harris-White B., 2005. Destitution and the Poverty of its Politics – with Special Reference to South Asia. World Development, 
Vol.33 No.6: 881-891. 
5  Hickey S and Bracking S. (2005). Special edition of World Development, Exploring the politics of poverty reduction: how are the 
poorest represented?’ Vol. 33,No 6, June: pp. 851-865   



 

 

14 

One of the key factors of implementing a successful poverty reduction strategy is an institutional 

framework (Bedi6, 2006). Institutional arrangements are crucial as they provide the government at 

all levels with a framework within which to formulate and implement policies. According to 

Bastiaensen7 (2005) there is a claim, it should not be able to confuse individualized symptoms and 

institutional determinants of poverty. This claim also directs attention away from “the poor” 

themselves and toward the institutions that shape their environment as the prime object of 

poverty reduction. This requires the promotion of institutional change.  

In a discussion on institutions and poverty alleviation in Africa, the first line of business in the 

fight against poverty must be to understand the reconstitution and reconstruction of the state 

through democratic constitution making to provide institutions that enhance growth and wealth 

creation (Mbaku8, 2007). Institution building has a wide variety of goals that have always been at 

the core of overcoming underdevelopment in the developing countries. These goals affect 

directly to the poverty situation of  poor people which include enhancing good governance 

(accountability and responsibility and transparency, rule of law); improving the public 

administrative and regulatory systems; improving the provision of basic public services such as 

clean water, road, education and health care.  

At the international level, an institutional framework has been established for fighting poverty. In 

particular, the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) were set up at September 2000 UN 

Millennium summit, with a stated aim of reducing world poverty by half by 20159. According to 

Graham10 (2002), empirical research has consistently demonstrated that countless development 

efforts have failed because the developing countries often lack institutions with the ability to 

sustain the achievements of development efforts. Poor countries can not absorb external 

resources without the ability to manage the poverty reduction policies; therefore, there is a well-

known advice that initiatives should focus on the institutions that enhance poor countries’ 

capacity to implement and oversee the poverty reduction strategy process.  

Vietnam made considerable progress in reducing poverty during the period 1986 – 2007. It is 

estimated that in the year of 1986, seven out of every ten Vietnamese were living in poverty (it 

means the poverty rate stood at 70%). Two decades later, and after some reforms and economic 

growth policies – the incidence of poverty has halved. The latest survey data in 2007 shows that 

17% of the population is currently under poverty line. In this period of socio-economic 

transformations, social and economic indicators have also improved significantly. Also, Vietnam 

is one of transition countries from the socialism countries before with complicated war history 

along 20th century; naturally it was the case to attract political science for a study from the 

“reform”, the initial conditions approximately (1986-2007). Vietnam contains rich cultural social 

                                                 
6 Bedi Tara, 2006. Beyond the Numbers: Understanding the Institutions for Monitoring Poverty Reduction Strategies. The World 
Bank. 2006: pp. 9-53. 
7 Bastiaensen J. et al., 2005. Poverty Reduction as a Local Institutional Process. World Development, vol. 33, 2005: 979-990 
8 Mbaku, 2007. Institutions and Poverty Alleviation in Africa. Africa and Asian Studies 6 (2007): 107-134. 
9 See website: http://www.un.org/millennium/summit.htm  
10 Graham Carol, 2002. Strengthening Institutional Capacity in Poor Countries. Policy Brief No.98 April 2002. The Bretton 
Woods Institutions (World Bank and IMF) pp. 1-4. 
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communities grounded with 55 significant ethnic minorities with global impact of international 

institutions toward more and more democracy in the momentum11. For all these reasons, the 

Vietnam case is very interesting to study the institutional framework of participatory mechanism 

for poverty reduction (Rihoux, 2008). 

The aim of this dissertation is not to discuss the development or construction of a specific 

institutional framework for poverty reduction. Rather, we focus on two coherent components of 

the identification of the poor people’s needs: (a) “what” the needs of the poor people are, and (b) 

“how” these needs can be identified. The second component will lead us to concentrate on the 

establishment, operation and establishment of institutional rules of participatory mechanisms for 

identifying the needs of poor people. In more concrete terms, we shall try to identify the 

configurations of conditions (in terms of institutional rules) which best enable the participation 

of poor people for their needs’ identification.  

Hence, this research pursues both applied and theoretical goals. The main operational/applied 

goal of our research program is to identify the combinations of both formal rules of the political 

system and social cultural norms of the communities at the grassroots level, in the specific case of 

Vietnam where there is unresponsiveness of many institutions to the needs of poor people. 

Hopefully, some of our conclusions could be expanded to other countries in the developing 

world. At the more theoretical level, our goal is to try to integrate different theoretical streams:  

three forms of new institutionalism (rational choice/economics, sociology and history) through 

the lens of the institutional analysis and development framework of Ostrom (2005), so as to 

explain the institutional rules of participatory mechanisms at the collective choice level. This is an 

actual response to the following realistic suggestion “One must study not only why citizens 

participate, but why decision-makers are responsive” (Verba12, 1967).  

 

2. The Aim and Research Questions 

The aim of this research is coherently to gain a better understanding of what are the poor 

people’s needs and what are the elements and relationships of institutions for identifying the 

needs of poor people, particularly how to identify the best configurations of institutional rules in 

participatory mechanisms. The coherence is a notion that if the chapters of the research can 

easily coexist “the coexistence of two entities may hint that they are coherent” in the following 

demonstration:  If E ∩ E’ ≠ Ø is for structural, theoretical reasons, systematic data. The fitness 

of each chapter is improved by the existence of the others but it is less than complementary since 

this does not imply that the mix between E and E’ gives the best result among any possible 

association of alternative chapters.  

From the above-mentioned aim of the research, we formulate one over-arching research 

question: “how to establish an institutional framework of participatory mechanisms to identify 

                                                 
11 Vietnam becomes the full member of WTO in 2007. 
12 Verba S., 1967. Democractic Participation. Annals of the American Adcademy of Political and Social Science. Vol. 373. 
p.53. 
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the needs of poor people?”. However such a single question cannot address the three separate 

components specified as follows: institutional rules, participatory mechanisms, and the needs of 

poor people which may exit in different domains of social political-economic sciences. Therefore, 

it is the best to establish four research questions as follows:  

1st  What are the poor people’s needs? 

2nd How to measure the needs of poor people? 

3rd  What are the elements and configurational institutions of participatory 

mechanisms at the grassroots level (operational situation)?  

4th “How are institutional rules of the participatory mechanisms established at the 

level of collective choice situations, in order to operate the poor people needs’ 

identification”?  

In this dissertation, each research question is presented in a separate chapter to ensure a clear 

solution for each question. The connectivity of the chapters is based on the underlying overall 

hypothesis, or rather “working assumption”: The core institutional problem is the 

unresponsiveness of many institutions to the needs of poor people – this is to be explained 

through the logical and causal approach in the research.  

Actually, more than 10 research questions were formulated at the early stage of this research. 

These first research questions proposed to concentrate mainly on the participatory mechanism in 

poverty reduction, on the role and functions and responsibilities of collective actors, and state 

agencies and NGOs in poverty reduction, on examining the possible network and resource flows 

and “paths”, on the coordination of poverty reduction actors, etc. After due consideration, 

however, we decided to reject six research questions to ensure a not-too-broad focus of the 

research, also taking serious consideration of the following reasons:    

1st In any poverty reduction strategy, there is a set of needs for each individual poor that need 

to be identified. In fact, some institutions should be established for identifying these needs of the 

poor, at the operational level. When the demands of poor people are not yet considered to be the 

need, logically there is no institution to be set up for identifying this need of the poor. Moreover, 

because of human diversity, the needs of poor people are varied according to their political socio-

economic conditions, the poor people’s characteristics (endogenous variables), information, 

participants (actors), position, motivation, resources. The process of identifying the needs of the 

poor people is difficult and costly to predict. The needs of individual poor people could be very 

diverse, which requires more than one institution to be involved in the process if the needs of the 

poor people are identified thoroughly. Therefore, with regards to the first question (see above), 

there are two hypotheses as follows: (i) the needs of poor people in both dimensions (domains of 

poverty) and capability have been fully revealed or “exposed” in participatory poverty 

assessments (PPA); (ii) more effectively in poverty reduction, if dimensions of chronic poverty 

are selected using a 'mixed' method approach that combines the selection of a “static set of core 

dimensions” complementary with “deliberative participation – see concept framed in Chapter 3” 
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so that by normative framework, there is a multi-dimensional responsiveness of institutions to 

the needs of poor people (more than one institution responsive to each of poor needs is more 

effective).     

2nd It is different from multi-dimensional poverty, the capabilities of the poor ought to be 

measured in needs’ assessment. Obviously, in both theory and practice, if we want to identify the 

needs, we have to measure the needs. In a complementary support to chapter 2, the 2nd research 

question is set up as follows: how to measure the capability of the poor people?  Although there 

are various methods in the world (see Chapter 2) and 6 known methods used in Vietnam to 

measure the poverty dimensions (such as household expenditure, poverty mapping, income 

based, local classification, self-assessment, wealth ranking, human development index), these 

methods have not addressed the demand of measuring poverty and the human capabilities of 

poor people. In our chapter 2, there is an application to focus on how to measure the capability 

of poor people technically. 

3rd According to Ostrom13 (2006), following a more vertical approach, there are multiple 

levels of institutional analysis; it is useful to distinguish three levels such as operational level, 

collective choice level, and constitutional-choice level. In Florensa14, institutional changes take 

place on the basis of combinations of the values of various endogenous and exogenous factors, 

which can involve different levels of institutional arrangement. This suggests establishing 

research direction at least at two levels: “operational” and “collective choice” level. At the 

operational situation level, the sets of rules are themselves nested in hierarchical levels. The actors 

are directly affected by the operational rules in operational situations structuring what they must, 

must not, or may do. The poor needs’ identification is an operational process. This knowledge 

suggests us to establish the 3rd research question so as to go deeply into the grass roots level, with 

elements and configurative relationships of institutions, particularly focusing on the participation 

of the poor people. The existence of one institution can not be observed without the presence of 

the needs of poor people in the poor needs’ identification. Hierarchically, this research question 

lead us to make many efforts to clarify the relationship between the needs assessment of poor 

people and the existing coherent institutions at the operational situation level (grass roots 

situation) within the Vietnamese case. For the 3rd research questions, there are two hypotheses to 

be examined as follows:  

(i) At grassroots level (“operation level”), the participation of poor people in the needs’ 

identification process is affected by a causal configuration of external conditions such 

as deliberative participation , people’s council, village leader, rights of complaints, 

denunciations and petitions, mass organizations (VN Fatherland Front - VFF), civil 

society. Noted that during the research program, we considered to reject some 

variables exiting in macro economic and political domain;  

                                                 
13 Ostrom E., 2006. Understanding Institutional Diversity. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press: 186-210 
14 Florensa, 2004. Institutional Stability and Change: A logic Sequence for Studying Institutional Dynamics. IASCP, 9-13 August 
2004: 2. 
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(ii) Unresponsiveness of many institutions depends on the income/expenditure and 

intrinsic interconnection of internal poor people’s characteristics. Around the needs 

of poor people, there are 6 propositions to describe the causal relationship amongst 

independent variables (or conditions) represented for the poor characteristics, and 6 

outcomes or “dependent variables”: 

• Assistance of state mass organizations (political institutions) is dependent on the 

income/expenditure of poor households and some of the poor people’s 

characteristics (capability, gender and social class);  

• Provision of free health insurance to poor households is dependent on the 

income/expenditure of the poor households and the poor people’s 

characteristics; 

• Provision of the Poor Household Certificate provided by the commune authority 

is dependent on the income/expenditure of poor households and the poor 

people’s characteristics; 

• Using the Poor Household Certificate for health consultation is affected by / is 

dependent on the income/expenditure of poor households and the poor people’s 

characteristics; 

• Exemption from agricultural land use tax depends on the income/expenditure of 

poor households and the poor people’s characteristics; 

• Provision of production loan (“rural credit”) is dependent on the 

income/expenditure of poor households and the poor people’s characteristics. 

        4th These rules at the grass roots situation were crafted in a collective choice situation which 

is itself structured by collective choice rules. At collective choice arena, which actors, in what 

positions, chosen how, given information, and an assessment of benefits costs can make 

operational rules, the institutional rules of participatory mechanism must be established under 

configurational rules at collective choice level. Logically, if we want to establish the institutional 

framework (operational rules), we have to pay attention to the collective choice level where there 

is a  struggle for institutionalization among different actors. Actually, in this 4th research question, 

we have to answer concrete questions such as how to establish operational rules in a 

configuration of collective choice rules such as incentives, physical variables, attributes of the 

communities, trust, norms, values, culture, identity, standard, heuristics, constitutional or 

procedures (*see figure 3, p.136). It is on this topic of the deep connection of the collective level 

and the operational level that Chapter 3 of this dissertation focuses. Moreover, Chapter 4 is to 

complete the aim of the research to contribute to develop the institutional framework of 

participatory mechanisms to tackle the overall research assumption -- “the core institutional 

problem –is the unresponsiveness of many institutions to the needs of poor people”.  

Finally, Chapter 4 provides an overall “synthesis” of the three previous chapters, as chapter 4 

concentrates on the following hypotheses which closely contributed to explain to above overall 
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hypothesis of this dissertation:  (i) there is unresponsiveness of the institutions to the needs of 

the poor people if the non-poor establish the institutional rules; (ii) in the condition “the non-

poor is key actor”, there is still unresponsiveness of the institutions to the needs of the poor 

people if the mixed non poor and the poor establish together the institutional rules (iii) in the 

condition “the poor is key actor”, there is responsiveness of the institutions to the needs of the 

poor people if the mixed non poor and the poor establish together the institutional rules.   

 

3. Research Methodology   

Following Ostrom, we accept that institutions are invisible, as rules at one level are created at 

another level; and as rules can operate configurationally (Ostrom15 2007, pp.22-25). We also take 

seriously into consideration the diversity of the needs of the poor people, which reflects human 

diversity (this is discussed in more details in chapter 2). Therefore, in the first part of the 

dissertation, we mainly rely on quantitative methods in political economy. In the second chapter, 

the method used is consistent with the research question “describing needs”. The descriptive 

approach was taken into account to review the theories of needs, and explored triangulating by 

perceptions about the poors’ needs and institutions from individual poor and non-poor 

(individual non-poor, local authorities, organised poor, mass organisations, civil society 

organisations). The demonstration is wrapped up in identifying the needs of the poor people in 

context of Vietnam.  

In the third chapter, the methods used exploit the strength of the quantitative method. The 

quantitative method was applied because we could collect fine-grained and relevant data, 

particularly data on poor people’s capabilities, which is useful for exploring the powerful and 

rigorous strength of quantitative methods in describing the relative importance of causal 

conditions and outcomes. The factor analysis and model of regression analysis were applied for 

substantive findings in this third chapter about the endogenous poor characteristics and their 

capabilities and functionings.   

In the second part of the dissertation, the effective comparison of the communes and provinces 

used the Qualitative Comparative Analysis (QCA)16: Charles Ragin (1987) and Benoît Rihoux 

(2002), Varone et al (2006). Indeed, “from a small number of cases, the QCA method makes it 

possible to derive patterns (combinations of factors, or conditions) that link the cases”. In these 

fourth and fifth chapters, the QCA approach was chosen because this method allows a 

combination of case and variable-based comparisons, even if there is no availability of structural 

data of institutions in many communes (“grassroots level in Vietnam”) and provinces for the 

comparative analysis. The QCA approach allows to compare systematically a “small N” of cases, 

both cross-commune and cross-province. Specifically the csQCA technique allows to test the 

                                                 
15 Ostrom, 2007. Institutional Rational Choice: An assessment of the Institutional Analysis and Development 
Framework. Workshop in Political Theory and Policy Analysis. Indiana University; pp. 22-25 
16 Charles RAGIN (1994). Constructing Social Research. The Unity and Diversity of Method (London, Sage, 1994). Benoit Rihoux 
et Heike Grimm (2006). Innovative Comparative Methods for Policy Analysis. Springer Science: pp. 1-9. 
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configuration of institutional variables (invisible) at grassroots level both ex post and ex ante (this 

is unique in csQCA method).    

