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A) Introduction
In this session we delve into another huge problem with growth: the fact that it has got limits.
While the notion that things cannot grow infinitely is quite commonsensical for all human
beings, it has not been accepted into mainstream economics until today.
In 1972 the first actual study demonstrating ecological limits to GDP growth (The Limits to
Growth, commissioned by The Club of Rome) was published. Although at the time it
influenced substantially the public conversation about development and growth, it was soon
silenced with more fashionable concepts.
The neoliberal shift of the 80s reverted the public discourse to one where growth (and capital
accumulation) can go hand in hand with respect for the environment. Actually, it went even
deeper: global powers reunited at the Rio conference on Environment and Development of
1992 affirmed that growth was fundamental for achieving ecological goals. Thus, the notion
of Sustainable Development was created.
Fortunately, since the beginning of the 2000s activists in the Global North re-started to
problematise growth and development (in the Global South they had been doing it for much
longer) and launched slogans such as the one of “Degrowth”. Since then, Degrowth has
evolved from a slogan to a multifaceted, elaborate and proactive critique to the growth
society.
In particular, scholars investigating degrowth and activists fighting for it highlighted that,
ecologically, a planned reduction of energy and resource use is necessary in order to
address the ecological crisis and climate change. More than that: degrowth encompasses the
idea that this reduction has to be designed to bring the economy back in to balance with the
living world in a way that reduces inequality and improves human well-being.
Below, you can find a brief introduction to the problems with green growth and sustainable
development in relation to climate change (—> B.1) and a short explanation of why degrowth
is needed (—> B.2). This is followed by a manifesto written collaboratively by the Feminist
and Degrowth Alliance (—> B.3) in times of pandemic, highlighting the fundamental ways in
which feminist thought is fundamental for degrowth (and vice versa) in the process of building
a society based on care for others and for everything that sustains our lives.
In the in-depth readings, you can find a debunking of the concept on which the notions of
sustainable development and green growth rest: decoupling (—> C.1). Finally, we move our
look beyond the Global North to see what’s up with degrowth in the Global South. This (—>
C.2) is probably the most comprehensive academic research of degrowth vis-a-vis
environmental justice movements so far.
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B. Overview readings (8 pages)

B.1 Green growth is trusted to fix climate change –
here’s the problem with that1
Christine Corlet Walker
You may have missed it, but a recent report declared that the main strategy of world leaders
for tackling climate change won’t work. It’s called green growth, and it’s favoured by some of
the largest and most influential organisations in the world, including the United Nations and
the World Bank.
Green growth is a vague term with many definitions, but broadly speaking, it’s the idea that
society can reduce its environmental impacts and slash its emissions, even while the
economy continues to grow and the quantity of stuff that’s produced and consumed
increases.
This would be achieved by improving the efficiency of production and manufacturing
processes, transitioning to cleaner energy sources and developing new technologies to deal
with the pollution that economic activity creates. Better yet, it’s argued, all of this could be
done fast enough to meet the Paris Agreement target of keeping global warming to below
1.5ᵒC.
Fixing the climate crisis without having to compromise on economic growth sounds
appealing. But the Decoupling Debunked report echoes work by prominent academics in
finding that there is no evidence that societies have ever managed to decouple economic
growth from emissions at this scale in the past, and little evidence they have the capacity to
achieve it in the future.
It’s no surprise that, historically, global carbon emissions have gone up as economies have
grown. The processes that produce the goods and services we all consume use raw
materials as inputs and generate pollution, carbon emissions and waste.
Making these processes more efficient and swapping fossil fuels for renewables can, and
has, reduced the average emissions that come with each additional dollar of economic
growth. This is known as “relative decoupling”, because each dollar of new economic growth
has fewer emissions attached to it, relative to each dollar of past growth. But, emissions still
rise in absolute terms because the economy is still growing.
Since it is the total amount of carbon in the atmosphere that matters in the race against
climate change, we need to contrast this idea of “relative decoupling” with the stronger
concept of “absolute decoupling”. Absolute decoupling means that even as the economy
grows, total carbon emissions fall year-on-year.
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With this distinction in mind, the question becomes: is absolute decoupling of economic
growth from carbon emissions possible? And can it be done fast enough to prevent
catastrophic climate change?
The scale of the challenge
According to the IPCC, there is a 66% likelihood that the world can remain under the Paris
Agreement target of 1.5°C of warming if we emit no more than 420 billion additional tonnes of
carbon into the atmosphere, from early 2018.
Humans currently emit about 37 billion tonnes of carbon every year, and that number is still
growing. Even the most generous projections suggest that if emissions continue at this rate,
the carbon budget will be used up in less than 20 years.
The rate of decarbonisation that’s needed is huge, and far in excess of anything that’s been
seen previously. Economic growth makes that challenge even harder, as gains in
decarbonisation may be outweighed by increases in production and consumption. But green
growth advocates insist it’s possible.
The IPCC’s Special Report, released in October 2018, gives 90 scenarios that would be
consistent with limiting warming to 1.5°C, while also continuing with economic growth. So far,
so good. But almost every single one of these scenarios relies on a negative emissions
technology called Bioenergy Carbon Capture and Storage (BECCS) that’s completely
untested at large scales.
BECSS involves growing large plantations of trees, which draw down carbon from the
atmosphere, then harvesting and burning them to generate energy. The CO₂ emissions from
this process are then stored underground. To limit warming to 1.5°C, this technology would
need to absorb 3-7 billion tonnes of carbon from the atmosphere every year. That’s at least
2,000 times more than it’s currently capable of doing.
In order to absorb that much carbon, an area two to three times the size of India would need
to be covered with tree plantations. Think about the difficulty of acquiring that much land, the
pressure it would put on other land uses, like food production, and how much natural habitat
it could erase.
No one can say that these feats are categorically impossible. But the evidence suggests that
the chances of meeting the 1.5ᵒC warming target alongside continued economic growth are,
at best, highly unlikely. Can we really take this risk — relying on unproven technologies to
rescue us from the threat of climate change? Given the consequences of getting the gamble
wrong, surely the answer is no.
Where does this leave us?
Proposals for green growth that rely solely on technology to solve the climate crisis are based
on a flawed idea. This is, that the limits to the world’s physical systems are flexible, but the
structure of its economies are not. This seems entirely backwards and more a reflection of
the importance of politics and power in determining what solutions are deemed viable, than
any reflection of reality.
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So society should ask, are these global institutions promoting green growth because they
believe it’s the most promising way of avoiding climate breakdown? Or is it because they
believe it’s simply not politically feasible to talk about the alternatives?
If we can be optimistic about humanity’s ability to develop fantastical new technologies to
bend and overcome the limits of nature, can’t we lend that same optimism to developing new
economic structures? Our goal in the 21st century should be creating economies that allow
people to flourish, even when they don’t grow.
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B.2 Time for degrowth: to save the planet, we must
shrink the economy2
Jason Hickel
What is so refreshing about the UN’s Sustainable Development Goals is that they recognise
the inherent tension between economic development and the ecology of our planet. Or so it
seems. The preamble affirms that “planet Earth and its ecosystems are our home” and
underscores the necessity of achieving “harmony with nature”. It commits to holding global
warming below 2℃, and calls for “sustainable patterns of production and consumption”.
This language signals awareness that something about our economic system has gone
terribly awry – that we cannot continue chewing through the living planet without gravely
endangering our security and prosperity, and indeed the future viability of our species.
But if you look more closely, a glaring contradiction emerges. The core of the SDG
programme relies on the old model of indefinite economic growth that caused our ecological
crisis in the first place: ever-increasing levels of extraction, production and consumption.
SDG 8 calls for “at least 7% GDP growth per annum in the least developed countries” and
“higher levels of economic productivity” across the board. In other words, there is a profound
contradiction at the heart of these supposedly sustainable goals. They call for both less and
more at the same time.
This call for more growth comes at an odd moment, just as we are learning that it is not
physically possible. Currently, global production and consumption levels are overshooting our
planet’s biocapacity by nearly 60% each year. In other words, growth isn’t an option any
more – we’ve already grown too much. Scientists tell us that we are blowing past planetary
boundaries at breakneck speed and witnessing the greatest mass extinction of species in
more than 66m years.
The hard truth is that our ecological overshoot is due almost entirely to over-consumption in
rich countries, particularly the West.
SDG 8 calls for improving “global resource efficiency” and “decoupling economic growth from
environmental degradation”. Unfortunately, there are no signs that this is possible at anything
near the necessary pace. Global material extraction and consumption grew by 94% between
1980 and 2010, accelerating in the last decade to reach as high as 70 billion tonnes per year.
And it’s still going up: by 2030, we’re projected to breach 100 billion tonnes of stuff per year.
Current projections show that by 2040 we will more than double the world’s shipping,
trucking, and air miles – along with all the things those vehicles transport. By 2100 we will be
producing three times more solid waste than we do today.
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Efficiency improvements are not going to cut it. Yes, some GDP growth may still be
necessary in poorer countries; but for the world as a whole, the only option is intentional degrowth and a rapid shift to what legendary ecological economist Herman Daly calls a “steadystate” that maintains economic activity at ecological equilibrium.
De-growth does not mean poverty. On the contrary, de-growth is perfectly compatible with
high levels of human development. It is entirely possible for us to shrink our resource
consumption while increasing things that really matter such as human happiness, well-being,
education, health and longevity. Consider the fact that Europe has higher human
development indicators than the US in most categories, despite 40% less GDP per capita
and 60% less emissions per capita.
