
Editor's notes 

The first issue this year is introduced by two extensive, quite different, yet complementary papers. 
Both deal with some key presumptions in social work Bernard Sirilih writes about voluntary work, 
which in spite of the reservations on the part of the authorities had began some time ago and has in 
that, as it were, preparatory phase reached a climax in the work with children; the author himself is one 
of the key participants and creators of the project. We shall have more on that in one of the future 
issues. Here, the author deals with some general questions of the directions in voluntary work, which 
should not serve the needs of the authorities but those of the clients, by preparing them to actively enter 
the social debate (in accordance with the ideas of Pablo Freire). 

The permanent task of every science is to check its own presumptions. If this is not done, there is a 
grave risk that it may incur, on the one hand, intuitionism (as, for instance, the notions that emerged 
and developed in a certain context for a certain use break with their history and become »self-under-
stood«, or as two or more similar terms that have emerged in different contexts and for different uses 
merge into a non-specific »common sense« notion), and on the other hand, sheer technicism (of the 
kind »it does not matter how we explain a procedure, the important thing is that it works«). Both of 
these reductions bereave the science of the very feature that makes it a science. Srečo Dragoš deals with 
this problem in derivations, relevant for social work, from the field of phenomenology. 

Ilie enigma of creativity has been engaging thinkers for a very long time, and their explanations are 
often just as mystifying and vague as the notion of creativity itself It is similar to the problem of 
intelligence. Is it an actual (measurable or describable) feature or dimension of something or someone, 
or is it merely a hypothetical construct to fill the gaps in our (mis)understanding of mental and working 
processes (if the two can be set apart)? Milko Poštrak considers the anthropological and sociological 
explanations of creativity, and he, too, indicates their heterogeneity, even ambiguity. 

Vie next two contributions return us to the practical problems of social work Metoda Mikuljan 
writes about how to prepare people to old age. It is doubtlessly a problem which demands a thorough 
scrutiny on several levels, as it is related to the living conditions of our time in general. Developed 
societies are particularly familiar with it, as their way of life is very individualised, but it is even worse 
where the »development of society« is only partial - where a high degree of individualisation is found 
together with a low standard of living. 

The other paper in this context by Luj Šprohar describes the author's experience of losing sight. This 
essay, of course, is to be read »symptomally« rather than as a »case«, i. e., not as a scientific report but 
as a text in which the many determinants of the author's life are condensed, displaced, externalised etc. 
The specific deprivations on account of a certain personal condition (blindness) are intertwined with 
spontaneous attempts at their overcoming and compensation, and these are of particular value for our 
understanding of the condition. 

At least worth mentioning are also the following contributions from this issue: personal experiences 
with students on placement written by Maria Pooth, a lecturer at the school of social work in Dort-
mund, Germany, and a regular guest at School of Social Work in Ljubljana, and a report by Mojca U rek 
on the placement for the students of the School in the previous year when new regulations were applied 
and the placements obtained an emphasised position in the training of social workers. 

Finally, among the Documents, indexes of all the contributions of the previous volume are pub-
lished. 



The leading Slovenian linguists have recently answered the question of how to introduce two-gender 
diction into our language, as it is evident that using only the masculine supports, on the symbolic level, 
the discriminatory attitude towards women (especially in public, or official, use). Our linguists (of both 
genders) have ruled that, first, to change that would make our language crammed and difficult to 
follow, and second, it is in any case unnecessary, since the masculine, used in a general way, represents 
both genders. If we may agree with the first - as a change of gender in Slovenian necessitates changes in 
almost all accompanying words such as adjectives, numerals and verbs -, we can hardly accept the 
second, for it contains the very reason for using both genders. What these experts for Slovenian seem to 
be overlooking or neglecting is the fact that every settled use has a beginning and a reason - that a 
language is not given once and for all, and that it may change for reasons exterior to the language. In 
other words: just as the feature of the masculine to represent both genders has emerged, it may also die 
out or change, according to its use. It would be helpful if those learned ladies and gentlemen read Milko 
Postrak'spaper, and in it, Wittgenstein's note: linguistic rules are arbitrary (albeit they have a history, it 
cannot be said that one is more lawful than another), so there is no reason to obey one more than 
another. This, however, does not entail that linguistic rules are unnecessary (it would make communi-
cation impossible) but we may say that the Slovenists in their response defend a certain ideology rather 
than the language. In any case, this joumal will continue to support the two-gender diction, even if it 
cannot be absolutely consequent, because it is the only hope that it will eventually settle without being 
too difficult or unreadable. 