The QCA approach allows the mode of transparent participation of researchers and practitioners 

having controversial arguments on institutional framework for poverty reduction at grassroots 

level in Vietnam. In fact, our QCA analysis helps to bridge the economics and political science 

perspectives through the case of Vietnam. Thus, the solutions found identify set of multiple 

causes -- one of QCAs’ main assets is precisely to deal with configurations of causes. In the QCA 

approach, exploiting the epistemological case based knowledge and logic of comparative method 

and causal mechanism (in contrast with single method such as statistical and economic tools), 

allows the identification of more than one unique path to an outcome – the participatory 

mechanism with more than one combination of conditions may account for a result; this is also 

useful for pluralist/participative analysis (Rihoux, 2006).  

The QCA approach makes the research possible because available data on structure and 

functions of institutions in developing countries is mostly geared towards quantification and 

broad cross-country comparative analysis. Also, there is very little data that captures public 

perception of institutions’ roles and performance.  

Besides the participation of the poor people is intrinsic interconnection of external and internal 

factors related to the poor people with many related variables. I am also aware of some limitation 

of csQCA technique to this approach such as we could not include many variables (including the 

poor characteristics in the QCA model), a problem of uniqueness might occur consequently. So 

the solution is applied a combination of QCA and model of regression analysis with more 

qualitative analysis of the configuration of institutions with intrinsic interconnections of 

institutions and actors “who are the poor people” in the participatory mechanism. The regression 

model analysis is also more concerned with the deductive testing of hypotheses while the QCA 

technique is inductively generating the hypotheses. Naturally, this is the best choice to deal with 

research questions on grassroots institutions and the poor people’s participation for identifying 

their needs in Vietnam case.  

Chapter 4 is an overall “synthesis” of the four previous Chapters. In nature, it is more difficult as 

we have to deal with institutional dynamics of participatory mechanism for actors in collective 

choice situation to establish the operational rules (“institutional framework”).  If we review the 

theoretical literature, in the past three decades scientists have differed a great deal in their 

preferred approach to explain the world in institutional theories. There are various literatures, 

they have compared and contrasted the different approaches to institutional theories, specifically 

distinguishing the “rational choice” institutionalism coming out of political science and 

economics with the branch of institutionalism coming out of sociology and history (Wendt, 1987; 

Daniel W. Bromley, 1989, DiMaggio & Powel, 1991; Foss, 1995; Ross, 1995; Goodin 1996; 

Hall& Taylor, 1996; Ruggie, 1998; Peters, 1999, Campbell and Pederson, 2001, 2004; Lowndes, 

2002; March & Olsen, 1984, 1989, 1995, 2006). The institutional analysis and development 

framework (IAD framework) draws upon rational choice theory to identify the general 

relationships among institutional, situational and exogenous variables in explaining collective 
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choice situation. Thus, the three new institutionalisms (rational choice, sociology, history) 

through the lens of IAD framework are complementarily mobilized to establish the model of 

institutionalizing rules at collective choice situation. The integration of three institutionalisms 

declared that they are complementary shown by the model of institutionalized rules. Thereby if 

two elements E and E’ are said to be complementary if the performance R of the conjunction of 

E and E’ is superior to any other mix of elements with precise definition:  

'),()',( EAAEREER ≠∀>  &   EBEBREER ≠∀> )',()',(  

The model of choice rules at collective choice level is evidenced by three cases in Vietnam. This 

definition associates with the idea of “synthesis” in the chapter five. It means to gather all 

previous research results toward the research question “How institutional rules of the 

participating mechanism are configured and changed in identifying the needs of the poor people 

(collective choice situation)”.  Going along with the purpose of the synthesis chapter, there are 

three approaches used for handling the last research question described as follows: 

1/ « top-down » approach: starting from the perceptions, actions and policies, relationship of 

actors including the decision-makers for explaining the establishment of institutional rules. Once 

again, the QCA approach continues to apply for analyzing the configurations of institutional rules 

at local level (provinces) in the state administrative system working for poverty reduction.  

2/ « bottom-up » approach: starting from the theoretical basic needs, perceptions of the 

individual poor people for explaining the establishment of institutional rules. We will study the 

changing operational rules from collective choice situation through the impact of participatory 

poverty reduction (PPA) for policy decision making.  

3/ the third approach focuses on the collective actors « in between » the individual poor people 

and the grassroots institutions. 3 main categories are examined: a/ the « organized poor »; b/ 

other « non-poor » organizations who want to support the poor and work for poverty reduction; 

c/ other coordinated institutions of “public service provider” and mass organisations. More 

specifically in Vietnam, more qualitatively, we also conducted some interviews, towards another 

type of public: the “political decision-makers” themselves, to tap their own perceptions of cross-

coordination of how poverty should be fought – then we could “cross” (meaning: confront), 

more qualitatively, their perspectives with the perspectives of the stakeholders (with the 

information we have collected in the survey).  

 

4. Framing the research analysis 

We implement a strategy of mixed methods for data analysis which combining qualitative, 

configurational comparative and quantitative (regression) data analysis methods: 

- qualitative content analysis: a/ Understanding the initial perception frames of poor people with 

regards to their needs (what are the poor people’s needs, self-defined?) as well as the perception 

frames of the non-poor (including decision-makers and key players of intermediate organizations) 

on the poor people’s needs; b/ Examining the evolution of these perception frames before and 

after some initiatives have been implemented (NTP-HEPR, PPAs, micro credit, water user 

groups, cross-coordination institutions). 

- configurational comparative analysis (Qualitative Comparative Analysis (QCA) / Model of Regression 

Analysis; Integration of Three New Institutionalisms through the lens of IAD Framework): a/ Examining 
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patterns of interaction and perception amongst poor people, local leaders, responsible cadres for 

poverty reduction in operational choice level and collective choice level b/ Comparing the 

configurations of collective actors and their possible impacts (outcomes). 

 

5. The Data 

These analyses have been conducted on some data systematically gathered in the context of 

Vietnam, for the period 1996-2006. The data (qualitative, through interviews; quantitative, 

through surveys as well as text data from Vietnam official sources and NGO’s) were collected, at 

different levels, amongst different informants such as unorganized poor people, political bodies, 

economic bodies, social bodies, state agencies, NGOs. Because that the poor people are mainly 

located in rural areas (*see pages 40-42) where the inequalities are increased by market 

mechanisms. Therefore, the survey was conducted in rural area of Vietnam to collect primary 

data. For quantitative analysis, the research used both the primary data from the survey and the 

secondary data originated from the Vietnam Household Living Standards Survey (VHLSS) which 

was carried out in 2002 by the General Statistics Office (GSO) with financial support from the 

Japanese Bank for International Cooperation (JBIC) and technical assistance from the World 

Bank (WB). The secondary data sources also were mobilized from the PPAs in Vietnam which 

led by INGOs and in Vietnam.  

The primary data is used mainly in csQCA approach in chapter 3 (*see map 3: Selective Communes: 

page 89)) and chapter 4 (*see Appendix 20, p.223). For this part of the study, we follow a more 

constructivist paradigm: the researcher defines his role as a facilitator to mobilize the 

participation of informants and to seek perceptions of informants from different groups for the 

assessment of the outcome and conditions. The findings (“data”) are constructed from the 

researcher’s understanding of information provided by informants (see above paragraph). 

Following this paradigm, the Participatory Assessment approach is employed to maximize interaction 

between informants from different groups. This helps build up the understanding of “raw data” 

for the csQCA approach. Also, this enables us to reveal different perspectives from various 

groups for cross-checking; deepen understanding to emerging themes. “Raw data” is mainly 

qualitative; each set of data is presented in Chapter 3 and Chapter 4 in detail. Limited quantitative 

data gained from desk reviews provides additional information to examine the interview sessions. 

Qualitative data provides information to build up rich descriptions and evidences for the 

assessment of the conditions to help create “raw data” for the research.  

 

6. Work Plan 

The first part of this dissertation develops “what” are the needs of the poor people and “how” to 

measure the needs of poor people (*see pages 47-53). The second part of this dissertation deals 

with “what” are grassroots institutions and the participation, and how to establish institutional 

rules in participatory mechanisms for identifying the needs of poor people (*see pages 81-165).  

Naturally, this dissertation is conducted both deductively and inductively. The first part focuses 

on defining and constructing all variables related to needs of poor people, following both a 

theoretical and practical approach. The needs of poor people were described and measured in the 
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context of Vietnam where there is an incomplete measure of needs’ identification and 

problematic methodology in the measurement of human capabilities of poor people, especially 

weighting the options for multidimensional poverty measures. The second part focuses on the 

operation and establishment of institutional rules at operation level and collective choice 

situation. Firstly the elements and relationships of grassroots institutions and configuration of 

institutional variables and the participation are studied in the context of Vietnam. It is 

hypothesized through 6 propositions that the poor participation is affected by the poor 

characteristics, through both exogenous and endogenous factors. So the relation of institutional 

participation and the poor people’s characteristics are studied in a combination with studies in 

institutional configurations at grassroots level. Secondly, the configuration of institutional rules in 

the participatory mechanism is studied at collective choice situation. The actors (the non-poor 

and the poor) are interacted with the institutional rules in the collective choice situation – it is 

those interactions which are studied. The second part focuses on “how” to establish the 

institutional rules in the participatory mechanisms and “how” rules operate so as to identify the 

needs of the poor people at grassroots level. 

The plan of the research was developed to optimize available resources. Thus the research is 

divided into two parts; for each part, all analyses are divided in a three-step procedure: 

Hypothesis – Test – Conclusion. The hypothesis aims at building the proposition to be tested in 

Chapter 3. The first part is devoted to a review of the theories and to construct the variables and 

their measurements on the needs of poor people with related institutions. The second part 

attempts to build the model of “configurational rules at collective choice level” from three 

strands of new institutionalisms through the lense of the IAD framework. The model is tested 

through three terms in Vietnam: “top-down” and “bottom-up” and “in-between individual poor, 

organised poor and grassroots actors.  

The overall conclusions wrap up the demonstration, re-examining the initial hypotheses. The 

sub-sections present, respectively: the summary of the findings with regards to the four core 

research questions, policy implications of the research program, and paths for further works. In 

this effort of synthesis, we shall try to distinguish what is specific to the Vietnam case, and what 

could be expanded to other developing countries.   

Finally, let us formulate a general note of caution on the differences between the current 

Vietnamese context, on the one hand, and pluralist, liberal democratic contexts. This dissertation, 

in fact, mobilizes different theories linked to institutional arrangements which are mostly those of 

liberal democracies. Even though Vietnam is currently undergoing a reform process, it is of 

course not a “liberal democracy” if we use criteria of Western countries, because of the country’s 

single party and centralist, technocratic functioning. However, we shall try to demonstrate that it 

can be useful to use those theories specifically at the local level in Vietnam, where there is 

grassroots participation and some level of freedom in the participation. The Vietnamese 
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Grassroots Democracy Decree17 is mentioned as such in technical papers by the World Bank, the 

UNDP and also in the academic literature -- though indeed it operates in a context which does 

not meet the criteria of liberal democracies.  

 

 

                                                 
17 Three of the countries in the world with recent innovations in the legal framework for grassroots democracy are 
Bolivia, India and Vietnam (World Bank, 1999). See  Narayan Deepa et all, 1999. Global Synthesis: Consultations 
with the Poor. Poverty Group World Bank. September 20, 1999. p. 27,  1st paragragh. 
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OVERALL CONCLUSIONS AND  
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

 

 

1. Some important over-arching points 

The overall hypothesis “in the Vietnamese context, the core institutional problem is the 

unresponsiveness of many institutions to the needs of poor people” has been thoroughly 

explained. On the one hand, given the nature of poverty and human diversity, this reflects in the 

diversity of needs of poor people in different dimensions such as income, commodities, 

resources, justice, liberties, equity, political freedom. Therefore, the income-based or even the 

static set of core dimensions could not address the variable of the poors’ needs solely; the poor 

needs have to be identified in a participatory way – pluralist, interactive and multidimensional, 

associated with facilitation of poor people’s own analysis. On the other hand, the institutional 

logic does not empower the poor themselves as they are kept at the periphery, and therefore they 

can not directly have an exact say in actual decision making though the institutional logic could 

allow some needs of poor people to be taken into account. The only favourable combination of 

conditions which empowers the poor lies at least partly outside of the institutionalized channels: 

the emerging strong civil society condition in a combination with strong justice which is more 

independent at the local level could provide an enabling environment for the poor to actually 

participate through the justice condition such as rights of complaints, denunciations and petitions 

to ensure the responsiveness of institutions to their needs..  

In other words, for the highest participation level and quality participation of poor people, if the 

institutional rules are established in the process mixed by the non-poor + the poor, if the key 

actor is poor (dominant), surely this will lead to responsiveness of institutions to the needs of 

poor people. Apparently, this goes along with a question: why the first question of justice is the 

question of power (*see Forst18 R., 2007, 2008). This helps reinforce the human rights framework 

(in OHHCR) to empower the poor – the right of the poor is to participate in collective choice 

level. 

From the Vietnam case, we can indeed see that the participation of highly empowered poor 

people in the collective choice situation play the key role to ensure the responsiveness of 

institutions to their needs. The relationship of empowerment of the poor to be key actor outside 

the formal institutionalised channels and responsiveness of institutions must be in strong 

conditions of deliberative participation  and mass organisations, justice which are formatted in 

political institutions and village leaders embedded in social cultural norms of the communities: 

“the social functionings has significant effect with most of socio-economic characteristics of poor 

people”.  

 

                                                 
18 Forst R. 2007. First Things First. Redistribution, Recognition and Justification. European Journal of Political Philosophy, 6, 
2007, pp. 291-304. 
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2. Summary of findings and answers to the four core questions 

The aim of the research was to establish an institutional framework of participatory mechanisms 

to identify the needs of poor people. The summary of findings will be presented according to the 

four core questions which were laid out in the introduction.  Each summary of findings replies to 

these research questions following the sequence of the chapters, and bearing in mind the 

underlying overall hypothesis: The core institutional problem is the unresponsiveness of many 

institutions to the needs of poor people. 

 

What are the poor people needs in Vietnam?  

For identifying the needs of poor people, our effort concentrated firstly on this research question 

(*see pages 47-63).  

Indeed, the needs of poor people have to be individually defined to address the diverse forms of 

deprivation which define poverty. Following our descriptive method, the nature of poverty and 

human diversity are natural phenomena which are reflected in the diverse needs of poor people 

in different spaces such as income and commodities, resources, capability and functioning, 

liberties, political freedom, social justice & equality. The needs are more diverse than any practical 

evaluation conducted in Vietnam so far.  

In the Chapter 2, we were able to demonstrate, firstly, that the capability or multidimensional 

approach is a quite feasible solution for identifying the needs of poor people. However, 

deliberative participation is necessary for both the poverty dimensions and the capability 

approach. In deliberative participation processes, in rural areas of Vietnam, the needs’ perception 

of the poor as they are identified not only lack of resources and basic infrastructure on which 

their livelihoods are dependent, but also more importantly they are in condition of knowledge 

and skill shortage which could help them improving the basic functioning to reduce poverty 

permanently. It is clear that the static set of core dimensions could not address the variable 

“poverty” solely, so it is necessary to follow a participatory – pluralist, interactive and 

multidimensional – process, associated with facilitation of poor people’s own analysis. By this 

effort, the multi-dimensional and capability approach can be successful in identifying the actual 

needs of poor people. The aim of this process is to single out people’s actual values and priorities 

through group discussions and participatory analyses. In addition, in a participatory process it 

may be possible to deepen the level of deliberative discussion, and examine values issues more 

directly than other methods. This approach proposed to look at direct policy process, poverty 

being then framed in terms of the absence of opportunities for participation in the political 

process shaping the institutional framework for poverty reduction. 