This is the end toward which we must focus our full attention. Indeed, the surer route to
poverty is to continue on our present trajectory, for, as top economist Joseph Stiglitz points
out, in a world of ecological overshoot, GDP growth is diminishing living standards rather
than improving them.
We need to replace GDP with a saner measure of human progress, such as the Genuine
Progress Indicator, and abandon the notion of exponential economic growth without end.
Sadly, the SDGs pass this urgent challenge down to the next generation – at the bottom of
SDG 17 it states: “By 2030 build on existing initiatives to develop measurements of progress
on sustainable development that complement GDP.” In other words, they shelve the problem
until 2029.
But what of employment? Whenever I lecture about de-growth, this is always the first
question I get - and we have to take it seriously. Yes, de-growth will require eliminating
unnecessary production and work. But this presents us with a beautiful opportunity to shorten
the working week and give some thought to that other big idea that has captured the public’s
imagination over the past couple of years: a universal basic income. How to fund it? There
are many options, including progressive taxes on commercial land use, financial transactions,
foreign currency transactions and capital gains.
Let’s face it – in an age of rapid automation, full employment on a global scale is a pipe
dream anyhow. It’s time we think of ways to facilitate reliable livelihoods in the absence of
formal employment. Not only will this assist us toward necessary de-growth, it will also allow
people to escape exploitative labour arrangements and incentivise employers to improve
working conditions – two goals that the SDGs set out to achieve. What’s more, it will allow
people to invest more of their time and effort into things that matter: caring for their loved
ones, growing their own food, nourishing communities, and rebuilding degraded
environments.
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B.3 Collaborative Feminist Degrowth:
Pandemic as an Opening for a Care-Full Radical Transformation 3
Feminisms and Degrowth Alliance (FaDA)
The crisis we face as a global community must be understood not only as a public health
crisis, or as an economic crisis of the capitalist mode of production, but also, fundamentally,
as a crisis of the reproduction of life. In this sense, it is a crisis of care: the work of caring for
humans, non-humans, and the shared biosphere.
The pandemic is a historical rupture. It’s also an opening for reworlding––as one recent
meme says, “There is no going back to normal because “normal” was the problem.” As a
group of activists and scholars from the Feminisms and Degrowth Alliance (FaDA)1, we take
this opportunity to reflect on how we can, from our diverse positions, face this moment,
organize, and collectively imagine radical alternative modes of living: those with more time for
community, relationship building, and care for each other as well as the non-human world.
This collaborative reflection is motivated by the following concerns: First we would like to
stress that this crisis is NOT our degrowth. Secondly, we want to clarify what an intentional
(feminist) degrowth project means, and why it is more necessary now than ever. Thirdly, we
want to bring attention to dimensions of care and reproductive work that have been so
centrally relied upon, yet so invisible and neglected, in this pandemic. Finally, we want to
offer proposals for how this crisis can help us move towards care-full economies in the long
term.
GDP is plummeting, resource use exploitation and pollution are declining, CO2 emissions
have fallen, and in some places non-human life is able to reinhabit spaces made through
diminished human activity. At a first glance, these items might read like a degrowthers’ or
environmentalists’ wishlist, and yet we want to underline that the slowdown in the global
economy provoked by the pandemic is NOT to be confused with feminist degrowth. On the
contrary, some responses by dominant actors present worrisome and dangerous paths within
surveillance, authoritarianism, and ecofascism. As the slogan proclaimed in the context of the
last financial crisis: “your austerity is not our degrowth.”
Economic recessions or depressions are crises, they are not equitable to care-full social
transformations, and they serve nothing to disentangle economic models from biophysical
impossibilities of indefinite capitalist growth. Feminist degrowth embodies the vision of a
radical transformation towards a just, sustainable, and convivial society brought about by
voluntary change. Degrowth is an umbrella term for visions of doing economies otherwise, in
ways which do not have growth and accumulation as their overriding aim but instead focus
on care, well-being, conviviality, solidarity, provisioning economies, commons and
commoning, and a concern for equality, human flourishing, and meeting basic needs as
defined in context. It is rooted in collective, and democratic decision making.
3

What follows is a copy of the article originally published on Degrowth.info. Please find the original publication here: https://
www.degrowth.info/en/feminisms-and-degrowth-alliance-fada/collective-research-notebook/
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Responses to the crisis in some quarters have included a much-needed re-evaluation of
public collective goods and infrastructures, and an acknowledgment of governments’ capacity
and responsibility to provide for their citizens, moves on which we want to build. However, we
must be wary and vigilant against other visions seeking to capitalize on this moment that may
mobilize inequality, authoritarianism, austerity, and repression. This includes Silicon Valley
fantasies of provisioning to those who can afford it via Amazon drones, the fortification of
global hyper-surveillance states, and a further deregulation of wage work which is already
being implemented in many places. Many who are dropped from formal, more stable
employment in the context of this crisis will not recover it afterwards, as countries pass
special legislation allowing precarious contracts and short-time work in order to “save”
businesses. Meanwhile, interventions to flatten the curve of contagion rely on repression
including militarization of countries such as Ecuador, India, and Kenya, to enforce physical
distancing in absence of a functional public health system, opening the way for recurrent
human rights violations.
Our intervention therefore asks: how can we use this moment to democratically rebuild social
organization of labor and care work? To reconstruct the realm of public welfare that has been
so depleted by decades of neoliberalism, austerity, structural adjustment, and the
privatization of education and healthcare? How can this opening lead our economies towards
emancipation from the grips of the growth paradigm founded in heteropatriarchal capitalist
principles? A feminist degrowth project calls for an end to the subalternization of reproduction
in service to the realm of production.
We suggest here some priorities behind an intentional degrowth informed by a democratic
and feminist approach that empowers all facets of society to engage, mobilize, and
transform:
1. Towards a Provisioning Economy: Recognize and regenerate social and ecological
reproductive capacities
As all but essential services are locked down, this crisis invites us to (re)consider the nature
of the essential and the superfluous. As “productive” enterprises are shuttered, the material
bases that sustain and regenerate life and that which we cannot live without are starkly
emphasized. Some have termed those material bases the provisioning economy, one which
provides what people actually need for their well-being and reproduction. This refocusing on
basic material needs has sparked appreciation for the farmers who grow our food, to the
supermarket workers who stack the shelves.
This capacity to provide is further based on the maintenance, recycling, repair, and
restoration of environmental, infrastructural and social resources. These undergird social and
environmental reproduction and are sometimes termed the reproductive economy––the work
done to reproduce ourselves. It includes unpaid work in the home, as well the protection,
regeneration and defense of the ecological capacities to reproduce life, often led by
peasants, activists and Indigenous peoples who engage in care-full work and struggles to
feed the soil, to keep water sources free from contamination and air unpolluted. Their
reproductive and care labor has been considered free of charge and available for
exploitation, while the including air, water, and soil fertility have been long considered a “free
gift” to capitalism.
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Focusing on provisioning and the reproductive economy brings economics back to its core.
The word economics comes from the Greek oikonomia, which means administration of the
household. A feminist degrowth calls for restructuring our economy to shift the emphasis from
the production of things to feed the growth imperative and endless desires, and towards the
reproduction and provisioning of life and meeting needs. It is crucial to foster this provisioning
set-up of economic practice––without romanticizing ideas of the ‘local’ or forgetting gendered
impacts of any economic transformation.
The sustainability of life should constitute the main goal of social organization. This requires
the recognition, regeneration and strengthening of social and ecological reproductive
capacities as well as a transformation of markets and modes of exchange as modes of
provisioning.
Therefore, we urgently call for a society that not only stays within planetary boundaries, but
replenishes and boosts both social and ecological reproductive capacities. One example are
food systems based on small peasant agriculture or community supported organic agriculture
which both increase local resilience, support the regeneration of the soil and reduce
dependence on global supply chains.
2. Home as a site of production and reproduction
“I stay at home because I care for the vulnerable” is a common phrase we hear to promote
physical distancing (problematically called social distancing) in this uniquely uncertain time.
Unpacking this call for retreat into the domestic sphere as an act of caring brings up multiple
questions. Who gets to stay home safely? Who are the vulnerable? And how can we care for
others beyond isolation?
Firstly, we should note that the home as refuge is made luxury under existing capitalist social
organization. The wealthy are those who have the luxury to shelter in place and maintain
their salaries, the disadvantaged less so. In some cases, their work cannot be done from
home. Some have to go out to care for others. Others don’t have a home at all. The virus, like
pollution, is not democratic. It discriminates across structural inequalities, modulated by forms
of oppression and discrimination which cumulate and interlock across gender, race, class,
(dis)ability, age, and place, among others. Men are dying in higher numbers due to Covid-19
across all locations. In the US, black communities are more impacted, to give only some
examples.
Further, the home is not always a safe space. Measures to restrict movement confine
vulnerable people to the same space with their abusers leading to increasing levels of
domestic violence against mainly women and children. As employers expect people to do
care work and wage work at the same time, either in home offices, in their factories or on
their fields, while replacing teachers at home, without due attention, gendered divisions of
labor become ever more defined and unequal. This collision of wage work and care work in
the home has starkly revealed what feminist scholars have always pointed out: that the
household has always been a work-place and that the workplace depends on the household
whether or not they are the same place or different places.