Bernard Stritih 
Voluntary work as the site of the formation of generative themes 

Psychologist Bernard Stritih, Ph. D., is a senior lecturer of social work at University of Ljubljana 
School of Social Work. 
In the first part of the contribution, the author presents the practical and theoretical approaches developed 
by Pablo Freirá. His project of spreading literacy with the help of social workers has triggered a series of 
activities whose common denominators are self-activity and the development of generative themes. Both are 
important for the achievement of deep changes in inteфersonal relations and social communication, which 
in this way encompasses the lowest classes as well. If voluntary work is taken as the activity that makes 
possible new forms and dimensions of social debate, then the question of whether the state should mainly 
support the development of institutions, or should it also care for the development and the quaUty of volun-
tary work, is made redundant. Voluntary work is a constructive response to the numerous problems of the 
insurmountable complexity of a society and can contribute to the deepening of trust in one's own develop-
mental capabiUties. 

Srečo Dragoš 
How 

Sociologist Srečo Dragoš, M. A., is an assistant lecturer of sociology at University of Ljubljana School 
of Social Work. 
The author argues that social work as a technique (methods of help, skills) is necessary but insufficient, but 
as a mere technique it is dangerous. It is dangerous when we do not question the presumptions that are the 
basis of the technical mode of thinking which originates in the unproven difference between appearance and 
essence, the misleading and the true, the regular and the incidental, the important and the unimportant, the 
exact and the speculative. This mode of thinking originates in metaphysics and is reductive. For this reason, 
phenomenology expUcitly challenges it. The author refers to Tine Hribar's book Phenomenology I and par-
ticularly points out the fatal change (narrowing down) of the criteria of what is true and what is false, and 
simultaneously exposes the range of Husserl's approach and Heidegger's critique that rehabilitates the ordi-
nary living world. The article is concluded by rethinking the significance of phenomenology in social work at 
present. 



Milko Poštrak 
The dimensions of creativity 

Sociologist Milko Poštrak, M. A., is a junior researcher at University of Ljubljana School of Social 
Work 
The author presents a few recent writings on creativity. He briefly touches upon the historical context of the 
discussions on the origin and the process of creativity on the one hand and the views on recognition, valua-
tion and measuring on the other. Also, the questions are raised about the position of an individual in the 
creative process (his/her intelligence, talent) and in relation to the cultural context or the social framework. 
The most productive - most of the quoted authors agree upon this - are the discussions that take into consid-
eration, or apply, the interdisciplinary approach. For research on creativity cannot be reduced merely to 
studying mental processes (dealt with mainly by psychology) or to the environment and the social context 
(sociology), nor is it merely a matter of knowledge (philosophy of science, epistemology). The anthropologi-
cal and the historical context are also to be taken into account. 

Metoda Mikuljan 
Preparing people to old age from the point of view of social work 

Metoda Mikuljan is a social worker at the Spa Intellectual Service in Rogaška Slatina. 
Old age and ageing are objectively given, concern all humanity, every society and every individual - they 
cannot be avoided, but according to the scientists and experts, they may be modified (transformed) both 
qualitatively and quantitatively. The numerous tasks presenting themselves to the individual and the society, 
concerning the processes of »ageing« in the developed countries (in Slovenia as well), are becoming more 
and more important, acute and necessary. The purpose and the goal of social work in this field should be to 
prepare the people to old age, as this, too, is what a meaningful and rich living depends upon. There are 
many instances - some are described in the paper - proving that it is often not the case. 

Luj Šprohar 
The normality of the blind 

Social worker and sociologist Luj Šprohar has been a successful musician, puppeteer and writer; at 
present, he is devoted to the criticism of the situation of the blind. 
The paper discusses the distinctions between two realities, the seeing one and the blind one. The survey 
ranges from the description of the notion of blindness to the analysis of the symbol of the white cane to some 
of the author's personal experiences that crystallize the idea that the blind reality is but little different from 
the seeing one. The author himself has the experiences of both and analyses the differences. The conclusion 
is that a blind person is fundamentally the same as a seeing one, but because of the specific situations he or 
she has to fulfil certain wishes in a specific way. The aim of the analysis is a better knowledge of the blind 
reality and thus a better communication between different communities. 