Secondly, through examination of the Vietnam case, we could demonstrate that capability in 

Sen’s theory is appropriate to integrate the needs’ perception in which poverty is seen as the 

deprivation of some minimum fulfilment of elementary capabilities (in terms of capabilities, it is 

then the failure to meet basic needs of specified community bundles and primary goods (liberties, 
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freedom)). The needs’ approach becomes providing poor people means of achieving certain basic 

functionings measured by the principal component analysis. Thus, there are good reasons for 

seeing poverty as deprivation of basic capabilities, rather than merely as low income. It is 

ultimately centred on addressing the poor people’s deprivations in terms of “weak capability”. 

The needs of poor people are concentrated on capacity development for taking opportunities and 

reducing vulnerabilities and ensuring equity for poverty reduction.  

Thirdly, deliberative participation is essential, but there is a need of strategic criteria established 

for identifying the needs of poor people such as ensuring minimum livelihoods with basic income 

and commodities, basic resources, improving capability of the poor, social equity and justice, 

political freedoms. Equality is a basic criterion to set up to ensure equality in all spaces because of 

its effect on individual poor – it is among its manifold effects such as so-called “social exclusion” 

of poor groups and disadvantaged people.  

In Vietnam, based upon the needs’ perception of poor people in PPAs, they are not only lack of 

natural resources on which their livelihoods are very much dependent upon such as cultivated 

land, forest, water, but also they are weak in burden debt, shortage of capital, importantly they are 

lack of knowledge and technical skills which could help improving their basic functionings for 

fighting the poverty. The capability is the most important basic needs for poor people in urban 

area to improve their livelihoods. The capability of poor people is understood not just as 

independence of inside individual base, but also as the environment in which the poor live; 

therefore, the perception of poor people’s needs covers various needs of improving basic 

infrastructure such as clinics, schools, roads, irrigation, dykes, markets, village centres, drainage 

system. Thus, Sen’s theory is appropriate for needs perception of the poor in Vietnam: poverty is 

seen as the deprivation of some minimum fulfilment of elementary capabilities. However, from 

the diverse human needs and the multi-dimensions of poverty, there are different approaches to 

the needs of poor people to be constructed in setting up criteria which must be appropriate from 

theory and practice. There is a set of criteria established for identifying the needs of poor people 

in the case of Vietnam. Importantly, equality is the critical criterion to set up in all spaces of the 

needs. Its effect on the individual poor people is among its manifold effects such as so-called 

“social exclusion” of the poor and disadvantage people; even it may lead to loss of self-reliance, 

self-confidence and psychological and physical health.   

 

How to measure the needs of poor people? 

We set up this research question at an early stage (*see introduction pp. 4-5) because there are 

already some poverty measurements currently being applied in Vietnam such as household 

expenditure, poverty mapping, income base, local classification, self-assessment in participatory 

poverty assessment (PPA), wealth ranking, and human development index. However, there is no 

method to measure the capabilities of poor people. We explored how to measure the capabilities 

of poor people by the principal component analysis which was demonstrated in Chapter 3.  
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As a result of research, the data reduction technique has proven useful for the measurement of 

the capabilities of poor people. It allows identifying the small numbers of factors which represent 

the capabilities of poor people. The factors are: Factor 1:  a number of items related to the 

general social functionings: there are abilities in establishing social networks (through social 

contact inside/outside the community), go to the market; maintaining relative family, 

participation/contribution in community action (be part of the community), 

establishment/maintenance of friendly relationship.  Factor 2: is related to general physical 

functionings such as (i) abilities to move and perform normal functional activities; (ii) abilities to 

lead a healthy life or improving health status, building the strength and live in a good 

environment, even ability to use good nutrition such as fruit, vegetables or herbs,… (iii) abilities 

to read and write and communicate with all people related to real level of education; ability to 

speak in public without shame. Factor 3: is related to general psychological functionings on 

personal energy and ambition such as their feeling of sufficient confidence to contribute to the 

performance of the basic functionings, also to apply their knowledge in their life; also, their 

perceptions of happiness or pleasure,  and belief in the future. This is closely related to achievable 

maximized utilities. Factor 4: is related to general economic functionings such as income in 

one period, saving, capital of abilities to invest into new micro-business; also abilities to satisfy 

their choices of commodity bundles as basic needs (food security, health, children education, 

transportation, entertainment…). And technical skills, new knowledge applied for earning 

income. Poor persons could be able to adopt a new technology to improve their life. Factor 5: is 

related to political functionings such as socialization, participation in public policy 

determinants, public policy ideas, public policy formulation, public policy decision-making, public 

policy implementation, public policy evaluation. Factor 5 also relates to abilities of persons to 

vote and select the best ones to be community leaders, abilities to be the community leader. 

Factor 6: the ownership, these functionings related to holding or possession or access in 

resources and assets such as production means, land, housing, clean water, irritable water, new 

technology. 

Through the regression analysis, we have demonstrated that the basic functionings are explained 

by socio-economic characteristics of poor people as follows:  

Firstly, although financial and materials assets endowments of households were dominant in the 

perception, sociological functioning and psychological functioning are importantly considered 

related to well-being of poor people. The social functionings has significant effect with most of 

socio-economic characteristics of poor people. These functionings could assist the poor having 

access to basic services as well as against the shocks or crisis or hardship. On social capital, these 

functionings provide more opportunities for poor people to improve their livelihoods. If the 

poor could not perform well these functionings, they are fallen the trap of “social exclusion”. 

This effect associates with other functionings and social characteristics.  

Secondly, the physical functionings have significant effect to education, income level, and 

persons per family such as the level of education could decide their ability to overcome their poor 
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status. Also the physical functionings allow the poor to be aware of new opportunities to develop 

more productive and stable livelihoods. These functionings have significant effect to marital 

conditions such as without married status, the poor people face real difficulty of performing their 

full capability. Some basic functionings have correlations with the income characteristic of poor 

people. Thus, the limit of income makes poor people much weaker in terms of social 

functionings, economic functionings, even political functionings. The scale of household has a 

significant effect on social functionings, even politics. There is also a strong effect between 

gender relations and political functionings. 

 

What are the elements and configurational institutions of participatory mechanism at grassroots level in Vietnam?  

We established this research question because there are multiple levels in institutional analysis, 

analytically distinguishing three levels. As a first step, our effort focused on the operational level 

(grassroots level) (*see page 5). As a result of our research, we are able to formulate the 

conclusions here below. 

In our models of multiple regression analysis, we can see that the level of the poor people’s 

participation is mainly dependent on causal configurations of external factors rather than intrinsic 

values. The results of analyses indicated that the participation of poor households does not 

depend on the income and expenditure and capabilities of poor people (read or write), however, 

the cultural differences of ethnic minorities (norms) are significant to affect (negatively) to the 

poor participation. Building upon this conclusion from the empirical test, we could further 

elaborate with more qualitative analysis based on QCA approach, as outlined below.  

Indeed the QCA analyses demonstrate that the participation of poor people in the needs’ 

identification process is affected by a causal configuration of grassroots institutions. The outcome 

variables were set up to distinguish among different levels of participation by poor people in 

government and management decision at grass root level: “people know”, “people discuss”, 

“people implement”, “people decide & supervise”. The condition variables: DELPA (high level 

of deliberative participation ) and VILEA (high importance of village leader) and MOs (strong 

mass organizations at the grass root level) are regularly important for three levels of participation 

such in information, discussion, and implementation denoted as the first cluster. There is 

“concurrent” combination of these conditions for three outcomes “people know”, “people 

discuss” and “people implement”. Note that we observed the same minimal configurations for 

two outcomes “people discuss” and “people implement”. Based on case knowledge, we were able 

to confirm that these conditions (DELPA and VILEA and MOs) are causal conditions for both 

outcomes. Although the VILEA is the common condition for three outcomes “people know”, 

“people discuss”, “people implement”, for the latter the poor people must discuss on their needs 

for ensuring their commitments and responsibilities. That is why, the deliberative participation  is 

critically important in the poor peoples’ needs identification.  

One of our most important conclusions from the QCA analyses is that no single institution can 

hope to deal effectively with the different contexts and causes even though deliberative 



 

 

30 

participation  (DELPA) is an important institution at grassroots level !“participation in the 

political processes shaping the institutional landscape”). The DELPA condition is confirmed an 

important condition for democratic governance in its own right, but even more for its 

contribution to the formation of a more fair and equal society. This can explain the effect of 

institutions through interests in designing them, social process of interaction, deliberation, and 

political debate. The DELPA is simply much dependent on the ability and willingness of local 

officials to undertake the tasks in a deliberative manner such as participatory planning, budget 

auditing, participatory monitoring, and to engage in processes of the poor people’s consultation. 

It closely links to public administrative reform (system reform), civil service reform and better 

recruitment for cadres in developing countries. The DELPA availability, the society-rooted 

politics play the key determinants; especially in the case of Vietnam they form and run the 

institutions at the grassroots participation. Finally, we could conclude that the configurations of 

three conditions (DELPA and VILEA and MOs) can be expected to establish the participatory – 

pluralist environment, interactive and multidimensional, associated with facilitation of poor 

people’s own analysis.  

The configuration of DELPA and political institutions (MOs) help us understanding the process 

of translation from political action into institutional impacts and dynamic factors for changing. It 

means that all grassroots institutions which operate effectively to influence the poor 

participations on poverty reduction are supported by the CPV (the institutional centre). There is a 

contradiction that from the institutional interaction, elected bodies (PECO) at grassroots level are 

not effective to involve the participation of poor people even though PECO is supported by 

CPV. One single condition (PECO) does not seem to play such a central role in the explanation 

of either types of outcomes. It’s quite logical, since poor people themselves have little direct 

access to those People’s Councils. The people council does not play their representatives for poor 

people. This led us to conclude that the causal relation between institutional arrangements and 

substantive policy is complicated, indirect and contingent. It can be said that the policy distance is 

shorter from the poor people to the executive (administrative system) or CPV, so that the 

institutional arrangements need to take into account this point. 

Some elements are more appropriate in connection to grassroots democracy, such as civil society, 

political institutions, and justice for poor peoples’ participation. By contrast to the three other 

outcomes discussed above, the final outcome “DECID&SUPER”, on the conceptual of 

political participation and Vietnam practices  does not link to some important above elements 

(DELPA and VILEA and MOs). On the one hand, one even finds an opposite pattern : the 

combination of (DELPA and VILEA and MOs), which was the key favourable combination for 

the 3 other outcomes, proves to run against a higher level of poor people’s participation. On the 

other hand, the two conditions CDP and CSO play the key conditions for the fourth outcome. 

The core combination of these conditions does lead to the highest level of participation 

(DECID&SUPER).  It means that the poor people need to possess their rules of game. When 

the CSO condition is strong, the poor people often participate in civil society organisations based 
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on the poors’ volunteer manner so that they are empowered as much as possible to establish the 

rules of these organisations. The poor people then feel free to communicate and negotiate for 

rules of organisations or volunteer groups which made their needs fully responded – this is one 

of the most important aspects in their effective decision and control, through their participation.  

To sum up: out of the 6 initial hypotheses (and 6 conditions constructed there from), two 

separate clusters could be validated. On the one hand, one favourable cluster (combination) of 

three conditions is more linked to the institutional logics (through the established authority system: 

village leaders, communist party organizations and formal deliberative mechanisms) and allows 

some needs of poor people to be taken into account – but at the same time this institutional logic 

does not empower fully the poor themselves: they are kept at the periphery, and therefore cannot 

directly have a say in the actual decision-making process. On the other hand, the only favourable 

combination of conditions which empowers the poor people lies at least partly outside of the 

institutionalized channels : when NGOs (and CSOs which are more independent at the local 

level; CSOs which are non political bases of the communities) provide a facilitating environment 

for the poor to actually participate – in particular through rights of complaints, denunciations and 

petitions.  In other words: civil society organizations are a core factor enabling the poor people’s 

voice to be heard. Thus, in the case of Vietnam, CSOs can play an important role, in conjunction 

with the strong state condition to promote the participation of poor people. This could happen 

of both the CSOs and the state authorities (through the CPV) follow a “concurrent objective” 

(the same goal) in institutional terms: the participatory mobilization of poor people, in particular 

to identify the needs of poor people.  

 

How are institutional rules of the participating mechanisms established in the collective choice arena? 

We set up this research question because rules at the grass roots situation were crafted in a 

collective choice situation which is itself structured by collective choice rules. Logically, if we 

want to establish the institutional framework (operational rules), we have to pay attention to the 

collective choice level where there is a  struggle for institutionalization among different actors 

(*see introduction pages 6-7).  

Most challenges of operational rules (for example: 6 condition variables) are established and 

configured at the collective choice level, and face effects of collective rules – so the challenge is 

to identify who are actors and how to select them, with information and cost/benefit analysis are 

the key factors affecting the interactions. Also, the operational rules have been institutionalized as 

“repertoire of collective choice”, rooted in political culture. This research question contributes 

much for the overall research question “how to establish the institutional framework of 

participatory mechanism for identifying the needs of poor people”.  

By three terms: “top-down approach”, “bottom-up approach”, “in-between - individual poor 

people, organized poor and grassroots actors” in the light of model “Working Rules making in 

Collective Choice Situation” with some elements “pick-up” from three new institutionalisms, we 

have been able to conclude that the poor people become the key actor in the collective choice 
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which is important to ensure the responsiveness of institutions to their needs. If the institutional 

rules of participatory mechanisms are establish by the non-poor (including individual and 

corporate actors), the key actor is the non-poor; certainly this has led in Vietnam to 

unresponsiveness of institutions to the needs of poor people. If the institutional rules are 

established by a mix of the non-poor and the poor, and if the key actor is still the non-poor, this 

has again led to the unresponsiveness of institutions to the needs of poor people. In contrast, if 

institutional rules are established by a mix of the non-poor and the poor, and if the key actor is 

poor people, this has led to responsiveness of institutions to their needs.  The turning point can 

thus be summarized in the following conclusion: the poor need to be empowered fully to 

participate in the collective choice situation. In other words: they need to become key actors at 

the collective choice level to ensure the responsiveness of institutions to their needs.  

To explain more accurately the operational rules crafted in collective choice level, the model 

“Working Rules making in Collective Choice Situation” represents the importance of the role of 

both exogenous and endogenous factors in institutionalizing operational rules in the collective 

choice arena as well as choice of conformance in collective settings. In our research, this model 

has proved its value added for policy analysts; assist helps bridge three theoretical strands of new 

institutionalisms. This allows generalizing both corporate actors and individual actors for 

multilevel analysis.  

The case studies followed both a “top-down approach” and “bottom-up approach” “in between 

the individual poor, organized poor and grassroots actors” of Vietnam? They helped us to 

successfully test the model of rules making at the collective choice situation. This is more 

accurate than a single theory of new institutionalism in public policy and poverty studies, as in 

our institutional analysis we have “picked up” some relevant elements of three new 

institutionalisms. The possible outcomes were not perfectly generated by only formal rules in 

such a picture of state administrative system of the NTP-HEPR when the assumption failed in 

the focus of formal rule set of “top-down approach” or “bottom-up approach” and “working 

rules” in actors, as resulted from a combination rules and norms, strategies in the case of impact 

of PPAs for poverty reduction policies in Vietnam. These cases show that the working rules can 

be made in social historical perspectives, then by overtly examining how working rules affect 

each component and structure of institutional framework. A change in these rules is affected by a 

number of changes in rules of collective choice situation, thus the changing rules in collective 

choice arena as an interactive process and an evolution process though the actors do not quite 

equally contribute for institutionalizing new rules in the collective choice situation.  

The rule enforcement and narratives of political leader’s command (human influence) are able to 

be permuted to generate the same outcome in the case of Vietnam – condition of “strong state” 

or “ruling party system” in which the hypothesis of spread discourse of local CPV leaders could 

significantly affect the collective choice situation.  These two condition variables are equally 

important in the empirical test in Vietnam case. On the other hand, the incentives, capacity and 
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information sharing and historical perspective experience in participatory mechanism are critical 

components to co figurate the coordination outcome.  

The configuration of rules in collective choice situation with position rules given favour to 

national ownership which is more important to decide the impact of changing from the non-

coordination of top-down approach to the participatory mechanism of bottom-up approach in 

policy making, especially for poverty reduction policies. The optimal participatory mechanism of 

new rules could be used to solve the cost of participation defined in condition of resource 

constraints. 