Finally, we must ask how we can center care for each other and our communities and social
solidarity while maintaining physical distance. How can the conviviality and solidarity integral
to degrowth thrive over alienation in these moments? While the state assumes that all
households are made up of hetero-patriarchal families, and these will serve as safety nets to
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absorb the social and economic dislocations of this crisis; the reality is that in many countries,
the most common household type is a single person.
This atomization means that forms of practical solidarity and, in fact, social proximity are
needed. All over the world, communities are building support and care networks that reach
beyond the heteropatriarchal nuclear family, and that support and interconnect members of
non-nuclear family households, which make up the majority in every country. We share the
enthusiasm of anarchist thinkers for affinity groups as one model for recreating networks of
“odd-kin” rather than “god-kin” (in Haraway’s words) for surviving the virus. They suggest that
by choosing a group of people you trust and with whom you share similar risk factors and
levels of risk tolerance, we can joyously engage in togetherness and care now to preserve
our mental and physical health. Such affinity groups can then be connected in broader
groups of mutual aid which can engage in broader practical solidarity with the homeless,
migrants and refugees, and collective mobilization and support for each other’s struggles and
resistance––from rent strikes and labor movements to direct solidarity with care workers,
LGBTIQA+ and prisoners´ rights groups.
Creating these networks of care now, beyond our homes, can overcome alienation and
provide fertile ground for the necessary collective mobilization to create the futures we want
in this historic moment. Further it can help us imagine more collective ways to organize the
reproduction of their lives, while relying on commoning, community resources and attending
community needs.
3. Towards a Caring Economy. Care Labor and Care Income
In most countries today, the majority of nurses, health aids, and child-care workers are
women, while essential positions where men are concentrated include hospital orderlies,
garbage collectors, agricultural laborers, doctors, delivery-people, and others. Many of these
essential positions are occupied by informalized, undocumented, or migrant workers. As
such, these workers face specific difficulties accessing public health and welfare services. If
they fall sick they likely will still have to continue to work. So they also face greater risk of
being fired or criminalized, as in many cases they will be forced to choose between hunger
and health.
We consider degrowth a question of regeneration. While many aspects of our global
economy need to degrow, some critical democratic infrastructures, such as infrastructures of
care, will have to flourish. Therefore, we need to invest in transformative policies that center
around the (re)production of life and the commoning of care. In a feminist degrowth future,
the provision of community, domestic, and environmental care beyond the market and the
state will be based on radically different logics than profit maximization, competition, or
efficiency. We therefore also call for the socialization of all universal health care, the
socialization of utilities, the decommodification of food, housing, medicines, education, and
other basic services.
This pandemic has raised the pitch of calls for a Universal Basic Income (UBI), by actors
ranging from Pope Francis to the Spanish Parliament and US tech venture capitalist Andrew
Yang. Defined as a modest sum paid monthly to each resident to secure conditions of life,
the UBI has been advocated as part of wide-ranging visions and purposes. Degrowth aligns
with those proposals that seek material conditions that can liberate individuals from
exploitative employment, support transformation away from environmentally-damaging
11
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regimes, and help move beyond battles of jobs vs. environment toward politics that address
viable livelihoods as inseparable from a sustainable earth.
As feminist advocates of degrowth, we propose a Care Income that builds on and differs from
other proposals by foregrounding the social recognition of unpaid and gendered care work
that we all perform to sustain the life and wellbeing of households and communities. Care
income seeks to foster equity and solidarity by conceptualizing this income as an investment
out of common wealth in capacities for all citizens to take care of ourselves, our kin, and
others. For example, we support the call for a care income by the Global Women’s Strike
(GWS) and Women of Color GWS, which urges governments to recognize the indispensable
role of (re)productive work of life and survival, that we now depend on even more than ever.
4. Towards a Solidarity Economy
In the immediacy of the pandemic, we need to strengthen existing affinity groups, mutual aid
networks, and all related efforts. We acknowledge that solidarity comes in many forms.
Therefore, we need to support each other’s struggles and resistance––from rent strikes and
labor movements, to direct mutual aid solidarity with precarious care workers, unhoused
persons, and prisoners. In recognition of the enduring coloniality of North-South relations, a
global foreign debt relief for states in Africa, Latin America, and Asia.
We need long-term structural solutions to protect those who are vulnerable. We need
shelters, sanctuaries and direct support for refugees, undocumented people, and the
homeless. We also need the decarceration of immigrant detention centers and prisons, as a
proven proliferation ground for community spread magnified by systemic human rights
abuses, and as a further claim for a united effort for care-full transformation. Care-based
crises can’t be solved by mass incarceration, or the closure of national borders. Degrowth is
about planetary thresholds, not borders. The pandemic shows us that life (and its backside,
death) does not recognize borders, but it does hinge on limits, for example, as deforestation
from agro-industry incurs into forestlands and viruses jump from displaced wildlife to livestock
and then to humans.
For now, world leaders are focusing on saving the economy. They need to focus instead on
saving the biosphere, by way of swift policies like a solidarity-based Global Green New Deal.
We don’t need to choose between jobs or climate protection, nor do we want to return back
to ‘normal’ life or business as usual. The pandemic reveals that climate policy will require a
much wiser, better-organized approach than ‘normal’. Given the global climate thresholds we
have already unleashed, this concerns everybody’s survival although vulnerabilities vary
strongly: while the resulting crises are distant and punctual for the privileged, their effects are
disproportionate on the most vulnerable.
The pandemic offers an unprecedented, vital insight: the true, total interdependence of all
humans on the biosphere. It reveals the interdependent and systemic way in which we must
transform economies in the face of the growing climate and environmental emergencies to
foreground care for humans and the environment. We need an economics based first and
foremost in care, stewardship, cooperation, sharing, and commoning. For industrialized
societies, this means vast resource and wealth redistribution, sweeping protection of
ecosystems and biodiversity, as well as degrowth, and decarbonization of the economy. This
must include social and environmental justice that make up for centuries of coloniality and
plunder.
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Change needs to be systemic to match the scale of the emergency and the inequalities
uncovered and reproduced by the pandemic. This crisis can and should be used as a
collective learning point for a transformation towards an alternative feminist degrowth future.
We demand a more care-full world!
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C. In-depth readings (17 pages)

C.1 DECOUPLING4
Timothée Parrique
Is economic growth compatible with ecological sustainability? To answer this question, we
need to talk about decoupling. The term ‘decoupling’ refers to the possibility of detaching
economic growth from environmental pressures. Economic growth is a measure of market
activity, most often Gross Domestic Product (GDP), while environmental pressures include all
the consequences an economy has on nature – a useful distinction being between resource
use (materials, energy, water, and land) and environmental impacts (e.g. climate change,
water pollution, biodiversity loss).
Generally speaking, two variables are said to be ‘coupled’ if one evolves in proportion with
the other (e.g. more of A means more of B), and they decouple when they cease to do so.
What matters for sustainability is the nature of that decoupling: its magnitude, scale,
durability, and how effective it is in achieving environmental targets.
Relative or weak decoupling, for example between GDP and carbon emissions, refers to a
situation where the emissions per unit of economic output decline but not fast enough to
compensate for the simultaneous increase in output over the same period, resulting in an
overall increase in total emissions. Said differently: even though production is relatively
cleaner, total environmental pressure still goes up because more goods and services are
produced. Absolute or strong decoupling, on the other hand, is a situation where, to stay with
the same example, more GDP coincides with lower emissions.
Local decoupling refers to cases where decoupling is observed in one specific place (e.g.
decoupling of water consumption and GDP in Australia), while global decoupling occurs at
the planetary scale. Also, decoupling can be temporary or permanent –just as GDP and
environmental pressures can decouple at one point in time, they can also recouple later on.
Finally, decoupling can be evaluated based on its magnitude and fairness. Decoupling can
be either sufficient or insufficient in reaching a specific mitigation target. And following the
principle of shared but differentiated responsibilities, decoupling needs to be sufficiently large
in affluent countries in order to free the ecological space necessary for consumption in
regions where basic needs are unmet.
Green growth vs. degrowth
The debate on decoupling has two main sides. Proponents of “green growth” expect
efficiency to enable more economic activity at a lower environmental cost; on the other hand,
advocates of “degrowth” appeal to sufficiency, arguing that less goods and services is the
surest road to ecological sustainability.

4

What follows is a copy of the entry “Decoupling” in the articles’ series Resources for a better future of Uneven Earth. A
copy can be retrieved at www.unevenearth.org
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Many proponents of the green growth narrative have put forward that economic growth
inevitably leads to more efficiency and, therefore, to reduced environmental costs. In the
1990s several economists conducted empirical work that led them to believe that economic
growth was negatively correlated with environmental pressures. Environmental damages
would first grow but then decline. This inverted bell-shaped development came to be referred
to as an Environmental Kuznets Curve, named after economist Simon Kuznets, who, in the
1950s, proposed that, as a society industrializes, it would first become more unequal, and
then less. Over the years, scholars developed several theoretical reasons to explain such
phenomena. For example, as income per capita grows, basic needs get satisfied and nations
can afford to dedicate more of their attention and resources towards environmental
protection. Another explanation is that richer nations’ industries are able to develop and
afford cleaner and less resource-intensive technologies. They also transition from industrial
activities to services, which are assumed to be less natural resource-intensive.
