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“As a result of the cutting short of the personal, losing self control phenomenon can be seen as well in the individual behavior as well as in the entire society.  This phenomenon put together with the low expectancy of life term and the way the people see themselves in the future, have conducted the people to adapt to this situation by thinking in short term situation: 

“I have learned how to think from today until tomorrow”. This happened because looking for o long term solution to live is impossible. 
The keywords of the article are: Fieni, employees, fairing, risk, solutions. 

The book is a report on the field research that took place in Fieni, Dambovita. The research was concerned about the economical culture of the population. The entire economy of this town based on two big factories: Steaua Electrica and Heidelberg Cement. 
The main problem is that once the privatization politic has started a lot of the population in Fieni was fired. Because there was no other place they could go to work they started improvising ways of making money. One of these methods was to leave Romania and go to work in Spain or Italy.

This particular part of the book <Risk vs.”Risk”>, wants to find out if this solutions were thought considering conscious the risk factor or the solutions were just adapting strategies taken in an environment characterized by instability and by the impossibility to “ go for sure”.
Using the questionnaire they tried to make a difference between what is their position on risk, at a declinational level and at an acting level.

The result was that one could not speak about a normal ”assuming risk“ situation because the economical climate in Fieni was too insecure. They could not tray to take a decision whether or not to invest the money they made working abroad. The fact was that in an environment characterized by instability one could not predicted what was going to happen. In this situation it would be an “irrational choice” to plan a long time investment.

Because only a few people were having a place to work the entire society was affected. The economical factor is just the cause of the disturbance created in Fieni’s society.  
The problem was that everybody was too scared to risk investing in Fieni, so no new jobs could be created:

“What in Fieni.... you could work only in the two factories ... or cleaning the streets at Barbulescu” ( woman, unemployed)

The research has looked in a lot of different directions not just for the justification of risk taking, but in the way the population looks at the future, the way they look to syndicates associations.