In between – the “individual poor”, “organized poor” and “grassroots actors”, the cooperative 

behaviour is based on a part of social norms and social historical perspectives. The attempt of 

changing the extrinsic payoff structures may have been misdirected such as the sanctions and 

inducements can crowd out the formation of social norms or rooted constitutions that can 

enhance cooperative behaviour in their own way. Thus, increasing the authority of individuals to 

devise their own rules may well result in processes, specifically identifying the needs of poor 

people that allow social norms or social historical constitutions to evolve or continue and thereby 

increase the probability of participated individual poor, organized poor, coordinated grassroots 

actors actually solving their collective action problems.  

 

3. Policy implications, in Vietnam and in other transition countries 

a/ For Vietnam 

In Vietnam, ordinary people’s everyday political behaviour can have a huge impact on national 

policy as Kerkvliet (2005) shows: the VN state eventually terminated the system, but not for 

ideological reasons. Rather, collectivization had become hopelessly compromised and was 

ultimately destroyed largely by the activities of villagers. De-collectivization began locally among 

villagers themselves; national policy merely followed. Besides, as a result of research, the policy 

implications will focus as much as possible on empowerment of the poor as the crucial 

requirement for a sustainable solution to poverty and hunger: “poverty as lack of power”, “the 

responsiveness of institutions”. In our research, we defined empowerment as the ability of 

people, in particular the least privileged, to: (1) have access to productive resources that enable 

them to increase their earnings and obtain the goods and services they need; and (2) participate in 

the development process and the decisions that affect them. Consequently, empowering the poor 

requires the removal of all institutional barriers that limit their choices and prevent them from 

taking action to improve their well-being; more particularly, empowering the poor includes 

strengthening the basic principles of good governance.  

Unfortunately, from the findings of our research, we see that the results in Vietnam are not 

significant enough to ensure the high level of the poor people’s participation. To make sense, the 

empowerment means that the poor should be empowered to participate at the collective choice 

level with an equal position (to be key actor) to establish the institutional rules to ensure the 
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responsiveness of institutions to their needs at social, political and economic dimensions (*see 

the poor needs at pages 54-63). The institutional framework of participatory mechanisms for 

identifying the needs of poor people should be established in parallel with the empowerment 

process. The poor could be empowered in the condition of strong civil society organizations (see 

above; QCA analysis) that act as socio-political forces promoting and monitoring effective 

policies. Therefore, the policies should develop strong condition of civil society such as a key 

condition for empowerment – the establishment and strengthening of civil society organizations 

acting for and representing the interests of the poor and the hungry.  

For Vietnamese people, also in the Power of Everyday Politics (reading Kerkvliet19, 2005 p.11), 

this outstanding feature has been taken into the policy implications at political system, state 

system, local government, and civil society development in the context of the reform process in 

Vietnam. 

 

(i) Political system and state administrative system  

Even with constraints due to mono power condition of “strong state” of Vietnam, the voice of 

the poor can be heard and there is responsiveness of institutions to the poors’ needs, provided 

strong institutional conditions are present at the local level (DELPA and VILEA and MOs). This 

setup is quite feasible to ensure three outcomes “people know”, “people discuss”, and “people 

implement” for Vietnam. These conditions are related to the executive system, and to political 

institutions defined in the research. 

At present, it is not clear enough if political decentralisation only focuses on the division of 

decision making and planning power while the new development administration shifts the 

emphasis from bureaucratic-oriented to citizen-and-market-oriented services provision. It should 

be able to promote reform process toward supporting administrative/political decentralisation 

and civil society development. The idea is that democratic governance can trigger a virtuous cycle 

of development where political freedoms empower people to force the expansion of social and 

economic opportunities, thereby allowing communities to define their own priorities. This would 

be an enabling and regulating framework for local mass organisations (which are provided by 

central level) while empowering as much as possible the local mass organisations to work with 

the poor people. The decentralization may influence good governance in the public sector only if 

it: 

• Is supported by necessary legal and administrative arrangements; 

• Is accompanied by capacity building of local stakeholders; 

• Includes adequate, predictable, and sustainable fundings (working facilities, information 

sharing, etc); 

                                                 
19 Kerkvliet, 2005. The Power of Everyday Politics: How Vietnamese Peasants Transformed National Policy. The Cornell 
University Press, pp. 10-12 
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• Is supported by an enabling and regulating framework for local government, which is 

provided by central government. 

In such an effort, it also means: (i) reconciling the “strong state” principle with the separation of 

the three powers a modern state has (the Legislative, the Executive and the Judicial) which is 

commonly held for a state to remain democratic; (ii) re-building state “Rule of Law” in Vietnam. 

At collective choice level, in the reform component “institutional reform”, one should be able to 

create equal actors in a legally empowered process for establishing institutional rules which help 

re-conceptualising the State towards the good governance (see Grzymala-Busse and Jones Luong, 

2002; Dimitrov et all, 2006). 

 

(ii) Local government (reform) 

One of the core results of our research, is the new concept that “participatory local institutional 

arrangements” (this being related to local government) can be implemented. Therefore, the 

political system of Vietnam need to be reformed in the following directions: (i) policies on local 

governments should foster democratic governance and better designing, financing, managing, 

supervising and monitoring local development measures and initiatives aimed at reducing 

poverty; policies, and provide them with adequate power and financial resources, while creating 

and/or consolidating a network of interactions with the organizations of civil society; (ii) 

supporting de-concentration of state administrations and political system, policies on democratic 

decentralization, widely considered a strategy of governance and a gradual process of reform 

addressing a range of administrative, political, fiscal, and land issues, should increase power and 

resources at a level of government that is closer, better understood and much easily influenced 

(than was previously the case) in order to enhance participation; (iii) in the reform process, the 

policies for changing the role of State should be toward more transparency and responsibility and 

accountability to ensure the effective of grassroots institutions. Although the elected body is 

legally a powerful organ in local level, it does not contribute for the poor people’s participation. 

This institution should be strengthened toward the empowerment of poor people, as there 

should be more poor people actively to participate into the communal people council to ensure 

that their needs are being responded to.  

Besides, in order to ensure the effective poverty reduction policies, the participation of poor 

people should not based on the income and expenditure or on the poor people’s capability, 

though these may be criteria to identify who are the poor. Also, the poverty reduction policies 

should focus on the disadvantaged groups in Vietnam case : specifically ethnic minority people, 

female head of households, families of invalids, war-sick, veterans, martyrs, Vietnamese heroic 

mothers, families of lonely elderly, and disabled who need to receive regular social subsidy, all 

classified as a poor or very poor household by the commune authorities. The policy process 

should be complemented with deliberative participation to ensure a better fulfilment of the 

individual needs of the poor – this deliberative participation should be ensured not only for 

policy planning, but also for policy implementation and policy evaluation. In general, the 



 

 

36 

disadvantaged groups are identified by the community itself, in a better way than any technical 

criteria set up.  

 

(iii) CSO development  

In spite of recent transformations in the country, the civil society sector in Vietnam is still rather 

weak. In fact, it has been operating in a slightly disenabling environment. However, the values 

dimension of civil society is the strongest and the impact dimension is the weakest dimension. 

Also, a result of Chapter 3, CSOs (which are more independent at the local level; and which are 

the non-political bases of the communities) provide a crucial facilitating environment for the 

poor to actually participate – in particular through rights of complaints, denunciations and 

petitions. Civil society development does not mean to weaken the state institutions, but rather to 

enhance the “strong state” so that it can better promote social inclusion and political 

participation. Some more detailed implications are discussed below. 

Considering the story of the weakened condition of PECO, the free elections cannot, by 

themselves, create a democratic society. What is needed is a comprehensive reform of state 

institutions. In order to be effective, this reform should be accompanied by efforts to sustain civil 

society. Thus, turning to civil society assistance is a way of stimulating external pressures for 

policy and institutional reform.  

An active ‘civic community’ and democratic values (norms and networks) are preconditions for a 

good local government. Concurrently, a functionally-decentralized good government allows the 

emergence of a dynamic civil society. Decentralization should accompany efforts intended to 

strengthen the range of institutions of civil society.  

Civil society networks also facilitate local governance by helping to mobilize additional resources, 

by enhancing the accountability of local level political and management officials and by creating 

synergies leading to innovations and higher levels of productivity. The focus on civil society is 

also likely to promote gender-sensitive local development. 

Informal institutions could, under certain conditions, be an effective route to reach the poor. It is 

also true however that, by emerging only when formal institutions fail to perform, informal 

institutions do not provide sustainability. 

Of course, the core practical question, which could prolong our current research (path for further 

research), is: how to best build bridges between, and networks among, existing formal and 

informal institutions as a means of enhancing the success of formal institutions and empowering 

poor people to participate at the collective choice level to take advantage of social service delivery 

structures and market opportunities? 

 

(iv) for development projects 

The development intervention should be targeted, so as to strengthen three institutional logics 

(DELPA and VILEA and MOs) to ensure the implementation of grassroots democracy. Also, 
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the poor people should be empowered to participate into the establishment of project policies, so 

as to ensure that their needs are responded to. These projects could play an important role, so 

that local government policy could target poverty reduction as well as and grassroots democracy 

and justice. 

 

b/ Generalization to other transition countries 

Beyond the case of Vietnam, we should discuss the generalizability of some of our core findings. 

Naturally, we should take into account the specificity of Vietnam as a “strong state” under mono 

power – thus it does not resemble so many countries in the developing world. However, what 

Vietnam could share with other countries is the status of “transition country”: countries which 

were characterized by  central planning, public ownership, and the principle of labour-based 

distribution, and which are currently moving away from a state socialist system. Indeed the 

Vietnamese political system, during the reform period, has become more inclusive. Similarly with 

other transition countries, it has been facing difficulties in institutions and policy making, poverty 

and hunger. Therefore, the transition countries could pick up some elements of our model of 

“institutional rules at the collective choice level”, especially the empowerment of poor people in 

establishing the institutional framework of poverty reduction. It is also recognised that 

simultaneously there are two institutional frameworks, the first is for the reform or renovation, 

the second is for poverty reduction or sector or multi-sector development such as health care, 

education, poverty reduction, environment protection, pollution control etc.  

In order to ensure the highest level and quality of the poor people’s participation, one should be 

able to develop and strengthen both the civil society sector and justice in these transition 

countries. The highest participation could implement the saying “serve the interests of the 

people, rely on the people and be responsive to new ideas of people”; the transition countries 

could develop the civil society so that everyone can voice and propagate their interests.  

 

c/ Generalization to other developing countries 

As outlined right above, the case of Vietnam as “strong state” under mono power does not seem 

appropriate for most of other developing countries in the world. However, from Appendix 16 & 

17, we can see that Vietnam case could share some dimensions with developing countries, 

especially in terms of poverty and equality.  In the two periods: 1981-1993; and 1993-2004, the 

poverty rate of Vietnam was dramatically reduced in comparison to the selected countries, while 

the GINI showed no change in these periods. The average income of Vietnam is always higher 

than that of the selected countries. Vietnam also has high political stability and rather effective 

government, but it has weak voice and accountability.  

Within the framework of this (country-specific) research, we could not exploit fully those first 

research results stemming from the evidence in Appendix 16 & 17, but we could select some 

elements important for developing countries where poverty in endemic and spreading. Firstly, the 
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cultural differences of ethnic minorities (norms) are often significant to affect the poor people’s 

participation. So a first recommendation would be to pay more attention to communal norms for 

different cultures of ethnic minorities. Secondly, from the causal configuration of grassroots 

institutions of the poor people’s participation in Vietnam,  we could see that DELPA (high level 

of deliberative participation ) and VILEA (high importance of village leader) and MOs (strong 

mass organizations at the grass root level) are regularly important for three levels of participation 

such in information, discussion, and implementation. This could be possible in terms of advocacy 

for developing countries because  (a) the condition DELPA is more linked to the institutional logics 

(through the established authority system) which one could recommend to strengthen in 

developing countries more generally (“state-building”); (b) the VILEA (village leaders) is quite 

natural different from country to country by rooted social political causes; but however, 

considering the very rich cultural ethnic minorities in selected communes help us make a strong 

argument that if there is universal suffrage of free election by villagers to produce VILEA (village 

leaders), it could bring about the same favourable effect in other developing countries. 

Moreover, this institutional logic does not empower the poor themselves in the single case of 

Vietnam. They are often kept bounded at the political periphery, and therefore the poor cannot 

directly have fully actual access to the decision-making process. In Vietnam, even in “strong state 

condition” and “mono power system”, CSOs (civil society) could help empowering the poor to 

provide a facilitating environment for the poor to actually participate – in particular through 

rights of complaints, denunciations and petitions. For most developing countries having “weak 

state”, “fragmented power”, we also make a strong argument that CSOs could have stronger 

effects than Vietnam case. So for other developing countries, one should be able to establish and 

develop a strong condition of civil society which is really a core factor enabling the poor people’s 

voice to be heard. 

Finally, it is important to note that, as in the Vietnam case, the poor people should participate at 

the collective choice level to establish the institutional rules (especially participatory local 

institutional arrangements) to ensure the responsiveness of institutions to their needs.  The 

DELPA is the most important institution, therefore, a priority should be given for the poor  

people’s participation in collective choice situation, through the establishment of such 

institutional rules (adapted to each country-specific cultural and historical context, of course).  

 

4. Further research  

4.1/ Core limitations of the research 

Probably the one major limitation of our research is that it is carried out for the single case of 

Vietnam, which is highly specific in some ways (“strong state” condition with mono power 

constraints), and therefore it is difficult to generalize. However, we were able to consolidate the 

research by perform within-national comparison, and by relying on detailed knowledge at the local 

level. Taking this limitation into account, helps us reflect on further paths for research. 



 

 

39 

 

4.2/ Further research paths, to address these limitations? 

a/ Cross-country analysis 

We would suggest a broader comparative analysis – at the local level toward the relationships 

between poverty, justice and democracy. The research has been done around the strong point of 

the analysis: focusing at the local level to go beyond “too simple” analysis at the national macro-

level. In a next step, we could expand this design in a cross-country way – including VN (and 

exploiting the theoretical models, particular configurations of grassroots institutions, model of 

institutional rules at collective choice level etc.) and some other selected developing countries. 

For example, we could use Appendix 18 & 19 to select some 11 developing countries in the 

world. Examining these countries, a cross-country (and cross-local) comparative analysis could 

bring much more powerful achievements.   

 

b/ Stronger and more complex models (also including contextual variables) 

How to develop the optimal model of participatory mechanism with multi-optimized constraints? 

The difficulty lies in the fact that, in “real life”, there are more constraints such as capacity, 

experience, information sharing system, incentives, etc.  (in the practical case of Vietnam, for 

instance). Thus, the (local) case pictures require further work to explain why some contextual 

variables enhance coordination while others discourage it.     

 

c/ Choice of methods/technique 

(i) Flexible approach: the QCA approach has proven very useful for studying institutions. As a 

result of our research, we have demonstrated that QCA is powerful for institutional analysis at 

the operational level. Also, QCA must be a very useful tool for studying the capabilities of poor 

people because it is strong in studying case characteristics, exploring the connections between 

combinations of causally relevant conditions and outcomes, especially overlapping inequalities, 

and providing clues to identify complex patterns of causality (causal diversity).  

 

(ii) Keep combination of methodologies: Through our research, we found out that quantitative 

methods could give us some important insights about the size and scope of phenomena and 

about the linkages among variables, but quantitative methods are often very limited (or even 

inapt) in explaining the causal mechanism. The qualitative methods helped us to fill in this dark 

corner, but they lead to worries about the possibility that we have simply stumbled across an 

idiosyncratic causal path. Gladly, the QCA could overcome much the gap between the two 

methodologies – by bringing some systematization in the comparison of (qualitatively) different 

local cases. However, further research could be more powerful to combine QCA with other 

methods to exploit both strengths, like the way we have begun to do by combining QCA and 

regression analysis. Last and not least, QCA has a high potential in institutional research in 
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combination with the IAD framework (by Ostrom), because it combines the static and dynamic 

approaches -- , so it is possible to continue with more empirical research.   

 

(iii) Keep “qualitative” knowledge (local communities, communes), and case-based knowledge: 

This research shows that qualitative knowledge plays a key role in the development of an 

institutional framework, particularly for poverty reduction or related sectoral development. 