However, it is now widely recognised that decoupling does not occur naturally by the mere
fact of a country increasing its GDP—thereby complicating the Environmental Kuznets Curve
hypothesis. Responding to this, some argue that policies such as carbon taxes, quota
markets, and other regulations could foster it. Many also argue that a shift to clean energies,
the establishment of a circular economy, incentives for environmentally-friendly consumption,
turning products into services, and ecological innovations like, for example, exhaust filters,
water-saving irrigation systems, and carbon capture and storage could make decoupling
happen.
For green growth advocates, decoupling is either inevitable or has not yet occurred because
of lack of adequate policies and technological development. Degrowth proponents, however,
argue that the reason why this long-awaited decoupling has not yet occurred is that because
it is impossible. Here is a list of seven reasons why this is so:
(1) Rising energy expenditures. It takes energy to extract resources. The less accessible
the resource, the higher the energy bill. Because the most accessible resources have already
been used, the extraction of remaining stocks is a more resource- and energy-intensive
process, resulting in a rising total environmental degradation per unit of resource extracted.
(2) Rebound effects. Efficiency improvements are often partly or totally compensated by a
reallocation of saved resources and money to either more of the same consumption (e.g.
using a fuel-efficient car more often), or other impactful consumptions (e.g. buying plane
tickets for remote holidays with the money saved from spending on meat). It can also
generate structural changes in the economy that induce higher consumption (e.g. more fuelefficient cars reinforce a car-based transport system at the expense of greener alternatives,
such as public transport and cycling).
(3) Problem shifting. Technological solutions to one environmental problem can create new
ones and/or exacerbate others (e.g. the production of electric cars puts pressure on lithium,
copper, and cobalt resources; nuclear power generation produces nuclear risks and logistic
concerns regarding nuclear waste disposal).
(4) The underestimated impact of services. The service economy can only exist on top of
the material economy, not instead of it. Services have a significant footprint that often adds
to, rather than substitutes, that of goods.
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(5) Limited potential of recycling. Recycling rates are currently low and only slowly
increasing, and recycling processes generally still require a significant amount of energy and
raw materials. Most importantly, in the same way that a snake cannot build a larger skin out
of the scraps of its previous, smaller one, a growing economy cannot rely on recycled
materials alone.
(6) Insufficient and inappropriate technological change. Technological progress is not
targeting the factors of production that matter for ecological sustainability (it saves labour and
not natural resources) and not leading to the type of innovations that reduce environmental
pressures (it is more profitable to develop new extraction techniques than it is to develop new
recycling techniques); it is not disruptive enough as it fails to displace other undesirable
technologies (solar panels are being used in addition to coal plants and not instead of it); and
it is not in itself fast enough to enable a sufficient decoupling.
(7) Cost shifting. In competitive, growth-oriented economies, firms have incentives to
relocate activities where environmental regulations are the lowest. What has been observed
and termed as decoupling in some local cases was generally only apparent decoupling
resulting mostly from an externalisation of environmental impact from high-consumption to
low-consumption countries enabled by international trade.
Empirical evidence for decoupling
The validity of the green growth discourse relies on the assumption of an absolute,
permanent, global, large and fast enough decoupling of economic growth from all critical
environmental pressures. As Parrique et al. (2019) have recently showed, there is no
empirical evidence for such a decoupling currently happening. Whether for materials, energy,
water, greenhouse gases, land, water pollutants, and biodiversity loss, decoupling is either
only relative, and/or observed only temporarily, and/or only locally. In most cases, decoupling
is relative. When absolute decoupling occurs, it is only observed during rather short periods
of time, concerning only certain resources or impacts, for specific locations, and with very
small rates of mitigation.
Debunking the decoupling hypothesis
The decoupling hypothesis has played an important role in legitimating a growth-based
economy with a disastrous record in terms of social-ecological justice. Its meagre
achievements in the last two decades cast serious doubt as to whether prospects for the
future are better. Given the historical correlation of market activity and environmental
pressures, relying on decoupling alone to solve environmental problems is an extremely risky
and irresponsible bet. Until GDP is actually decoupled, any additional production will require
a larger effort in reductions of resource and impact intensity to stay away from resource
conflicts and ecological breakdown. Decoupling should today be recognised as what it is, a
figment of statistical imagination. This should prompt us to reframe the debate altogether:
what we need to decouple is not economic growth from environmental pressure but
prosperity and the good life from economic growth.
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C.2 Not So Natural an Alliance? Degrowth and Environmental Justice
Movements in the Global South5
Beatriz Rodríguez-Labajos et al.
ABSTRACT
Both environmental justice (EJ) and degrowth movements warn against increasing the
physical size of the economy. They both oppose extractivism and debt-fuelled economies, as
well as the untrammelled profit motive which fails to incorporate full environmental and social
costs. They both rely upon social movements that have led scholarship in its activities and
achievements, in part through challenging power structures. Therefore, some argue the
existence of an obvious alliance between degrowth and EJ movements in the Global South.
Yet, direct observation unveils concerns from EJ activists in the Global South about the
plausibility of alliances until some significant divergences have been examined and
reconciled. Activists inspire, promote and disseminate transformations that overcome several
forms of domination. Their perspectives on degrowth advance informed cooperation. Our aim
is thus to systematically evaluate tensions and possible analogies between the scope of
action of EJ organisations operating in the Global South and the main propositions of the
Degrowth movement. The argument relies on methodical scrutiny of core themes in the
degrowth debate by critical thinkers in the Global South. It incorporates insights from EJ
struggles in Ecuador, Italy, Kenya, Nigeria, South Africa, Uruguay, with important implications
in Brazil, Mozambique, and Indonesia. The paper contributes to an exploration of the
implications of the degrowth debate for the Global South, with the purpose of strengthening
potential synergies, through an assertive recognition of the barriers to doing so.
Keywords: Degrowth; Environmental justice; Global South; Activism; Alliances; Socioenvironmental conflicts
1. Introduction
For more than a decade, the globalisation of the environmental justice (EJ) discourse has
been presented either as a case of diffusion abroad from its formulation in the United States
(Carruthers, 2008; Sze and London, 2008), or as the outcome of claims from diverse
movements struggling against similar problems around the globe (Sikor and Newell, 2014).
Today, the two-way nature of this globalisation of ideas is well established, and made
apparent through the infusion of EJ notions from movements in the South, in the campaigns
of their northern counterparts (Agyeman et al., 2016). The central roles of the climate debt
concept and opposition to financialising emissions in climate justice campaigns are cases in
point (Schlosberg and Collins, 2014; Warlenius, 2017).
Grassroots organisations leading EJ movements in the South have thus contributed greatly
to expanding a shared vocabulary which academic researchers have also refined in their
studies (Martinez-Alier et al., 2014). Activists and environmental defenders in the South
denounce and resist mechanisms of domination and dispossession in a variety of fields, from
food to energy production (Giunta, 2014; Obi, 2010). They confront directly the industries and
5

What follows is a copy of the article originally published on Ecological Economics, Volume 157, March 2019, under the
Creative Commons license CC BY-NC-ND 4.0.
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environmental criminals that operate such mechanisms (White, 2013), despite this
threatening their own lives (The Guardian, Global Witness, 2018). EJ organisations in the
South are not only pioneers in initiatives that could reshape international environmental
agendas (Oilwatch, 2015), but they also put forward alternative visions and transformative
pathways for society, from a radically democratic and egalitarian stance (Kothari, 2014).
Understandably, degrowth movements have looked towards these EJ organisations when
searching for allies. Besides the trust built as a result of consistent counterhegemonic
activism in their respective geographic domains (Hosseini et al., 2017; Loureiro and
Layrargues, 2013), movements for EJ in the South and degrowth in the North share further
matters of concern. One is the increase in the physical size of the economy –a long-held
tenet of ecological economics– as well as issues of democracy and social justice (Pueyo,
2014; Sachs, 2002). Extractivism and debt-fuelled economies are their common enemies
(Brand et al., 2017; Gerber, 2015; Hornborg and Martinez-Alier, 2016). Importantly, they both
rely on social movements which have led an engaged scholarship in its activities and
achievements (Demmer and Hummel, 2017; Martinez-Alier et al., 2014).
Some argue the existence of an obvious alliance between degrowth and EJ movements in
the Global South (Martínez-Alier, 2012). Recent works based on the analysis of different
empirical contexts in South Asia and Latin America confirm this perspective (Gerber and
Raina, 2018; Otto, 2017). This development is also consistent with the turn of the degrowth
movements –particularly after the 2014 International Degrowth Conference held in Leipzig,
Germany– to explicitly search for alliances with other critical currents and initiatives around
the globe (Burkhart et al., 2016).
Along with the search for commonalities, there are definite tensions between degrowth and
transition discourses such as postdevelopment (Escobar, 2015). In a similar vein, direct
observation reveals concerns from EJ activists in the South about the plausibility for
alliances, until some significant divergences are examined. These concerns were originally
sparked in discussions within the collaborative project ‘Environmental Justice Organisations,
Liabilities and Trade’ (EJOLT) (Martinez-Alier et al., 2011). EJOLT united activists and
academics in coproducing a variety of EJ-related studies, such as collective reports on topics
such as tree plantations (Overbeek et al., 2012), mining conflicts (Özkaynak et al., 2012),
and land grabbing (GRAIN et al., 2014). The compilation of a global database of EJ conflicts
also initiated at that time (Temper et al., 2015), enabled sound analyses about the civil
society organisations involved in the conflicts (Aydin et al., 2017).