However, most existing research programs pay much attention to national and macro level 

evidence. Consequently, such research results are poor in terms of policy implications and 

effective policy advocacy (especially if the actors operate at multiple levels). This provides 

another strong justification, for next steps of research, to establish the comparative analysis at the 

level of local communities [communes] for cross countries (or possibly at the regional level), also 

relying on in-depth, qualitative, “on-the –ground” expertise by both academic researchers and the 

stakeholders themselves./. 



 

 

41 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 
 

1. ActionAID Vietnam, 1999. Views from Ha Tinh Province. ActionIAID Vietnam: 3-35 
2. Agrawal, A and Gupta, 2005. Decentralisation and Participation: The Governance of Common Pool Resources 

in Nepal’s Terai. World Development, 33 (7): 1101-1114. 
3. ADB, 2003. Participatory Poverty and Governance Assessment. August 2003. 
4. Agrawal, A and Gupta, 2005. Decentralisation and Participation: The Governance of Common Pool Resources 

in Nepal’s Terai. World Development, 33 (7). 
5. Alkire S., 2007. Choosing Dimensions: the Capability Approach and Multidimensional Poverty. Oxford 

Poverty & Human Development Initiative Department of International Development Queen 
Elizabeth House, University of Oxford Mansfield Road, Oxford OX1 3TB, UK. P.23 

6. Alkadry, M 2003.  Deliberative Discourse between Citizens and Administrators: If Citizens Talk, will 
Administrators Listen? Administration &amp; Society 2003; 35; 184 

7. Aisha Ghaus-Pasha, 2007. Governance for the Millennium Development Goals: Core Issues and Good 
Practice. 7th Global Forum on Re-inventing Government Building Trust in Government 26-29 
June 2007, Austria.   

8. Arat, Zehra F., 1991. Democracy and human rights in developing countries. Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner. 
12-52. 

9. Arrow K. J., 1952. Social Choice and Individual Value. Yale University Press, New Haven. 2nd 
Revised Edition, 1963.  

10. Arrow K.J 1984. Collected works, volume 1: Social choice and justice; volume 3: individual choice under certainty 
and uncertainty. Harvard University Press, Cambridge, Mass.  

11. Arnstein, S. R. 1969. A ladder of citizen participation. Journal American Institute of Planners 35:215-
24. 

12. Atkinson A.B., 2003. Multidimensional Deprivation: Contrasting Social Welfare and Counting Approaches. 
Journal of Economic Inequality, 1: 51-65. 

13. Atkinson A. B., 2002. “Evaluation of the National Action Plans on Social Inclusion: the Role of 
EUROMOD”. EUROMOD Working Paper, Micro simulation Unit, Cambridge. 

14. Atkinson, T, Cantillon, B, Marlier, E and Nolan, B, (2002a). Social Indicators: The EU and Social 
Inclusion. Oxford University Press, Oxford. 

15. Atkinson, T, Bourguignon, F, O’Donoghue, C, Sutherland, H and Utili, F, (2002b). Micro 
simulation of Social Policy in the European Union: Case Study of a European Minimum Pension. Economica, 
vol 69: 229-243. 

16. Atkinson, A. 1996. The Case for a Participation Income. The Political Quarterly, vol. 67, nº 1, January-
March 1996. 

17. Aubin D and Varone,  F.  2001. Institutional Water  Regimes  in  Belgium.  Towards  Integrated 
Management? Working Paper, Symposium on Sustainable Management of Natural Resources and 
Quality Food Production organised by KUL-UCL, Louvain-la-Neuve, 5-6 February. 

18. Aubin, D.  (2004). Owners Escape Unharmed: Activation of Institutional Rules in Rivalries between 
Heterogeneous Water Users.  Presented  at  the  10th  IASCP  Biennal Conference  "The Commons  in  an  
Age  of Global  Transition:  Challenges,  Risks  and  Opportunities",  Oaxaca  (México),  9-13  August  
(available  at http://dlc.dlib.indiana.edu/archive/00001334/) p. 28. 

19. Aubin, D.  2006. Activation of Rules  in Water Rivalries. Modes of Resolution  between Users in Europe. In 
Year 2006 Berlin Conference  on  the Human Dimensions  of Global Environmental Change  
“Resource Policies: Effectiveness, Efficiency, and Equity", Berlin, 17-18 November. 

20. Balthasar A, 2006. The Effects of Institutional Design on the Utilization of Evaluation. Evidenced Using 
Qualitative Comparative Analysis (QCA). Journal of Evaluation.  SAGE, Vol 12(3): 353–371 

21. Ballmer-Cao, T.-H. et Pagnossin-Aligisakis, E, 1997. Women's Participation in Political Life. Analysis of 
the Statistical Aspects of The 1996 Worldwide Comparative Survey Conducted By the Inter-Parliamentary 
Union. In Inter-Parliamentary Union (Ed.), Men and Women in Politics, Democracy Still in The 
Making, Geneva, Series "Reports and Documents", Geneva, 1997. 

22. Baumol W.J , 1986. Super fairness. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.  
23. Bastiaensen J. et al., 2005. Poverty Reduction as a Local Institutional Process. World Development, vol. 

33, 2005: 979-990 



 

 

42 

24. Bahry & Silver, Brian D. 1990. Soviet citizen participation on the eve of democratization. American Political 
Science Review, 8(3): pp.821-847. 

25. Barrett B. Christopher and Mcpeak, 2005. Institutional Arrangements for Rural Poverty Reduction and 
Resource Conservation. World Development, Vol. 33, 2005. 

26. Bart omiej Kami ski, 1989.  The Evolution of Communism. International Political Science Review, 
Vol. 10, No. 4, 371-391 (1989); 

27. Bastiaensen J. et al., 2005. Poverty Reduction as a Local Institutional Process. World Development, vol. 
33, 2005. 

28. Barrett B. Christopher et Lee R. David et Mcpeak, 2005. Institutional Arrangements for Rural Poverty 
Reduction and Resource Conservation. World Development, Vol. 33, 2005: 193-197. 

29. Baland, Jean-Phillipe Plateau, 1996. Halting Degradation of Natural Resources: Is there a Role for Rural 
Communities? Oxford: Clarendon Press.  

30. Befani & Ledermann & Fritz, 2007. Realistic Evaluation and QCA Conceptual Parallels and an Empirical 
Application Evaluation Journal. Vol 13(2): 171 –192 

31. Beck, Thorsten, Clarke, George, Groff, Alberto, Keefer, Philip, & Walsh, Patrick. (2000). New 
tools and new tests in comparative political economy: The database of political institutions (World Bank Policy 
Research Working Paper No. 2283). Washington, DC: World Bank. 

32. Berger P.L. and Luckman T., 1966. The Social Construction of Reality. New York : 
Doubleday/Anchor.  

33. Behera, B and Engel, S. 2004. The Four Levels of Institutional Analysis of Evolution of Joint Forest 
Management (JFM) in India: A New Institutional Economics (NIE) Approach. Annual Meetings of the 
International Association for the Study of Common Property, Mexico: 2-29 

34. Bedi Tara, 2006. Beyond the Numbers: Understanding the Institutions for Monitoring Poverty 
Reduction Strategies. The World Bank. 2006: pp. 9-53. 

35. Bergson A. 1954. On the Concept of Social Welfare. Quarterly Journal of Economics. 
36. Bhagirath Behera, 2005. Who Forms Local Institutions? Levels of Household Participation in India’s Joint 

Forest Management Program. Global Development Network (GDN), 2005. 
37. Bierschenk, T. & Oliver de Sardan, 1998. Les Pouvoirs au Village : Le Bénin Rural Entre 

Démocratisation et Décentralisation. Paris : Karthala.  
38. Bickerstaff, K., and G. Walker. 2001. Participatory local governance and transport planning. Environment 

and Planning A 33:431-51. 
39. Binmore K,1994. Game theory and the Social Contract volume 1. The M.I.T Press, Cambridge, Mass. 
40. Binder et all, 2008. Introduction: The Diversity of Culture. The ANNALS of the American Academy of 

Political and Social Science 2008; 619; p.6 
41. Blonquist, 1994. Changing Rules, Changing Games: Evidence from Groundwater Systems in Southern 

California. In Rules, Games, and Common-Pool Resources, ed. Elinor Ostrom, Roy Gardner, and 
James Walker. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press. 

42. Blackorby C., Bossert W., and Donaldson D., 1984. Social choice with Interpersonal Utility Comparisons: 
A Diagrammatic Introduction. International Economic Review, 25: 327- 356. 

43. Blackorby, C., Bossert, W., and Donaldson, D. 1995. Income Inequality Measurement: From Theory to 
Practice. Dordrecht, Kluwer.  

44. Bogaards M, 2007. Measuring Democracy through Election Outcomes: A Critique with African Data. 
Comparative Political Studies. Comparative Political Studies 2007; 40; 1211. pp. 1211-1237  

45. Bourguignon, F. and Chakravarty, S. R. (2003). The measurement of multidimensional poverty. Journal of 
Economic Inequality, 1(1): 25-49. 

46. Brandt R., 1992. Morality, Utilitarianism and Rights. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 
47. Bradshaw and Naomi Finch, 2003. Overlaps in Dimensions of Poverty. Cambridge University Press. Jnl 

Soc. Pol., 32, 4, 513–525. 
48. Bromley W. Daniel, 1989. Economic Interests and Institutions: The Conceptual Foundations of Public Policy. 

Basil Blackwell pp. 24-36. 
49. Broome, J. 1989. Should Social Preference Be Consistent? Economic and Philosophy, 5: 7 - 17. 
50. Broome, J. 1991. Utility. Economics and Philosophy, 7:1-12. 
51. Buchanan, J. M., 1954. Individual Choice in Voting and the Market. Journal of Political Economy, 

62:334-344. 
52. Catholic Relief Services (CRS), 1999. View from Vinh Long Province. Catholic Relief Services. 



 

 

43 

53. Carrie Turk, 2002. Linking Participatory Poverty Assessments to Policy and Policymaking: Experience from 
Vietnam. World Bank Vietnam. 

54. Carlos, 2006. Institutionality of Poverty Reduction Policies and Programs in Latin America. Poverty 
Reduction and Social Protection Network Inter-American Development Bank, March 2006 

55. Cambell J. and Pederson O., 2001. Introduction in the Rise of Neoliberalism and Institutional Analysis eds. 
Princeton University Press. 

56. Canova, 2004. Operationalising Senian capability approach by modelling human development. MPRA Paper 
No. 251, posted 07. November 2007. 

57. Carrey M, 2000. Parchment, Equilibria, and Institutions. Comparative Political Studies 2000; 33;  
pp.735 – 759. 

58. Capitani A. et North D., 1994. Institutional Development in Third World Countries: The Role of The World 
Bank. HRO WP: 2.  

59. Chambers, 2007. Poverty Research: Methodologies, Mindsets and Multidimensionality. Institute of 
Development Studies in December 2007. pp. 14-48. 

60. Challis, L., Fuller, S., Henwood, M., Klein, R., Plowden, W., Webb, A., Wittingham, P. and 
Wistow, G. (1988) Joint Approach to Social Policy: Rationality and Practice. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press.  

61. Christopher B. Barrett and Lee, 2005. Institutional Arrangements for Rural Poverty Reduction and 
Resource Conservation. World Development, Vol. 33, 2005. 

62. Chris Gerrard, 2004. Institutional Options for Local Rural Infrastructure Services. International 
Conference of Local Development, W D.C, June 16-18, 2004. 

63. Cohen, G. A. 1990. “Marxism and contemporary political philosophy, or: Why Nozick exercises some 
Marxists more than he does any egalitarian liberals”. Canadian Journal of Philosophy, supplementary 
volume 16: 363–387. 

64. Clement F. et Amezaga et Orange et Tran et Large et Calder, 2006. Reforestation Policies and Upland 
Allocation in Northern Vietnam: An Institutional Approach for Understanding Farmer Strategies and Land 
Use Change. International Symposium Towards Sustainable Livelihoods and Ecosystems in 
Mountainous Regions: 2-14. 

65. Cornwall Andrea, 2003. Whose Voice? Reflections on Gender and Participation Development. World 
Development Vol.31, No.8: 1325-1342. 

66. Coulhon, T. and Mongin, P. 1989. Social Choice Theory in the Case of von Neumann Morgenstern Utilities. 
Social Choice and Welfare, 6:175-180. 

67. Cowell, 1986. Poverty Measures, Inequality and Decomposability. In Bos, Rose and Seidle (1986). 
68. Cronqvist Lasse, 2003a. Presentation of TOSMANA. The COMPASSS Launching Conference 16-

17 Sep. 2003 in Louvain La Neuve and Leuven. 
69. Cronqvist Lasse, 2003b. Using Multi-value Logic Synthesis in Social Sciences. Paper Prepared for the 2nd 

General Conference of the European Consortium for Political Research (ECPR) 18-21 Sept., 
Marburg (D). 

70. Cutright, Phillips, & Wiley, James A. 1969. Modernization and political representation: 1927-1966. 
Studies in Comparative International Development, 5(2), 23-43. 

71. Czaniawska Barbara, 1998. A Narrative approach to organisation studies. Qualitative Research Methods 
Series : A SAGE University Paper , 1998. 

72. Dang Kim Chung, 2006. Programs by the Government and Roles of Government’s Agencies; Actors for 
Poverty Reduction in Vietnam, 2006. Institute of Economics under the Vietnamese Academy of 
Social Sciences, 2006. 

73. Dahl, Robert A. 1971. Polyarchy: Participation and opposition. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press. 
74. Deschamps, R. and Gevers L 1978. Leximin and Utilitarian Rules: A Joint Characterization. Journal of 

Economic Theory, 17:143-163. 
75. Desai et Snavely, 2007. Technical assistance for institutional capacity building: the transferability of 

administrative structures and practices. International Review of Administrative Sciences. Vol.73 : p.133 
76. DFID, 2000. Civil Society Participation in Poverty Reduction Strategy Papers (PRSP) Vol III: Vietnam Case 

Study, June 2000. pp. 19-20. 
77. Diamond Larry., 2002. Thinking about hybrid regimes. Journal of Democracy, 13(2), 21-35. 
78. Dionyssis G. Mimitrakopoulos, 2005. Norms, Interests and Institutional Change. Political Studies, 

2005, Vol. 33. 



 

 

44 

79. Dimitrov and Goetz and Wollmann, 2006. Governing after Communism: Institutions and Policy Making. 
Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield; pp.6-18. 

80. DiMaggio, P. J. & Powell W.W., 1991. Introduction: The New Institutionalism in Organisational Analysis. 
Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

81. Dimitrakopoulos, D. G. 2005. Norms, Interests and Institutional Change. Political Studies 53 (4), 
pp. 676-693. ISSN 0032-3217. 

82. Dixon, C. 2004. State, Party and Political Change in Viet Nam in McCargo, D. (ed.) Rethinking Viet 
Nam. Routledge Curzon, London. 

83. Do et Subinay Nandy, 2006. Deepening Democracy and Increasing Popular Participation in Vietnam. 
UNDP in Vietnam Policy Dialogue Paper, 2006: 11-38. 

84. Do, 2007. Vietnam Poverty Update Report 2006: Poverty and poverty reduction in Vietnam 1993-2004. The 
National Political Publisher Hanoi – 2007: 6-26 

85. Do H, 2004. Evaluation of Food security projects in Hoa Binh and Bac Kan. CCF, 2004.  
86. Do H, 2007. Participatory Democracy at Grassroots Level in Vietnam. Public Administration Reform in 

Vietnam, 1/2007. 
87. Do H, 2007. Discussion on Indicators of State Administrative Reform Master Plan in PAR. State 

Organisation Journal. July 2007. 
88. Do H, 2007. Grassroots Political Institutions in Vietnam. Public Administration Reform (PAR) in 

Vietnam. 10/2007.  
89. Do H, 2007. Evaluation of Enhancing Safe Delivery for Ethnic Minority Women - Phase II - in Trung Khanh 

District, Cao Bang Province, Vietnam – ENSADE II. ADRA Vietnam. 
90. Dobbin F., 1994. Forging Industrial Policy. Cambridge University Press. 
91. D’s Aspremont, C. 1985. Axioms for Social Orderings. In L. HurWicz, D.S. and Sonnenchein, H.F. 