All in all, this space of collaboration served to reinforce the significance of movements with
radical views which bring the dominant societal model into question. While doing this, the
movements inspire, promote and disseminate transformative actions that tackle the roots
causes of today's socio-environmental problems. Arguably, gaining such movements' critical
perspectives on degrowth is crucial in promoting informed cooperation. Examining
perceptions from the South also helps counterbalance the fact that most degrowth literature
is generated from high-income countries (Weiss and Cattaneo, 2017). The likely clash of
ethical assumptions regarding notions of justice and lifestyles (Muraca, 2013, Muraca, 2012)
provides another reason to incorporate a southern lens into the debate.
Therefore, this paper aims to systematically evaluate both the main tensions and possible
analogies between the actions of environmental justice organisations in the Global South and
the propositions of the degrowth movement. Our purpose is to contribute to a strengthening
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of potential synergies, through an assertive recognition of the barriers to do so. In particular,
we offer responses to the following questions:
a) What are the main concerns or critiques from environmental justice organisations in

the South about degrowth's propositions?
b) What are the analogies or equivalences between core themes in the degrowth debate
and environmental justice movements, in the countries where specific environmental
justice organisations operate?
This paper is intended for audiences that are familiar with the degrowth discourse and want
to better understand how it is perceived in different parts of the world. It introduces an activist
perspective which the present authors deem still to be missing in the literature.
To this end, the following section presents the methods employed. Subsequently, results and
discussion are organised in two sections. The first section develops a nuanced analysis of
why the alliance between degrowth and EJ movements is not straightforward. The second
section highlights an assortment of analogies, which provide reason to think that the start of a
conversation between the two movements is possible. The final section concludes, offering
some recommendations which might foster such conversation.
2. Methods
Our argument is based on scrutinising core themes in degrowth debates through semistructured interviews. Interviewees are critical thinkers who worked in environmental justice
organisations (EJOs) involved in the EJOLT project. These EJOs are the Acción Ecológica, A
Sud, the Center for Civil Society, Nature Kenya, Environmental Rights Action/Friends of the
Earth Nigeria and the World Rainforest Movement. While the claims in this article are
informed by the work within these organisations, they do not necessarily reflect the views of
specific individuals and organisations, which are as plural as the composition of the
organisations themselves. The views of participants do not guarantee that all EJ perspectives
are represented. Still, the discussion incorporates insights from EJ struggles in Ecuador,
Italy, Kenya, Nigeria, South Africa, Uruguay, with important implications in Brazil,
Mozambique, and Indonesia. The interviewees are experienced activists, having worked
consistently in their respective fields for periods ranging from ten years to over three
decades. As such, they have a solid knowledge of EJ discussions around mining,
industrial plantations, oil and gas extraction, mega-infrastructures, agrodiversity, nature
conservation, climate change and water management.
It is worth mentioning that by ‘South’ we mean lower income countries otherwise referred to
as ‘Third World’, ‘Periphery’, or ‘Developing countries’. Inequalities affect all countries.
Therefore, by ‘Global South’ we mean territories both in the South and in the poorer regions
of the North impacted by a “history of colonialism, neo-imperialism, and differential economic
and social change” (Dados and Connell, 2012: 13).
Once the idea of producing this paper was agreed, the subsequent task was to formulate
questions whose answers could be supportive of an informed rapprochement of degrowth
and EJ in the South. In line with principles of collaborative research (Jull et al., 2017; Kishk
Anaquot Health Research, 2008), interviewees are acknowledged as co-authors and as such
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were integrated into the research design. The resulting interview script is presented in Annex
1.
There is no unified set of proposals among degrowth movements, admittedly diverse in their
transformative approaches (Eversberg and Shmelzer, 2018). Prior to the interviews, some
participants have attended degrowth-related events (conferences or talks). For
supplementary information, some core themes were identified using the topics presented as
‘dimensions of degrowth’ in the website of the organisation ‘Research and Degrowth’ (R&D).
These topics were used to create working groups at the Second International Conference on
Economic Degrowth for Ecological Sustainability and Social Equity, in Barcelona. Members
of R&D have supported the respective organising committees of the degrowth conferences
since 2012. The themes in question are: time, resources availability, hard infrastructure,
finances, institutions and socio-economic organisation, social comparison, material needs,
and consumer imaginary (R&D, 2010).
After a round of individual responses (either through face-to-face interviews or email
exchange), the verbatim transcriptions were coded. The codes were then structured around
arguments against and for an alliance between EJ movements in the South and degrowth.
The arguments were further elaborated by the authors after being discussed at several
international fora. They are presented below in a discussion with the relevant literature.
As a note for self-assessment, the authors are aware of the pervasive issue of power
relations involved in translations, and in encounters between possible allies that are distant
from each other and have different histories (Lohmann, 2015). This cannot be fully
prevented. Where there is disagreement, the different views are reported. The exercise does
not aim to produce consensus, or a comprehensive account, but rather to map notions which
may be considered as central in the debate.
3. Not So Natural an Alliance! Really? But Why?
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Mounting evidence shows increasing global inequalities, both in high-income and low-income
countries. Among the 34 OECD members, the richest 10% of the population earn about 9
times the income of the poorest 10% (OECD, 2018). Countries that have exceeded
expectations in their growth-oriented projects – such as China, with 2.4 m millionaires living in
the country in 2013, projected to double in 2015 – observe widening inequalities in wealth
and incomes (Hassan,
2016).
One might imagine that
these striking realities
could contribute to the
development of synergies
between
movements
seeking EJ in the Global
South and the critics to
growth. In fact, the idea
of an ‘obvious’ alliance
with degrowth movement
s bothers some people in
EJ movements of the
South. Table 1 compiles
some of reasons why this
might be, based on
responses
from
the
interviews.
A
further
elaboration
of
these
ideas follows in the
remainder of the section.
3.1. Degrowth is Not an
Appealing Term in the
Global South
In parts of Africa, Latin
America and many other
regions of the Global
South, including poor
and
marginalised
communities in Northern
countries,
the
term
degrowth
is
not
appealing, and does not
match
people's
demands. In fact, there
are debates about the
provocative
term
‘degrowth’ within the
degrowth discourse itself
(Asara
et
al.,
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2015; Drews and Antal, 2016). The cultural and historical differences between Northern and
Southern countries and their societies, and the different struggles people and movements
have gone through should also be considered in this debate.
On the one hand, ideas like ‘frugal living’ (Manno, 2011; Videira et al., 2009) or creating
‘beautifully poor’ spaces (Leblanc, 2017) may not be received sympathetically when one has
grown up in a slum or a favela with unambiguous deficiencies of sanitation or public
education. For many people in the South – especially social movements – ‘degrowth’ will not
make sense because of their own history and experiences, having often suffered from
situations of poverty and scarcity of the most basic needs. Some ‘growth’ to reach more
security in terms of survival is regarded logical. Therefore, focusing the struggle on degrowth
is not only perceived as ‘missing the point’, but is also in some ways a ‘luxury’ debate.
Those who might be willing to discuss this in Southern countries are often more middle-class,
urban, academic or NGO workers, who do not know poverty from their own experience. In
the view of the interviewees, pushing for a debate on degrowth in Africa or India, or even less
advantaged European communities, would not get very far. In these places, the overall
discourse of ‘degrowing’ might seem farfetched and a concern of elites. The understanding of
the idea requires a context of overall welfare and over-consumption from which to degrow.
This is a major issue. As revolutionary socialists have put it, how can we explain ‘uneven and
combined development’ (Davidson, 2017; Justin Rosenberg, 1996) in world historical terms,
so that the main burden of world degrowth falls upon those who have accumulated most
already, and the opportunities for meeting social needs and enjoying the benefits
of modernisation (electricity, water systems, the internet, etc.) can be transferred to the
world's poorest?
On the other hand, the use of the term ‘degrowth’ is in itself negative and goes against the
mindset and basic principles of living and working hard. Degrowth scholars have responded
to this issue of framing (Asara et al., 2015) by stressing the need to decolonise the social
imaginary from the never-ending pursuit of accumulation, changing our language to produce,
from today, a subversive tomorrow (Kallis and March, 2015). However, positive meanings of
the term ‘growth’ are also fundamental to the imaginaries and agendas of EJ movements in
the South: healthy children grow, staple crops grow, ideas grow, creativity grows, autonomy
and sovereignty grow… so why should the South support the idea of not growing? Should EJ
movements not grow? Should resistance and alternatives to ecologically damaging projects
not grow? Family and child care systems, should they not grow? What about small-scale
organic agriculture, both in the South and in the North?
This position brings us back to analogous debates among some ecological economists in the
North contesting the term Degrowth. They ask ‘degrowth of what?’, claiming that degrowth
gives excessive importance to changing standard macroeconomic indicators, leaving aside
the real need to recognise the material boundaries of the economic system (Naredo, 2011).
In line with some concerns expressed in the current project, these economists also argue that
the term degrowth does not effectively communicate alternatives, which highlights the need
to think carefully about the labels given to transformative movements (Drews and Antal,
2016).
On the top of the reasons above, the economic crisis and austerity policies play a role in
people's reluctance. Voluntary degrowth is directed at elites in the North, and its supporters
emphasize that it does not equate to recession (Asara et al., 2015). Yet more and more
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people living in precarious conditions both in the North and the South draw this equivalence
between degrowth and austerity measures. For them, austerity is an unwelcomed degrowth
strategy for the poor.