Editors, Social Goals and Organisations, page 16-102. Cambridge University Press, Canmbridge. 
92. D’s Aspremont, C 2004. Utility Theory and Ethics, Discussion Paper, CORE, UCL, Louvain La 

Neuve. 
93. Dreze, J., and Sen, A 1989. Hunger and Public Action. (Oxford: Clarendon Press). 
94. Dreze, J., and Sen, A 1989. Hunger and Public Action. (Oxford: Clarendon Press): 
95. Drèze, J., and Amartya Sen 2002. India: Development and Participation, Delhi: Oxford University 

Press: p.24, pp.347-348. 
96. Dryzek, J. S. 1997. The politics of the earth: Environmental discourses. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 
97. Duong Minh Nhut, 2004. Grassroots Democracy in Vietnamese Communes. The Center for Democratic 

Institutions, Research School of Social Sciences. Australia National University: 3-34.   
98. Duclos  J. et Araar A., 2008. Poverty and Equity : Measurement and Equity, Policy and Estimation with 

DAD. Springer. pp. 81-97. 
99. Dynes, R. R. & Quarantelli, E. L., 1977. Organizational communications and decision making in crisis. 

Columbus: The Ohio State University, Department of Sociology Disaster Research Center. 
100. Dworkin, R. 1981. What is equality, I: Equality of Welfare, and What is Equality; II: Equality of Resources. 

Philosophy and Public Affairs, 10:185-246 and 283-345. 
101. Dworkin, R. 1981. What is equality, I: Equality of Welfare, and What is Equality; II: Equality of Resources. 

Philosophy and Public Affairs, 10:185-246 and 283-345. 
102. Eaton, D. 1990. The Analysis of Political Structure. New York, Routledge. 
103. Edwin Shanks and Carie Turk et al., 2002. Refining Policy with the Poor. Vol.1 “Approach, Methodology 

and Influence”. Vietnam Local Consultations on the Draft Comprehensive Poverty Reduction and 
Growth Startegy, 2002. 

104. Elster, J. and Roemer J. E., 1991. Interpersonal Comparisons of Well-Being. Cambridge University 
Press. Cambridge. 

105. Elster J., Hylland A., 1986. Foundations of Social Choice Theory. Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press. 

106. Eisenstadt, S.N., 1968. Social Institutions, in D.L. Sills (ed.), Intl Encyclopedia of the Social 
Sciences. New York; Macmillan. 

107. Engel S., 2005. Designing Institutions for Sustainable Resources Management and Environment Protection. 
Faculty of Agriculture, University of Bonn. 

108. Engelen, B. 2008. Aggregative and Deliberative Democracy. Seminar ‘Ethics and Public Policy on 
‘Justice and Democracy’, KUL-UCL, 2008. 

109. Esogbue, A. O., and Z. M. Ahipo. 1982. A fuzzy sets model for measuring the effectiveness of 



 

 

45 

public participation in water resources planning. Water Resources Bulletin 18 (3): 451-56. 
110. Fawzi H. Al-Sultan, 1995. Rural Poverty Report 2000/2001 Fact Sheet - Institutions and the Rural Poor: 

Building Coalitions for Rural Poverty Reduction. IFAD Conference on Hunger and Poverty, 1995. 
111. Fforde A., 2003. Decentralisation in Vietnam – working effectively at Provincial and Local Government Level 

– A comparative Analysis of Long An and Quang Ngai Provinces. The Australian Agency of 
International Development. pp. 11-15. 

112. Fisburn P.C., 1970. Utility Theory for Decision Making. Wiley. New York. 
113. Fisburn P.C., 1986. Non-linear Preference and Utility Theory. The John Hopkins University Press, 

Baltimore. 
114. Fischer, 2006. Participatory Governance as Deliberative Empowerment: The Cultural Politics of Discursive 

Space. The American Review of Public Administration 2006; 36; 19 
115. Fiorino, D. J. 1990. Citizen participation and environmental risk: A survey of institutional mechanisms. 

Science, Technology, & Human Values 15 (2): 226-43. 
116. Fligstein N., 1990. The Transformation of Corporate Control. Cambridge MA: Harvard University 

Press. 
117. Fleurbaey M., 1995. Equal Opportunity or Equal Social Outcomes. Economics and Philosophy, 11:25-

55. 
118. Florensa, 2004. Institutional Stability and Change: A logic Sequence for Studying Institutional Dynamics. 

IASCP, 9-13 August 2004: 2-24. 
119. Flyvbjerg B., 1998. Habermas and Foucault: Thinkers for Civil Society. Int’l Sociology, No. 49 Issue 

no.2 June 1998.  
120. Fritzen Scott, 2000. Institutionalizing Participation: Lessons Learnt and Implications for Strengthening Viet 

Nam’s National Programmes’. United Nations Development Programme, United Nations Capital 
Development Fund, Canadian International Development Agency, Ha Noi. 

121. Fritzen and Brassard, 2007. Multi-level assessments for better targeting of the poor: A conceptual framework. 
Progress in Development Studies 7, 2 (2007) pp. 99–113. 

122. Foley D., 1967. Resource Allocation in the Public Sector. Yale Economic Essays, 7. 
123. Forsyth, 2003. Book Review: Capacity for development: new solutions to old problems. Progress in 

Development Studies 2003; 3; 354. 
124. Forst R. 2007. First things First. Redistribution, Recognition and Justification. European Journal of 

Political Philosophy, 6, 2007, pp. 291-304. 
125. Forst R. 2008. Two Pictures of Justice. 3rd Galilee Colloquium on Social, Moral and Legal 

Philosophy, June 19-22, 2008. Justice &Democraccy Seminar KUL-UCL 2008: p.19 
126. Gaetner, W. and Klemisch-Ahlert, M. 1992. Social Choice and Bargaining Perspectives on Distributive 

Justice. Springer, Berlin. 
127. Gastil, Raymond D. 1991. The comparative survey of freedom: Experiences and suggestions. In A. Inkeles 

(Ed.), On measuring democracy: Its consequences and concomitant (pp. 21-46). New Brunswick, 
NJ: Transaction Publishing. 

128. Ganesh Thapa, 2004. Rural Poverty Reduction Strategy for South Asia. International Conference on 
Ten Years Australian South Asia, Canberra, April 2004. 

129. Gevers L., 1979. On Interpersonal Comparability and Social Welfare Orderings. Econometrica, 47:75-89. 
130. Glannon W., 1995. Equality, Priority and Numbers. Social Theory and Practice, 21:427 - 455. 
131. Gilbert M., 2006. Rationality in Collective Action. Philosophy of the Social Sciences 2006; Vol.36; Nr. 

3: 3-16. 
132. Goodin R. E., 1996. Institutions and their design. The Theory of Institutional Design, ed. R.E. 

Goodin. Cambridge University Press.  
133. Government of Vietnam, 2008. Instruction of Prime Minister for Strengthening Implementation of Poverty 

Reduction Program. 04/2008/CT-TTg, dated 25/01/2008. 
134. GOVN: Government of Vietnam Reports and Resolutions during the period 1999-2007. 
135. Graham Carol, 2002. Strengthening Institutional Capacity in Poor Countries. Policy Brief No.98 April 

2002. The Bretton Woods Institutions (World Bank and IMF) pp. 1-4. 
136. Griffin, J. (1986). Well-Being. Clarendon Press. Oxford. 
137. Grzymala-Busse and Jones Luong, 2002. Reconceptualising the State: Lessons from Post-Communisms. 

Politics and Society. Vol. 30, No. 4, December 2002. 529-554.   
138. Habermas J., 1984. The theory of communicative action (Vol. 1; T. McCarthy, Trans.). Boston: Beacon 

Press. 



 

 

46 

139. Habermas J., 1987. The theory of communicative action (Vol. 2; T. McCarthy, Trans.). Boston: Beacon 
Press. 

140. Hall, P.A. & Taylor, R.C.R., 1996. Political Science and the Three New Institutionalisms. Political Studies, 
44 936-957. 

141. Hall P.A. et Soskice D., 2001. Varieties of Capitalism. Oxford University Press. 
142. Hall H. Richard  et all, 1977. Patterns of Interorgani- zational Relationships. Administrative Science 

Quarterly, Vol. 22, No. 3 (Sep., 1977), pp. 457-474.  
143. Hammond P.J., 1995. Social Choice of Individual and Group Rights. In Barnett, W. A., Moulin, H. 

Salles, M., and Schofield, N. J., editors, Social Choice, Welfare, and Ethics, pages 55-77. 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 

144. Hammond P.J. 1983. Ex-post Optimality as a Dynamically Consistent Objective for Collective Choice Under 
Uncertainty. In Pattanaik, P. and Salles, M., editors, Social Choice and Welfare, P. 175-205, North-
Holland, Amsterdam. 

145. Hammond P.J., 1988. Consequentialist Foundations for Expected Utility Theory. Theory and Decision, 
25:25-78. 

146. Hammond P.J., 1995. Social Choice of Individual and Group Rights. In Barnett, W. A., Moulin, H. 
Salles, M., and Schofield, N. J., editors, Social Choice, Welfare, and Ethics, pages 55-77. 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 

147. Hammond P.J., 1996. Consequentialist Decision Theory and Utilitarian Ethics. In Farina, F. Hahn, F., 
and Vanucci, S., editors, Ethics, Rationality and Economic Behavior, P. 92-118. Clarenton Press, 
Oxford. 

148. Harman, H.H, 1976. Modern of Factor Analysis, Chicago, University of Chicago Press. 
149. Hare R.M, 1981. Moral Thinking: Its Levels, Method and Point. Clarenton Press, Oxford. Harsanyi, 

J.C. (1955). Cardinal Welfare, individualistic Ethics, and Interpersonal Comparisons of Utility. Journal of 
Political Economy, 63:309-321. 

150. Harsanyi, J.C. 1977. Rational Behavior and Bargaining Equilibrium in Games and Social Situations. 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 

151. Harsanyi, J.C. 1992. Games and Decision-Theoretic Models in Ethics. Handbook of Game Theory, 
volume 1, chapter 19, P.669-707, North-Holland, Amsterdam. 

152. Harman, HH, 1976. Modern of Factor Analysis. Chicago, University of Chicago Press. 
153. Hay Colin, 2006. Historical Institutionalim. The Oxford Handbooks of Political Science. The 

Oxford. 
154. Hardin R., 1982. Collective Action. Washington, DC: Resources for the Future. 
155. Hajer M. et Wageneer H., 2003. Deliberative Policy Analysis: Understanding Governace in the Network 

Society: Theory of Institutional Design. Cambridge University Press.  
156. Harris-White B., 2005. Destitution and the Poverty of its Politics – with Special Reference to South Asia. 

World Development, Vol33 No.6: 881-891. 
157. Held, 2006. Models of Democracy. MPG Books Ltd. Bodmin Cornwall: pp. 237-238.  
158. Heikkila Tanya and Kimberley Roussin Isett, 2004. Modelling Operational Decision Making in Public 

Organisations: An integration of Two Institutional Theories. The American Review of Public 
Administration, 2004; 34; 3: 3-16 

159. Herstein, I. N. and Milnor, J. 1953. An Axiomatic Approach to Measurable Utility. Economictrica, 
21:291-297. 

160. Hickey S and Bracking S. 2005a. Poverty, Participation and Empowerment: Beyond the Consensus Frances 
Cleaver. ESRC – How Participation Evolves: 2-15. 

161. Hickey S and Bracking S., 2005b. Special edition of World Development, Exploring the politics of poverty 
reduction: how are the poorest represented?’ World Development, Vol. 33,No 6, June: 851-865.   

162. Hickey, S and G. Mohan (eds.), 2005. Participation – From Tyranny to Transformation? Exploring New 
Approaches to Participation in Development. Zed Books, London. 

163. Hossain N. and Moore M, 2002. Arguing for the Poor: Elites and Poverty in Developing Countries. IDS 
Working Paper 148. IDS: 1-29. 

164. Human S.E., Provan K.G., 2000. Legitimacy Building in the Evolution of Small-firm Multilateral 
Networks: A Comparative Case Study of Success and Demiss. Administrative Science Quarterly. 45, 327-
365. 

165. Hurwicz, L. Schmeidler, D., and Sonnenchein, H.F., 1985. Social Goals and Social Organization. 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 



 

 

47 

166. Hy V. Luong, 2005. Society, culture, and human development under doimoi.  Proceedings from the first 
high level Roundtable meeting on year review 20 of Doi Moi. VASS-UNDP Vietnam: pp. 138-
143. 

167. Immergut EM., 1992. The Rules of Game, see Steinmo et all, 1992. pp. 57-89. 
168. Innes J. et Bhooer D.E, 1999. Consensus Building and Complex Adaptive Systems: A Framework for 

Evaluative Collaborative Planning. Journal of the American Planning Association vol.65. 
169. James G. March et Johan P. Olsen, 1983. The New Institutionalism: Organisational Factors in Political 

Life. Norwegian Research Council for Science and Humanities, 1983. 
170. Johnson D.W., 1997. Joining Together: Group Theory and Group Skills. 6th edn, Boston: Allyn and 

Bacon. 
171. Jones Rechard, 2006. Strengthening the Coordination Between State Management Agencies Responsible for the 

Service Sector. CIEM. VIE/02/009: pp.33-56; p.67 
172. Katzenstein Peter J., 1996. The Culture of National Security: Norms and Identity in World Politics. New 

York: Columbia University Press. 
173. Kahnerman, D. and Tversky, A. (1979). Prospect Theory: An Analysis of Decisions Under Risk. 

Economitrica, 47:263-291. 
174. Kalyvas A., 2001. The Politics of Autonomy and the Challenge of Deliberation: Castoriadis Contra Habermas. 

Thesis Eleven, nr. 64, Feb 2001. Sage Publication.  
175. Kanedo, M. 1984. On Interpersonal Utility Comparisons. American Economic Review. Papers and 

Proceedings, 1: 165-175. 
176. Karni, E. 1996. Social Welfare Functions and Fairness. Social Choice and Welfare, 13:487 - 496. 
177. Keley, D. 1987. The Role of Information in Social Welfare Judgments. Oxford Economic Papers, 39:301-

317. 
178. Kelly, 2004. Unlocking the Iron Cage: Public Administration in the Deliberative Democratic Theory of Jürgen 

Habermas. Administration &amp; Society 2004; 36; 38. 
179. Kerkvliet, B. 2004. Surveying Local Government and Authority in Contemporary Viet Nam , Beyond Ha 

Noi: Local Government in Viet Nam. Institute of Southeast Asian Studies, Singapore. 
180. Kerkvliet, 2005. The Power of Everyday Politics: How Vietnamese Peasants Transformed National Policy. 

The Cornell University Press, pp. 10-12 
181. Kiser L.L., Ostrom E., 1982. The Three Worlds of Action: A Metatheoretical Synthesis of Institutional 

Approaches. In Strategies of Political Inquiry, ed. Ostrom E., 179-222. Beverly Hills, CA: SAGE. 
182. Krishnakumar, J. 2004. Going beyond Functionings to Capabilities: an Econometric Model to Explain and 

Estimate Capabilities. Journal of Human Development, Vol. 8, No.1, 39-63. 
183. Koelble T.A, 1995. The New Institutionalism in Political Science and Sociology. Comparative Politics. 27 

(2), 231-243. 
184. Kroeber, A. L. and C. Kluckhohn, 1952. Culture: A Critical Review of Concepts and Definitions. 

Cambridge, MA: Peabody Museum: pp.12-21.  
185. Kolm, S.C. 1994. The Meaning of Fundamental Preferences. Social Choice and Welfare, 11:193-198. 
186. Kolm, S.C. 1997. Chance and Justice: Social Policies and Harsanyi-Vickrey-Raws Problems. European 

Economic Review. 
187. Koontz, 2003. An introduction to the Institutional Analysis and Development (IAD) Framework for Forest 

Management Research. Paper prepared for “First Nations and Sustainable Forestry: Institutional 
Conditions for Successes”. Workshop, University of British Columbia of Forestry, Vancouver, 
B.C, October 2003: 1-9. 