3.2. Beyond Detached Terms, Detached Ideas?
Together with the barriers of understanding regarding the use of the term ‘degrowth’, the
interviewees express concerns on the concepts and ideas behind it. Take, for instance, the
degrowth proposals on time allocation. The Western idea of ‘time’ clashes with that of the
‘pueblos’ (communities, people), the aboriginal or indigenous temporalities (like the Andean
‘Pacha’), and the times of nature. What does ‘reduction of the working time’ as studied by
degrowth researchers (see, e.g., Shao and Rodríguez-Labajos, 2016) mean then?
Questions are raised as to what extent degrowth movements recognise and understand the
multiple meanings of time(s) in the South, particularly in those countries characterised by
plurinationalism, multiculturality and pluriversality. Conceptions of time allocation involved in
these debates are categorically diverse and preclude homogeneity and comparability.
Following this example, the interviewees argue that each of the core topics in the degrowth
debates (e.g., limits, resource availability, and consumer imaginary) may generate a similar
reaction. Ultimately, many ideas present in the degrowth approach are perceived as very
anthropocentric, and far too influenced by economic theory. This is in part attributed to
degrowth's “insufficiently developed critique of modernity” (Escobar, 2015:456). At this point,
the EJ organisations invite degrowth to learn about non-anthropocentric thinking and
practices from people in Latin America when conceiving of radical transitions.
Clarification is demanded on the concrete meaning of degrowth measures. For instance, in
Nigeria, and more generally in Africa, energy production is increasing yet there is more
inequality and energy poverty. This seems an analogous problem to that which degrowth
presents. But what would degrowth mean in this context? Freezing production, increasing
equity, increasing assets? Widening access to people who do not have access to energy? Is
this just another word for energy transition? A certain level of contradiction is likely in the
answers to these questions.
As argued below, degrowth generates sympathy among the social movements in the South.
However, some degrowth ideas still sound too pragmatic for many groups in the Global
South. In the realities which EJOs have been working in (for instance, in Brazil), social
movements are concerned with political strategies, and tactics that can contribute to them, to
transform the dominant model. In this respect, the problem with the degrowth debate is that it
frames the issues very differently from how the diverse Southern groups and movements
organize and discuss problems. This creates barriers in communication.
Related to this, what would probably call for the most attention is that the way degrowth
´strategies´ are approached and disseminated. In Southern social movements –which work in
terms of what often is called ‘political strategy’– it would be surprising for a movement to
publish its strategy openly on a website. The set of degrowth proposals are seen as a
confusing mix of strategies and tactics, a point also made by Cosme et al. (2017). This point
is not trivial, because EJOs –as experienced political actors– are aware of the ways effective
alliances and networks between groups and movements are built (Aydin et al., 2017). For
instance, another EJO points out the convenience of creating alliances with consumer
organisations at the tactical (specific-goal oriented) rather than strategic (generic) level.
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Building of ongoing joint initiatives between organisations in the South and in the North is
seen favourably as a learning base for constructing strategic alliances. Therefore, shared
approaches to both political and organisational developments are essential.
3.3. Communication and Dissemination Issues
While formally educated people may not find problems accessing the messages of the
degrowth debate, the situation is different for people involved in EJ struggles, both in the
North and the South. In the Global South, the concept of degrowth is relatively new
(especially in Africa) and the interviewees reported a very limited presence of the debates
within their communities.
The most common pathway to learn about degrowth seems to be participating in conferences
or learning about the international degrowth conferences held in the past. This convinced at
least one of the interviewees of the robustness of degrowth as an intellectual and political
current. The internet is another source of information, for instance, through mailing lists or
online fora (e.g., on biological conservation or consumption). Direct interaction with
degrowthers via other civil society groups, or through common projects (e.g., EJOLT) was
also mentioned. In one case, interaction with degrowth came while collaborating in the
preparation of a documentary series (Story of Stuff).
Both during the EJOs' local work with communities and social movements, and with
international networks, the interviewees noticed few or no mention of degrowth among
Southern groups. To compare this with evidence of public attention to degrowth vis-à-vis EJ,
we used Google Trends.1 This resource does not unveil patterns for activists only, who might
in fact be reluctant to use corporate web browsers, however it helps to get an idea of the
general interest on topics over time and in different countries. Two key findings emerge from
this.
Firstly, environmental justice – an older set of movements – generated twice as much
curiosity as degrowth at the beginning of the period of recorded data (2004). However, this
situation reversed as interest in degrowth increased globally and reached its peak in 2009. At
this time, the gap in relation to the less searched-for EJ terms was around 30%. Presently,
both debates generate similar levels of curiosity. Unsurprisingly, the number of total queries
has vastly increased over the years, but the comparisons presented here are in relative
terms. As a reference point, the term ‘financial crisis’ generated 4.4 times more search
interest than ‘degrowth’ over the same period (and ‘terrorism’, 34 times more).
Secondly, focussing on the location of the queries, interest in EJ dominates over degrowth in
the countries of some of the interviewees, including South Africa, Kenya, Nigeria, and Brazil.
In contrast, general curiosity in degrowth is superior to EJ in Ecuador, Uruguay and Italy. This
points to a diversity of contexts in the countries typically described as the Global South,
which should be kept in mind when studying links between (northern) degrowth movements
and EJOs in the global South. At the same time, it is important to reflect on the possible
reasons why degrowth does not interest those involved in struggles for environmental and
social justice in some areas of the world.
Again, regarding communication issues, there are semantic controversies that come with
naming a movement as the inverse of a ‘false solution’. For example, the term ‘non-white’ is
fiercely contested by black leadership as well as grassroots justice organisations in South
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Africa, in light of historical exclusionary policies based on race (and the semantics of the
oppressor). Here, a concern emerges about the legitimacy of the discourses employed in the
debate. Branding a movement as the denial of that which is being challenged, could
contribute to legitimising that existing structure and disempowering the movement (by
downplaying that which is liberatory about its politics).
Therefore, the language with which degrowth ideas are articulated and communicated is
critical. When dealing with poor and marginalised groups, concepts of redistribution and
appropriate use of welfare and resources – in line with principles of EJ – are more suitable.
3.4. Eurocentric Thinking (Again!)
A pervasive criticism of degrowth is that its European roots have percolated the type of
proposals it makes. Once again, an idea is launched to the world with an undeniable
Eurocentric (or Northern) origin. This alone generates logical resistances from groups that
employ decolonial theoretical perspectives (Alimonda, 2011; Grosfoguel, 2011; Mignolo and
Escobar, 2010), and support political projects promoted by indigenous movements, landless
workers, and those fighting environmental racism in impoverished settings. This is mirrored in
the class struggles and claims of unequal access to welfare of EJ organisations operating in
peripheral areas of the North.
To be fair, similar critiques were raised against the language and political implications of EJ
when applied outside its North American origins, yet this discourse has become global
(Carruthers, 2008). Degrowth, on the other hand, is seen as the epitome of a developedcountries centred approach. It applies to contexts of substantial welfare in rich, highconsumption societies. This is not the case in vast areas of the global South, which makes
the overall framework less relatable. Alongside this comes the critique of degrowth's
approach being too individualistic, like the Western societies themselves.
There is an awareness that organisations in the North which have created solidarity networks
with EJOs in the South, support degrowth movements. For instance, the network Ecologistas
en Acción, well-known by one of the interviewees, has endorsed the campaign ‘Menos para
vivir mejor’ (Less to live better) for several years. This is seen positively, but does not
mitigate the risk that the degrowth proposals become uniformalising principles operating
against the diversity that EJOs defend. This is not only seen as dangerous for the
movements in the South, but possibly also for initiatives in Europe which cannot flourish
because they are influenced by degrowth too early in their own development.
3.5. Not Radical Enough
Although the dominance of the paradigm of economic growth needs to be criticized, to
propose ´degrowth´ as the way forward is felt by some interviewees to miss the point. Some
economic studies postulate a growth imperative in capitalist economies (Vergara-Camus,
2017). Historically, non-capitalist processes also suffered (and continue to suffer) from an
obsession for growth (Kallis, 2017), but this is not the reality that the EJ organisations in
many parts of the world face.
Drawing on a perspective from Brazil, two different processes are observed. On the one
hand, capitalists are interested in profit, and not necessarily in growth per se. On the other
hand, the main problem with the dominant economic growth-based model is the power of a
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restricted group of (capitalist) actors, that benefit from maintaining the present model of
extraction (of ´raw materials´), production, commercialization, and consumption. Therefore,
EJ groups do not pay so much attention to ´economic growth´ (and therefore may not see
´degrowth´ as the solution) as the main issue with how capitalism operates in their countries.
Scholars respected by some interviewed EJ activists emphasize that current ecological and
economic crises are both part of the same fundamental crisis of Western capitalist
civilisation, deeply rooted in modern industrialisation (Löwy, 2005). Although national and
global debt bubbles have arisen during the crisis, there are already strong indicators of
‘deglobalisation’ since 2007. These include dramatic declines in trade/GDP ratios (and the
crash of the Baltic Dry Index measuring shipping), foreign direct investment/GDP ratios (and
rates of return on such investment), cross-border financial flows, and non-refugee labour
migration (Bond, 2018). All these indicators suggest that instead of working against the grain
of ‘growth’, the degrowth movement should be preparing for the case that the devalorisation
is even more redirected towards the most anti-ecological, anti-social investments. This
includes fossil fuel capital but also over-exposed financial capital in the form of banks'
excessive credit-based power over ordinary borrowers.