188. Kukly, Wiebke 2004. Measuring Standard of Living in the UK –An Application of Sen’s 
FunctioningApproach Using Structural Equation Models. University of Cambridge and Max Planck 
Institute of Research Into Economic Sys-tems, Jena, Germany.  

189. Kweit M.G., Kweit R.W., 1981. Implementing Citizen Participation in A Bureaucratic Society. New York: 
Praeger. 

190. Laird, F. N. 1993. Participatory analysis, democracy, and technological decision making. Science, 
Technology, & Human Values 18 (3): 341-61. 

191. Lauwers, L. 1995. Time-Neutrality and Linearity. Journal of Mathematical Economics, 24:347-351. 
192. Lahno B, 2007. Rational Choice and Rule-Following Behavior. Rationality and Society 2007; 19; p.425 
193. Leach M., Mearns R., Scoones I., 1999. Environmental Entitlements: Dynamics and Institutions in 

Community-Based Natural Resource Management. World Development Vol.27. pp. 225-247. 



 

 

48 

194. Lewis David, 1986. Convention: a Philosophical Study. Oxford: Basil Blackwell. Libecap, Gary D. 
1978: Economic Variables and the Development Law: the Case of Western Mineral Rights. 
Journal of Economic History, 38. 

195. Lelli, S. 2001. Factor analysis vs. fuzzy sets theory: Assessing the influence of different techniques on sen’s 
functioning approach. Center of Economic Studies. Discussion Paper, KU Leuven. 
www.econ.kuleuven.be/eng/ew/discussionpapers/Dps01/Dps0121.pdf 

196. Lise W., 2000. Factors Influencing People’s Participation in Forest Management in India. Ecological 
Economics 34, pp.379-392.  

197. Lijphart Arend. 1975. The Comparable-Cases Strategy in Comparative Research. Comparative Political 
Studies. 1975; 8(2):158-177. 

198. Lijphart Arend, 1999. Pattern of Democracy: Government Forms and Performance in Thirty-Six Countries. 
New Haven And London: Yale University Press: 9-31. 

199. Little, I.M.D. 1952. Social Choice and Individual Values. Journal of Political Economy, 60:422-432. 
200. Loomes G. and Sugden R. 1982. Regret Theory: An Alternatives to Rational Choice Under Uncertainty. 

Economic Journal, 92:805-824. 
201. Lowndes Vivien, 1996. Varieties of New Institutionalism: Critical Appraisal. Public Administration Vol. 

74 Summer 1996 (181-197). 
202. Long, C, 2001. Participation of the Poor in Development Initiatives. London: Routledge.  
203. Malarney, S.K. 1997. Culture, Virtue, and Political Transformation in Contemporary Northern Viet Nam. 

Journal of Asian Studies, 56: 899-920. 
204. Malone T.T & Crowston K. 1990. What is Coordination theory and how it helps design cooperative work 

system. CSCW 90 proceedings: 357-366. 
205. Mancur &Olson, 1971. The Logic of Collective Action : Public Goods and the Theory of Groups, 

Revised edition, Harvard University Press. ISBN 0-674-53751-3 : pp. 10-35. 
206. Manor J., 2004 ‘Democratization with Inclusion: Political Reforms and People’s Empowerment at the 

Grassroots’. Journal of Human Development, 5: 5-29. 
207. March J.G., 1984. The New Institutionalism: Organizational Factors in Political Life. American Political 

Science Review, 78 (3). 
208. March & Olsen, 2006. Elaborating the “New Institutionalism”. “Center for European Study” - The 

Oxford Handbooks of Political Science. The Oxford: pp.4-21. 
209. Markowitz, H. 1952. The Utility of Wealth. Journal of Political Economy, 60:151-158. 
210. Mackie G, 2006. Does democratic deliberation change minds? Politics Philosophy Economics 2006; 5; 

279 
211. Mas-Colell, A.Whinston, M. and Green, J. 1995. Micro-economic Theory. Oxford University Press, 

New York. 
212. Maskey, V., Gebremedhin, T. G., and Dalton, J. 2003. A survey of analysis of participation in a 

community forest management in Nepal. Paper presented at the Northeastern Agricultural Resource 
Economics Association, Portsmounth, New Hampshire, June 8-10. 

213. Marx K., 1844. The Economic and Philosophic Manuscript of 1844, English Trans. (London: Lawrence 
and Wishart) 

214. Marx K, 1867. Capital, Vol.1, English Trans. (London: Allen and Unwin, 1938) 
215. Martinetti, 2004. An analytical framework for conceptualizing poverty and re-examining the capability 

approach. Journal of Socio-Economics Volume 36, Issue 3, June 2007, Pages 360-375. 
216. Mbaku 2007. Institutions and Poverty Alleviation in Africa. Africa and Asian Studies 6 (2007): 107-134. 
217. McClennen E.F. 1990. Rationality and Dynamic Choice. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 
218. McKay A.F. 1986. Extended Sympathy and Interpersonal Utility Comparisons. Journal of Philosophy, 

83:305-322. 
219. McCormick, B. 1998. Political Change in China and Viet Nam: Coping with the Consequences of Economic 

Reform. The China Journal, 40: 121-143. 
220. Mclaverty P and Halpin D, 2008. Deliberative Drift: The Emergence of Deliberation in the Policy Process. 

International Political Science Review 2008; 29; 197 
221. Melissa Leach, Robin Mearns and Ian Scoones, 1999. Environmental Entitlements: Dynamics and 

Institutions in Community-based Natural Resource Management. World Development Vol. 27, 1999. 
222. Meyer J.W., Rowan B., 1983. Institutionalized Organizations: Formal Structure as Myth and Ceremony. 

American Journal of Sociology. 83. 340-363. 



 

 

49 

223. Moore M et Putzel, 2000. Thinking Strategically about Politics and Poverty. IDS Working Paper 101: 5-
30. 

224. Moulin H., 1988. Axioms of Cooperative Decision Making. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 
225. Moulin, H. 1995. Cooperative Microeconomics. Princeton University Press, Princeton. Myerson, R.B. 

(1981). Utilitarianism, Egalitarianism, and the Timing Effect in Social Choice Problems. Econometrica, 
49:883-897. 

226. MOLISA, 1998-2006. Report on the National Target Program: Hunger Poverty Reduction Program (NTP-
HEPR) from 1998-2006. MOLISA.  

227. Narayan Deepa et all, 1999. Global Synthesis: Consultations with the Poor. Poverty Group World Bank. 
September 20, 1999. p. 27,  1st paragragh. 

228. Nelkin, D., and M. Pollak. 1979. Public participation in technological decisions: Reality or grand illusion? 
Technology Review 81:55-64. 

229. Nguyen The Duzng et Nguyen Xuan Nguyen, 1999. Capacity Assessment for Vietnam’s National 
Target Program for Hunger Eradication and Poverty Reduction. 1999. VIE/97/017 – Strengthening 
Capacity Support “The National Target Program for Hunger Eradication and Poverty 
Reduction”. 

230. Nguyen Hai Huu, 2005. Partnership to Support National Target Programs/135. www.ngocenter.org.vn  
231. Nguyen Kim Ha & Tom Scott, 2000. Lessons Learned from a Decade of Experience. A strategic analysis of 

INGO methods and activities in Vietnam 1990-1999. VUFO-NGO RESOURCE CENTRE.  
232. Nguyen Xuan Mai, 2006. Urban Poverty in Vietnam and Subjects of The Poverty Reduction Process. Actors 

for Poverty Reduction: pp. 19. 
233. Nguyen Van Sau et Ho Van Thong, 2002. Implementing Grassroots Democracy and Building Commune 

Authority in Vietnam Today. National Political Science Publishing House: pp. 54.  
234. North, D. 1990. Institutions, Institutional Change, and Economic Performance. New York: Cambridge 

University Press: pp. 10-45. 
235. Norlund I., 2006. The Emerging Civil Society: An Initial Assessment of Civil Society in Vietnam. CIVICUS 

– CSI-SAT Vietnam: pp.   
236. Norlund I., 2007. Filling the Gap: The Emerging Civil Society in Vietnam. UNDP Vietnam, 2007. 
237. Norzick, R. 1973. ‘Distributive Justice’, Philosophy and Public Affairs, 3. 
238. Norzick, R. 1974. Anarchy, State and Utopia. Oxford: Blackwell. 
239. Nussbaum, M. 2003. Capabilities as fundamental entitlements: Sen and Social Justice. Feminist 

Economics, 9(2/3): 33-59. 
240. Ostrom E., 1985. Institutional Arrangements for Resolving the Common Dillema: Some Contending 

Approaches. Workshop in Political Theory and Policy Analysis. Indiana University: 2-28 
241. Ostrom E., 1986. An Agenda for the Study of Institutions. Public Choice 48: 3-25. 
242. Ostrom E., 1990. Governing the Common: The evolution of Institutions for Collective Choice. Cambridge 

University Press. New York. 
243. Ostrom E., Gardner R. Walker J., 1994. Rules, Games, and Common-pool Resources. University of 

Michigan Press, Ann Arbor. 
244. Ostrom E. et Crawford S., 1995. A Grammar of Institutions. American Science Review 89 (3): 582-

600. 
245. Ostrom E., 1998. A Behavioural Approach to the Rational Choice Theory of Collective Action. American 

Political Science Review, 92, 1-22. 
246. Ostrom, 1999. Governing the Common: The Evolution of Institutions for Collective Action. Cambridge 

University Press. 
247. Ostrom E, 1999. Institutional Rational Choice: An Assessment of the IAD Framework. In P.Sabatier 

(Ed.). Therories of Policy Process (pp. 35-72). Boulder, CO: Westview. 
248. Ostrom E., 2000. Collective Action and Evolution of Social Norm. Journal of Economic Perspective – 

Volume 14, Number 3 – Summer 2000 – P. 137-158. 
249. Ostrom E. et James Walker (eds), 2003. Trust and Reciprocity: Interdisciplinary Lessons from 

Experimental Research. New York: Rusell Sage Foundation. 
250. Ostrom E, 2005. Doing Institutional Analysis. Handbook of New Institutional Economics, 819-848. 
251. Ostrom E., 2006. Understanding Institutional Diversity. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press. 
252. Ostrom E. et T. K. Ahn, 2007. The Meaning of Social Capital and its Link to Collective Action. Political 

Theory Workshop, Forthcoming Hankbook on Social Capital in 2008. 



 

 

50 

253. Osrom E., 2007. Developing a Method for Analysing Institutional Change. Workshop in Political Theory 
and Policy Analysis, Indiana University:1-27. 

254. Oxfam GB, 1999. View from Tra Vinh province. Oxfam GB:2-18 
255. Partit, D. 1984. Reasons and Persons. Clarendon Press, Oxford. 
256. Parry & Moyser & Day, Neil. 1992. Political participation and democracy in Britain. New York: 

Cambridge University Press: p.50 
257. Pattanaik P.K., 1968. Risk, Impersonality and the Social Welfare Function. Journal of Political Economy, 

76:1152-1169. 
258. Pauline Jones Luong, 2000. After the Break-up: Institutional Design in Transitional States. Comparative 

Political Studies (June 2000): 563-592. 
259. Paul Dragos Aligica, 2006. Institutional and Stakeholder Mapping: Frameworks for Policy Analysis and 

Institutional Change. Public Organisational Review, 6: 79-90, 2006. 
260. Pazner E.A et Schmeidler D., 1974. A difficulty in the Concept of Fairness. Review of Economic 

Studies. 41. 
261. Paul Paolucci, 2004. The Discursive Transformation of Marx’s Communism into Soviet Diamat. Critical 

Sociology. Crit Sociol 2004; 30; 617 
262. Peter, B. G., 1999. Institutional Theory in Political Science. The New Institutionalism, Pinter, 

London/New York. 
263. Peters B.G.,1998. ‘Managing Horizontal Government: The Politics of Coordination’, Public Administration 

76: 295–311.  
264. Powell W.W, Koput K.W., Smith-Doerr L., 1996. Inter-organizational Collaboration and the Locus of 

Innovation. Administrative Science Quarterly. Vol.41, 116-145. 
265. Plan in Vietnam, 1999. Views from Quang Tri Province. Plan Vietnam. 
266. Preece J. 2008. Widening Participation for Social Justice: Poverty and Access to Education. Widening Access 

to Education as Social Justice  Springer. pp.113-126. 
267. Prohl Werner et Kristina Schwarz et Sergelen Tsogt-Ochir et Mark Mattner, 2001. Strengthening 

Local Democracy Through Increasing Participation. Report on Two Years Pilot Project in Vietnam. 
Konrad Adenauer Stiftung (KAS). 

268. Phan Xuan Son, 2002. Mass Organizations and Grassroots Democracy at present. Political Publishing 
House. Hanoi. 

269. Poisner, J. 1996. A civic republican perspective on the National Environmental Policy Act’s process for citizen 
participation. Environmental Law 26:53-94. 

270. Prahan, Menno, 2002. How much Does it Cost to Relieve the Poor from Private Contributions from Basic 
Education and Health? WB Vietnam (Unpublished Memo). 

271. Praag et Ferrer-i-Carbonell, 2005. A Multi-dimensional Approach to Subjective Poverty. Conference on 
‘The Measurement of Multidimensional Poverty,Theory and Evidence’ of The International 
Poverty Centre (UNDP) in Brasilia, August 29,2005. 

272. Przeworski, Adam, Alvarez, Mike, Cheihub, José A., & Limongi, Fernando. (1996). What makes 
democracies endure? Journal of Democracy, 7(1), pp.39-55. 

273. Przeworski, Adam, Alvarez, Mike, Cheihub, José A., & Limongi, Fernando. (2000). Democracy and 
development: Political institutions and well-being in the world, 1950-1990. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge 
University Press. 

274. Przeworski A., 2004. Institutional Matters. Published by Blackwell Publishing, 2004. 
275. Pigou A. C, 1952. The Economics of Welfare. 4th edn. With eight new appendices (London: 

Macmillan).   
276. Putzel James, 2004. The Politics of “Participation”: Civil Society, the State and Development Assistance. 

Discussion Paper No1. Destin/LSE. Development Research Institute: 2-10. 
277. Rawls, J. 1971. A Theory of Justice. Harvard University Press, Cambridge, Mass. 
278. Rawls, J, 1988. The Priority of Right and Ideas of the Good. Philosophy and Public Affairs, 17:251-276. 
279. Rawls, J. 1971. A Theory of Justice. Harvard University Press, Cambridge, Mass. 
280. Rama, Martin, 2003. Under-reporting of Expenditure: Reconciling Household Survey and National Account in 

Vietnam. WB Vietnam. 
281. Rama Martin, 2003. Poverty. Vietnam Development Report 2004. World Bank Hanoi: 53-92 
282. Ragin, Charles C. 1987. The Comparative Method. Moving Beyond Qualitative and Quantitative Strategies. 

Berkeley: University of California Press. 



 

 

51 

283. Ragin and Rihoux, 2004. Replies to Commentators: Reassurances and Rebuttals. Newsletter of the 
American Political Science Association Organized Section on Qualitative Methods pp.22-34. 

284. Ravallion, M. (1996). Issues in measuring and modelling poverty. Economic Journal, 106, 1328–1343. 
285. Rein Martin, 2006. Reframing Problematic Policies. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 
286. Reich, R. B. 1985. Public administration and public deliberation: An interpretive essay. Yale Law Journal 94 

(7): 1617-41. 
287. Rhodes et Binder et Rockman, 2006 (March et Olsen). The Oxford Handbook of Political Institutions. 

Oxford University Press, 2006. 
288. Rihoux Benoit et Grimm H., 2006. Innovative Comparative Methods for Policy Analysis. Springer 

Science, 2006: 1-9; 213-236. 
289. Rihoux Benoit et Ragin Charles, 2008. Configurational Comparative Methods: Qualitative Comparative 

Analysis (QCA) and Related Techniques. Applied Social Research Methods Series, Vol. 51, 2008: 1-
18; 33-86. 