In this respect, some interviewees do not perceive a deep, radical criticism of capitalism in
degrowth. This is not unanimous, but for several EJ activists, degrowth proposals seem to
accommodate stances within the boundaries of the prevailing system. Then, the question
becomes: is degrowth an anti-capitalist position? Radical proposals strongly supported by the
EJOS, such as the scheme ‘leave the oil in the soil’ are not only held because they protect
vulnerable communities and ecosystems, but also because they are concrete steps to start
‘killing capitalism’ and building a radical and idealistic critique of oil-based civilisation. In
contrast to the perception that EJ movements are post-political (Swyngedouw, 2009), this
demonstrates that global EJ movements actually encourage radical changes, and actively
demand a debate around alternatives to the dominant capitalist development model.
Then why not move the discourse towards other models of economic organisation? Some EJ
organisations proclaim alternative models based on socialism. Aware of semantic issues as
raised above, and the bad memories that this term calls upon, eco-socialism and labour dealienation are proposed instead (Brownhill et al., 2012). The recuperation or creation of
gendered commons are also a part of EJ claims, as a way of producing and consuming
goods that do not become commodified. In this respect, the ‘decommodification’ of basic
needs and degrowth strategies will overlap. A consideration of the ecological debt between
the North and the South from a degrowth perspective, with a similar level of refinement to the
analyses of debt within northern countries (Kallis et al., 2012), would be a necessary step
forward. A radical missing topic is the non-anthropocentric/Nature's perspective that leads to
an absolute transformation of the relationship between humans and their environments.
4. But Still, We Want to Cooperate. From Analogies to Homologies
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The combination of factors mentioned above means that currently the degrowth debate is not
a priority for many EJ movements in the South. Yet the interviewees saw that several points
defended by the
´degrowth´
movement could
lead to interesting
discussions with
Southern groups.
Evidence from the
European
semiperiphery
indicates
that,
while limited, there
is potential there
for degrowth to
theoretical frame
the EJ movements
(Domazet
and
Ančić,
n.d.).
Recent attempts
to
present
degrowth hand-inhand with other
transformative
alternatives help
to illustrate the
benefits of this
exercise
in
developing
research
and
activist agendas
(Demaria
and
Kothari,
2017; Escobar, 2015).
Moreover, some economies in Southern countries have embraced imaginaries of economic
growth and are deploying them at a fast pace. Such is clearly the case in Brazil, now the
seventh largest economy in the world and still maintaining a steady growth rate. Social
movements there could take up the degrowth discourse to articulate their own demands.
Looking at degrowth proposals may provide a way to link local struggles with the larger-scale
drivers that trigger them.
The basic premise for promoting alliances, the interviewees argue, is that the different
proposals do not exclude each other but learn and benefit from each other. A way to
approach this can be to identify analogies. An analogy supports the necessary exercise of
cross-cultural encounter and the identification of similar origins, or homologies. It sustains the
fundamental idea of unity in diversity, which is a powerful concept that prevails across
cultural contexts and even disciplinary fields. To this end, the present section presents a
summary of responses to the question ‘What are the analogies or equivalences between the
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core themes in the degrowth debate and environmental justice in the context of the country(ies) where your organization operates?’ (also presented in Table 2).

4.1. Time(s)
In response to the
question of how to spend
or share time, there is a
call for using time to
socialise, to re-discover
the own lost soul, but
also to expand the active
societal role of the self.
In the powerful analogy
of
‘living
well’,
as
expressed through the
Andean notion of Sumak
Kawsay, the use of plural
forms
of
time
in
community work helps to
strengthen social
cohesion.
There
is
therefore an invitation to
recognise the time lived
through
political
engagement
as
a
valuable dimension of
time. Specific examples
are provided in relation
to
existing
popular epidemiology init
iatives in Italy, such as
allowing
citizens
to
rediscover
themselves
through interaction with
others (the EPiCentro
Civitavecchia
experiment),
or
the
teamwork between people with cancer, activists, and researchers in areas heavily exposed to
environmental pollutants (Veritas project).
4.2. Resource Availability
Reducing natural resource extraction and consumption is very much a core interest of
several interviewees. Interesting analogies emerge from the evidence of Africa's multiple
resource curses, and from the analyses of ways these curses are revealed, including climate
change aspects.
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Several cases of land grabs in Kenya help to exemplify the local impacts of economic
growth in other parts of the world. For instance, in the Tana Delta, the company G4
Industries wanted 28,000 ha for biofuel production for the UK; Bedford Biofuels wanted
160,000 ha of Jatropha for biodiesel for Europe, and Kenya Jatropha Energy Limited wanted
50,000 ha, some of it indigenous forest. All these schemes aimed at satisfying energy needs
for Europe, in response to EU renewable energy policies which clearly cannot be met by
Europe's agriculture. As a result, involuntary ‘degrowth’ occurs in Kenya, and global
disparities increase. Therefore, campaigns against land grabbing are identified as a source
of analogies with degrowth propositions on resource availability.
More and more extraction is clearly not the solution, especially given its increasingly violent
side (The Guardian and Global Witness, 2018). Therefore, the interviewees argue that a
great deal of unnecessary natural resource extraction should be halted, especially when the
natural resource wealth shrinkage far exceeds profits retained and capital reinvested (Bond,
2018). Stopping the flow of materials and labour from the South to the North –a selective
‘delinking’, as Samir Amin (1990) put it– is seen as a prerequisite for degrowth in the North.
In relation to underground materials, the approach is characterised by claims of ‘leave it in
the ground’ and ‘climate debt’. The campaign for Yasuní is perhaps the most illustrative case
(Yasunidos, 2018). There is also an urge to coordinate actions for the defence of sacrificed
zones affected by contamination, and to stop the expansion of the extraction frontier, as in
the case of the ‘Stop Biocidio’ and ‘No Triv’ coalitions, against oil drilling in Italy. Numerous
joint initiatives already exist on projects aimed at halting extractivism. Through them
organisations in the North offer concrete solidarity against corporations which are targets of
EJ movements in the South (such as Italian organisations against ENI oil drilling in Nigeria
and South Africa).
Defended principles here are the fair distribution of environmental benefits and burdens (or
their absolute reduction), fair access to natural resources, and the halting of excessive
consumption. Not only bans but also environmental education and communication work are
emphasized. Another source of potential alliances relies on the link between the claims for EJ
in the South and the North, such as mining conflicts in the extraction frontier in Canada,
Sweden, Spain or Greece, or oil and gas conflicts in Italy. In any case, there is a need to
consider what a ‘resource’ is, what ‘availability’ is, and how both are conceptualised within
the degrowth debate.
4.3. Hard Infrastructure
The critique of mega-projects is an important part of the EJ movements' agenda, and a rich
source of analogies with degrowth. In Nigeria, issues arise as a result of the pressure that
subsidy-dependent mega-infrastructures impose on public financing. In Italy, where struggles
against unwanted infrastructures –starting with the high-speed train– are well known,
conflicts entailed a review of the purpose of transportation and its relation to time, because
fast is often unnecessary. This example also teaches how to connect different resistances, as
the local struggles related to the construction of a high-speed line cooperated with the ‘Stop
Biocidio’ coalition mentioned above, which was particularly active in denouncing impacts of
environmental contamination on people lives.
Opposition to large-infrastructure comes together with a demand for the extension of
appropriate infrastructures for basic needs, and the creation of networks of solidarity work.
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For instance, the ‘Movimento dos Trabalhadores Rurais Sem Terra’ (MST) is a social
movement of landless peasants that has huge experience in solidarity work and missions in
other countries. Also in Latin America, it is worth looking at the ALBA initiative, a cooperation
not based on strengthening infrastructure to facilitate exports (like the IIRSA plan for
infrastructure among South-American countries), but cooperation between countries based
on the social and human dimensions, e.g. through the exchange of doctors for improving
medical assistance, fellowships in universities, experiences with certain types of agriculture
and other activities, scientific cooperation, and solidarity missions.
4.4. Finance
EJ movements emphasize the role of finance in exacerbating environmental injustices. The
search for economic profit is seen as the root of environmental and social destruction,
commodification of nature, and climate change. In the case of Nigeria, an interviewee
indicates that the concept of gross domestic product (GDP) does not represent the economic
development ethos of the country or the people. Comparing Nigeria with other countries
based on their GDP then becomes another method of financial and fiscal imperialism.
Therefore, there are strong arguments to impose capital controls, lower the ratio of finance to
real economic activity, nationalize financial assets, and diversify the sources of currency.
Alternative forms of wealth accounting are also important. Measuring the rapid decline in
Nigeria's non-renewable resources – i.e. the subtraction of natural wealth that is responsible
for rising ‘income’ when oil is extracted and sold – through, e.g., the Genuine Progress
Indicator would provide Nigerians a sense of the ecological cost of growth. This strategy
should deter an economic policy based on extractivism and export-led ‘growth’. In most
countries of the South engaged in primary product exploitation, accounting for
natural resource depletion is far superior to GDP (Gaborone Declaration, 2012). In Africa
such measurements (even by the World Bank) already suggest a USD150 billion/annum net
loss from extractivist activities (Bond, 2018).