290. Rihoux, B. and Lobe B. (2009, forthcoming). The Case for QCA: Adding Leverage for Thick Cross-Case 
Comparison in BYRNE, David and RAGIN, Charles C. (eds). Handbook of Case Based Methods, 
Thousand Oaks and London, Sage, 

291. Rhodes, R. 1995. The institutional approach, in D. Marsh and G. Stoker (eds.) Theory and Methods 
in Political Science. London: Macmillan: pp. 42-57 

292. Rhodes et Binder et Rockman, 2006. The Oxford Handbook of Political Institutions. Oxford University 
Press.  

293. Richard Jones, 2006. Strengthening the Coordination between the State Management Agencies Responsible for 
the Service Sector. UNDP Vietnam VIE/02/009. 

294. Riley, J. (1988). Liberal Utilitarianism. Social Choice Theory and J.S. Mill’s Philosophy, Cambridge 
University Press, Cambridge. 

295. Ross D., 1995. The many lives of institutionalism in American Social Science. Polity. 28, 117-123. 
296. Roberts, K.W. (1980a). Interpersonal Comparability and Social Choice Theory. Review of Economics 

Studies, 47:421-439. 
297. Roberts N.C, 2004. Public Deliberation in an Age of Direct Citizen Participation. The American Review 

of Public Administration 2004; 34; p.315. 
298. Roberts, K.W., 1980b. Social Choice Theory: The Single and Multi-Profile Approaches. Review of 

Economic Studies, 47:441-450. 
299. Roemer J.E., 1996. Theories of Distributive Justice. Harvard University Press, Cambridge, Mass. 
300. Rowe, G., and L. J. Frewer. 2000. Public participation methods: A framework for evaluation. Science, 

Technology, & Human Values 25 (1): 3-29. 
301. Ruggie John, 1998. What make the World Hang Together? Neo-Utilitarianism and the Social Constructivist 

Challenge. International Organisations, Vol. 52, No. 4. 
302. Save the Children UK, 1999. View from Ho Chi Minh City. Save the Children UK. 
303. Sangmpam S.N.,  2007. Politics Rules: The False Primacy of Institutions in Developing Countries. Political 

Studies: 2007 Vol. 55, 201-224. 
304. Sam Hickey et Sarah Bracking, 2005. Exploring the Politics of Chronic Poverty: From Representation to a 

Politics of Justice. World Development, Vol.33, 2005, Elsevier Ltd. 
305. Schervish, M.J. Seidenfeld, T. and Kadane, J.B. (1991). Shared Preferences and State – Dependent 

Utilities. Management Science, 37:1575-1589. 
306. Scharpf W. Fritz, 2000. Institutions in Comparative Policy Research. MPIfG Working Paper 00/3, 

March 2000. 
307. Schmidt A. Vivien, 2005. Institutionalism and the State. Chapter in The State: Theories and Issues, 

eds, Colin Hay, David Marsh, and Michael Lister (Basingstoke: Palgrave, 2005). 
308. Schneiberg, 2005. Combining New Institutionalisms: Explaining Institutional Change in American Property 

Insurance. Sociological Forum, Vol. 20, No. 1, March 2005 ( C_ 2005). pp. 93-128. 
309. SCUK, ActionAid, Catholic Relief Services, Plan in Vietnam, Oxfam GB, World Bank (2002), 

Community Views on the Poverty Reduction Strategy, Vietnam Local Consultations on the Draft Comprehensive 
Poverty Reduction and Growth Strategy (Volume III: Reports from the six consultation sites), for the Poverty 
Task Force, Hanoi. 

310. Scott, W.R., 2001. Institutions and Organisations (2nd ed.). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. 
311. Schokkaert and Luc Van Ootegem (1990). Sen’s Concept of the Living Standard applied to Belgian 

Unemployed. Recherches Economiques de Louvain 56 (3-4). 



 

 

52 

312. Seema Tikare, Deborah Youssef, Paula Donnelly-Roark and Parmesh Shak, 1997. Participation – 
Core Technique and Cross-cutting issues. World Bank, 1997.  

313. Sen A. K., 1970. Collective Choice and Social Welfare. North Holland, Amsterdam. 
314. Sen A.K., 1973. On Economic Inequality. Clarendon Press, Oxford. 
315. Sen A.K., 1976. Liberty, Unanimity and Rights. Economica, 43:217-245. 
316. Sen A.K., 1980. Equality of What? Tanner Lectures on Human Values, volume 1. Cambridge 

University Press, Cambridge. 
317. Sen A.K., 1982a. Choice, Welfare and Measurement. Blackwell, Oxford. 
318. Sen A.K., 1982b. Rights and Agency. Philosophy and Public Affairs, 11:3-39. 
319. Sen A.K., 1986. Social Choice Theory. In Arrow K.J. and Intriligator, M.D. editors, Handbook of 

Mathematicla Economics, volume III, P. 1073-1181. 
320. Sen A.K., 1987. On Ethics and Economics. Blackwell, Oxford. 
321. Sen A.K., 1992. Inequality Re-examined. Clarendon Press, Oxford: pp. 11-50. 
322. Sen A.K, 2001. Development as Freedom. Oxford University Press. Oxford. 
323. Sharpf W. Fritz, 2000. Institutions in Comparative Policy Research. The Max Planck Institute for the 

Study of Societies, Cologne, 2000:  1-20 
324. Sharpf W. Fritz, 2000. Institutions in Comparative Policy Research. The Max Planck Institute for the 

Study of Societies, Cologne, 2000. 
325. Shanks E. and Turk C., 2001. Policy Recommendations from the Poor, Vietnam Local Consultations on the 

Draft Comprehensive Poverty Reduction and Growth Strategy (Volume II: Synthesis of results and findings), 
World Bank together with SCUK, ActionAid, Catholic Relief Services, Plan in Vietnam and 
Oxfam GB for the Poverty Task Force, Hanoi.  

326. Shanks, E. and Turk, C. 2002. Refining Policy with the Poor, Vietnam Local Consultations on the Draft 
Comprehensive Poverty Reduction and Growth Strategy (Volume I: Approach, methodology and influence), 
World Bank together with SCUK, ActionAid, Catholic Relief Services, Plan in Vietnam and 
Oxfam GB for the Poverty Task Force, Hanoi. 

327. Shenhav S, 2005. Concise narratives: a structural analysis of political discourse. Discourse Studies 2005; 7; 
315. 

328. Shenhav S., 2006. Political Narratives and Political Reality. International Political Science Review 
2006; 27; 245. 

329. Shepsle K., 1989. Studying Institutions: some Lessons  from the Rational Choice Approach. Journal of 
Theoritical Politics 1,2, 131-147. 

330. Shepsle A. Kenneth, 2006. Rational Choice Institutionalism. The Oxford Handbooks of Political 
Science. The Oxford.  

331. Shanks, E. and Turk, C. 2001. Policy Recommendations from the Poor, Vietnam Local Consultations on the 
Draft Comprehensive Poverty Reduction and Growth Strategy (Volume II: Synthesis of results and findings), 
World Bank together with SCUK, ActionAid, Catholic Relief Services, Plan in Vietnam and 
Oxfam GB for the Poverty Task Force, Hanoi.  

332. Shanks, E. and Turk, C. 2002. Refining Policy with the Poor, Vietnam Local Consultations on the Draft 
Comprehensive Poverty Reduction and Growth Strategy (Volume I: Approach, methodology and influence), 
World Bank together with SCUK, ActionAid, Catholic Relief Services, Plan in Vietnam and 
Oxfam GB for the Poverty Task Force, Hanoi: 35-41 

333. Singer, P. 1991. A Comparison to Ethics. Blackwell, Oxford. 
334. Simon H., 1945. Administrative Behavior. New York: Free Press. 
335. Stiglitz Joseph, 1998. Redefining role of the State. Presented on the Tenth Anniversary of MITI 

Research Institute (Tokyo, Japan): 24-30. 
336. Streeck W., Thelen K., 2005. Beyond Continuity. Oxford University Press. 
337. Stromseth, J. 2003. ‘Business Associations and Policy-Making in Viet Nam’ in Kerkvliet, B. et al. (eds.) 

Getting Organised in Viet Nam: Moving in and around the Socialist State. Institute of Southeast 
Asian Studies, Singapore. 

338. Suzumura, K. 1983. Rational Choice, Collective Decisions and Social Welfare. Cambridge; University 
Press, Cambridge. 

339. Suzumura, K. 1994. Interpersonal Comparisons of the Extended Sympathy Type and the Possibility of Social 
Choice. Published in Arrow K.J., Sen A.K. and Suzumura K., editors (1996). Social Choice Re-
Examined, volume 2, P.202-230. London. MacMillan. 

340. Temkin, L. 1987. Inequality. Oxford University Press, New York. 



 

 

53 

341. Thanh, Hoang Xuan, 2005. Participatory Poverty Research and Policy Influencing in PRSP processes: the 
Vietnam case, in Participatory Planning and Action. Vol. 51, April 2005. 

342. Thelen Kathleen, 1999. Historical Institutionalism in Comparative Politics. Annual Review of Politics, 
1999. 

343. Thomas J.C., 1995. Public Administration in Public Decisions. San Fransissco: Jossey Bass. 
344. Tikare S., Youssef D., Donnelly-Roark P., Shah P., 2000. Participation. World Bank Washington 

DC: pp.11-23. 
345. Turk Carrie, 2006. Linking Participatory Poverty Assessments to Policy and Policy Making: Experience from 

Vietnam. World Bank Vietnam, 2006: 2-24. 
346. Thomas R.L. (1997). Modern Economictrics: an Introduction. Pearson Education Limited, Ediburgh 

Gate, Harlow, Essex: 169-205. 
347. Thomson, W. and Varian, H., 1985. Theories of Justice Based on Symmetry. In Hurwicz, L. Schmeidler, 

D., and Sonnenschein, H. F. (1985), P. 107-138. 
348. Trinh Duy Luan, 2001. How Can the Implementation of Grassroots Democracy Help the Poverty Reduction 

Strategy in Vietnam?  Localized Poverty Reduction in Vietnam: A Program to Build Capacity for Policy 
Assessment and Project Planning. Institute of Sociology, National Centre for Social Sciences and 
Humanitities: pp.3-4 

349. UNDP, 2007. Participatory Governance and Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). Department of 
Economics and Social Affairs, 2007: pp.11-65. 

350. Van Parijs, P. 1995. Real Freedom for All (Oxford, Clarendon Press): pp. 32-44. 
351. Van de Parijs Phillipe, 1996. Justice and Democracy: Are they incompatible? Journal of Political 

Philosophy 4 (2), June 1996 pp. 101-117. 
352. Van Parijs, P. 2000a. Real Freedom, the Market and the Family. A Reply, in Analyse und Kritik, vol.22, 

nº 2. 
353. Van Parijs, P. 2000b. Basic Income: Guaranteed Minimum Income for the 21st Century, in Papers de la 

Fundació Rafael Campalans (Barcelona, Fundació Rafael Campalans), nº 121.  
354. Van Parijs, P.; Jacquet, L. and Salinas, C. C., 2000. Basic Income and its Cognates, in L. Groot and R. 

van der Veen (eds.), Basic Income on the Agenda. Policy Objectives and Political Chances 
(Amsterdam, Amsterdam University Press): pp. 5-16. 

355. Vanhanen, Tatu, 1990. The process of democratization: A comparative study of 147 states, 1980-88. New 
York: Crane Russak. 

356. Vanhanen, Tatu, 1997. Prospects of democracy: A study of 172 countries. London: Routledge. 
357. Vanhanen, Tatu, 2003. Democratization: A comparative analysis of 170 countries. London: Routledge. 
358. Vanhanen, Tatu, 2004. Struggle for democracy in Sub-Saharan Africa. Acta Politica 39(3), 207-247. 
359. Vallentype P., 1991. Contractarianism and Rational Choice. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge: 

pp. 21-39. 
360. Van de Walle D., 2000. Sources of Ethnic Inequality in Vietnam. Policy Research Working Paper 2297. 

Washington, DC: World Bank: pp. 2-4-5. 
361. Vanderborght Yannick 2005. The Basic Income Guarantee in Europe: The Belgian and Dutch Back Door 

Strategies. In WIDERQUIST, Karl, LEWIS, Michael & PRESSMAN, Steven (eds.), The Ethics and 
Economics of the Basic Income Guarantee, New York: Ashgate, 2005. 

362. Vanderborght Yannick 2007. Economic Security for All in Canada? Insights from the debates on a 
guaranteed basic income Transition Magazine (Canadian Mental Health Association), Fall issue, 2007, 
pp.7-13. 

363. Varian, H. (1974). Equity, Envy and Efficiency. Journal of Economic Theory, 9:63-91. 
364. Varian, H. (1985). Dworkin on Equality of Resources. Economics and Philosophy, 1:110-125. 
365. Verba S., Schlozman K.L., Brady H., Nie N.H., 1993. Citizen Activity: Who Participates? What Do 

They Say? American Political Science Review, vol. 87, 303-318.   
366. Verba S., 1967. Democractic Participation. Annals of the American Adcademy of Political and Social 

Science. Vol. 373. p.53. 
367. Verba, Sidney, Nie, Norman H., & Kim, Jae-On. (1978). Participation and political equality: A seven-

nation comparison. New York: Cambridge University Press: p.51. 
368. Vickrey, W.S. (1960). Utility, Strategy, and Social Decision Rules. Quarterly Journal of Economics, 

74:507-535. 
369. VIE/98/004/B/01/99, 2002. Farmers Needs. Survey of International Consultant. Royal 

Netherlands Embassy: pp. 11-63.   



 

 

54 

370. Vitale D., 2006. Between deliberative and participatory democracy: A contribution on Habermas. Philosophy 
Social Criticism 2006; Vol. 32: pp. 739–766.  

371. Walter L.C., Aydelotte J., Miller J, 2000. Putting More Public in Policy Analysis. Public Administration 
Review, vol.60, 349-359. 

372. Wagle, 2006. Political Participation and Civic Engagement in Kathmandu: An empirical Analysis with 
Structural Equations. International Political Science Review. Vol. 27. No.3: pp. 301-322 

373. Wendt A., 1987. The Agent-Structure Problem in International Relations Theory. International 
Organisation vol. 41, no.3: 335-370.  

374. Webler, T. 2000. The craft and theory of public participation: A dialectical process. Journal of Risk 
Research 2 (1): pp. 55-71. 

375. Weymark, J. 1993. Harsanyi’s Social Aggregation Theorem and the Weak Pareto Principle, Social Choice 
and Welfare, 10:209-221. 

376. Weinberger, K., and Jutting, J. 2001. Women’s participation in local organizations: conditions and 
constraints, 29(8), 1391-1404. 

377. Wise R. et Sinclair, 1996. The Capacity of National Administrative Organizations. Administration & 
Society, Vol. 28, No. 2, 147-176: p.1. 

378. Wiedemann, P. M., S. Femers. 1993. Public-participation in waste management decisionmaking: Analysis 
and management of conflicts. Journal of Hazardous Materials 33 (3):pp. 355-68. 

379. World Bank, 1999. Views from Lao Cai Province. World Bank: pp. 23-30. 
380. World Bank Resident Mission in Vietnam, 1999. A Synthesis Participatory Poverty Assessments from four 

sites of Vietnam: pp. 12-27; 51-53. 
381. Wydra, H. 2007. Communism and the Emergence of Democracy. Cambridge, UK:Cambridge University 

Press. 
382. Yaari, M.E., 1981. Rawls, Edgeworth, Shapley, Nash: Theories of Distributive Justice Re-Examined.  Journal 

of Economic Theory, 24:1-39. 
383. Yang Kaifeng, 2006. Trust and Citizen Involvement Decisions: Trust in Citizens, Trust in Institutions, and 

Propensity to Trust. Administration & Society, 38, 2006, Sage Publications: pp. 3-11. 
384. Zald N.M., 1978. Compliance/Incentive Classifications of Organizations. Administration & Society, Vol. 

9, No. 4, pp.403-424  
385. Zuker L., 1991. The Role of Institutionalisation in Cultural Persistence. In W.W. Powell & P. DiMaggio 

(Eds.), The New Institutionalism in Organisational Analysis (P.83-107). Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press: 15-24. 

 

P

r

o

v

i

n

c