4.5. Institutions, Socio-economic Organisation, and Commons
Power structures at scales of global, continental, national and municipal governments and
corporations are strongly critiqued by EJ movements. In the global call for system change,
new institutions are critically required. Their task is organising the rationalisation of the
production process on the basis of real local needs and locally available materials, while
respecting environmental reproduction times. Several examples can be found. In Brazil,
communities take back their territories that were dispossessed for tree plantations. Areas
of tropical rainforest collectively controlled and used by communities keep production at small
scales and promote community participation while providing materials for local and regional
needs. This in contrast to the export-oriented and developmentalist idea of increasing exports
to increase economic growth. In Italy, new groups promote small, locally based and
environmentally friendly production, in areas ranging from food to architecture. Cooperatives
for managing water systems and energy systems are proposed worldwide. For instance, in
Nigeria, community energy committees are piloting forms of local renewable energy
production.
Based on high-profile campaigns and discussions, e.g., on the ‘right to water’ in South
Africa and Italy, it was clear for some organisations that the human rights approach –based
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on liberal constitutionalism– was too individualistic. It provides a false hope for justice given
prevailing power relations in the courts. After losing a Constitutional Court battle for water in
2009, Soweto activists resumed sharing of municipal water through illegal reconnection as a
form of commoning (Bond, 2013). Where possible, this seems to be the most appropriate
response against injustices. As another striking example in South Africa is the activist-driven
commoning of Intellectual Property so as to supply generic AIDS medicines in the late 1990s.
This was followed by substantial decrease in HIV/AIDS treatment costs in the country and a
subsequent life expectancy increase.
Commons are important realities in the day-to-day life of many communities engaged in EJ
struggles. Commons do not ‘passively’ exist, but rely on their permanent (re)production in the
territory. They are rooted in a democratic- and community-based vision that addresses the
issue of fair resource distribution according to sufficiency and ‘natural’ availability. Traditional
commons exist in Nigeria, where land tenure is basically communal and exclusively used for
community purposes through, customary structures. As with many countries in Africa, this
system is not exempt from disputes in relation to tenure arrangements over land, typically
herder-farmer conflicts. Yet importantly, interviewees emphasize the requirement that
communal lands are protected from private uses.
Commons also provide a framework to develop innovative schemes of ‘compensation’ in face
of climate injustices. The idea is commoning the climate debt through payments from people
in the North to people already impacted by climate change in the South. The experience of
the Basic Income Grant pilot in Otjivero, Namibia, funded by the German Namibian
Evangelical Lutheran church, showed immediate benefits in terms of poverty alleviation and
independently earned income (Carnegie Council, 2010). This could be considered as a social
pillar for the recognition and restitution of the ecological and climate debts, complementary to
another pillar reliant on the Yasunisation-Ogonisation strategy.
However, two important warnings emerged from the interviews. Firstly, from the Italian
experience of political work on water and energy, in practice there is no strong and concrete
relation between the movements for the commons –very strong between 2011 and 2013 due
to the national referendum on water– and degrowth. Secondly, there is concern that
commons –now a popular topic in research– could become a passing intellectual trend.
4.6. Social Comparison, Material Needs and Consumer Imaginary
Environmental injustice is clearly related to social and economic inequalities: the poorest and
the more marginalised are more at risk of exposure to environmental damage. Impoverished
people also lack access to basic needs and essential services. Initiatives aspiring to social
equality and redistribution include a campaign launched in Nigeria demanding a National
Basic Income Scheme (NaBIS); a stipend of around USD 100 for all unemployed Nigerians.
The NaBIS proposal seeks to redistribute wealth and reduce inequality in Nigerian society.
Interestingly, an analogy emerging at this stage was related to the desire to end Africa's
artificially drawn borders (in Berlin in 1885) and their effects, and promote anti-xenophobia
research and action.
Trying to push for a more locally sustained economy that respects nature is a notion that
resonates well with Southern groups in struggles for social and environmental justice.
Several of the local ´alternatives´ that communities are trying to implement in the global
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South would defend these principles, as in the case (mentioned above) of communities
taking back territories that were dispossessed for tree plantations.
In the same line of thinking, food sovereignty is a very much a defended principle by La Via
Campesina and the peasant organisations that are members. Therefore, it could be become
an important source of analogies with degrowth. This is a critically important issue that
requires making connections with struggles in the North, as it is apparent when looking
through the products and ingredients on the shelves in most European supermarkets that
most of them come from Southern countries. Here the notion of commodity chains can help
to connect materially and symbolically the struggles.
However, there are also social movements in the South whose main concern revolves
around wealth redistribution, rather than a locally sustained economy and respect for nature.
A case in point would be the movement ‘O petróleo é nosso’ (the oil is ours) led by trade
unions, especially the oil extraction workers one, and other social movements in Brazil that
seek redistribution of oil revenues. Here the pro-growth spirit percolates the aspirations for
social and environmental justice. In such cases, the key is respecting sufficiency in the
satisfaction of basic needs. This is exemplified by the ‘Growth for basic needs’ strategy within
South Africa's (failed) Reconstruction and Development Programme of 1994.
This eventually leads to the question of whether or not degrowth can be applied to high and
medium income strata in the global North, regardless of where they are located. There is
evidence of extreme inequalities also in Southern countries. In rural and urban areas in the
South, most of the population lacks access to the most essential requirements. In some
cases, like in South Africa, there is an open critique from EJ organisations of (mainly white)
hedonistic consumption norms and evidence of overconsumption. Even amid impoverished
communities, hard earned money is being misused in purchasing expensive mobile phones
as a symbol of status. What happens to the ‘catch up mentality’, where people strive to follow
in the footsteps of the ‘developed’? For EJ movements, the whole idea of society tagging
along with corporations is a deep concern. In fact, there are many analogies in terms of the
need to rebuild peoples' imaginaries in line with low and appropriate consumption, albeit
paying careful attention to the considerations presented in the previous sections. This brings
EJ and degrowth movements very close. Clearly, environmental education and
communication work is key. An example presented is the ‘Story of Stuff’ project which
includes a critique of cap-and-trade. The desire to critically influence the consumer imaginary
can also foster (tactical rather than strategic) links between EJ organisations in the South and
consumers' organisations in the North.
5. Conclusions and Recommendations
The alliance between the degrowth movement in the global North and EJ movements in the
Global South has been explained as the logical consequence of their desire to combat similar
disruptive drivers. In this paper, well-known activists for EJ in the Global South have critically
examined this proposition. Significant differences between movements have been
highlighted, in regards to terminology, underlying values, strategies for communication,
dissemination and planning, history of ideas and political stances. These have been
discussed with the explicit purpose of strengthening positive and constructive convergences
between degrowth and Southern EJ movements.
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These are possible and, as indicated above, desirable, despite the many divergences
between the two broadly conceptualised sets of movements. However, they will only occur if
alliances are mutually beneficial. Rather than looking for commonalities, analogies between
both sets of movements are presented in relation to core themes of the Degrowth debate. In
this paper, analogies are used as an epistemic resource that facilitates cross-cultural
encounters, since they promote learning without losing the essence of plurality. Analogies
eventually help to identify homologies between movements that can become a base for
collaboration.
Note that ‘a’ global strategic alliance is difficult in a context of plurality both in EJ and in
degrowth movements. Yet, constructive processes are possible. Ideas such as those of
subsistence-living, balance between all living beings and reciprocity, self-sufficiency and selfreliance open the possibility for debates in which both sets of movements can contribute.
From there, specific alliances on concrete projects may flourish around topics such as
convivial technologies, critique of debt, neoliberalism and accelerationism, and the support of
alternative economies. With this in mind, and building on the political experience of the
authors, some recommendations are presented so as to further progress towards a
conversation between movements.
a) Alternative terminologies need to be found. Admittedly, it is necessary to disseminate

more broadly and clearly what degrowth is, in the South. The heterogeneity and
pluralism within degrowth ideas themselves are still little known. Yet, organisations in
the South have participated little in the conceptual development of the degrowth.
Leaving aside the well-known critiques about ‘degrowth’ as an unfortunate term, a
revised terminology is needed that gives people in the South an opportunity to
contribute. In the terminological and conceptual exchange, proponents of degrowth
need to be explicit about points such as: what should the debate focus on? Who needs
to degrow? Where and when should degrowth start? For instance, should it start in
places where consumption can no longer be sustained by locally available natural
resources?
b) Recognise diversity of contexts and entry points. Explicit calls from degrowth
researchers calling for an organic alliance between plural movements, rather than
imposing a homogeneous model for transformation, do not alter the fact that worldwide
interest in degrowth has resulted from a body of literature emerging from Northern
countries. EJ movements around the globe represent a multiplicity of grassroots
experiences, struggles and strategies, each one coming from a different history and
territory. There is not a correct strategy or principle for all movements, even if this is
the idea of downscaling the impact of humans on the planet. Every exchange is
embedded in context and experience. As such, there will unlikely be ‘an’ alliance, but
specific practices of solidarity with other people's struggles and concerns. In each
case, the entry point for the discussion may be very different. A corollary for degrowth
researchers would be to articulate explicitly the contextual nature of their studies.
Generic messages which do not situate the researchers themselves and their analysis
in a clear manner may be counterproductive.
c) Aim at tactic alliances based on concrete cases and examples, and only then think
about strategic alliances. The conversation can start from identifying and exploring
practical links. For this, EJ organisations propose to start asking ourselves about the
relation between degrowth and the campaigns and projects EJ movements are
currently engaged in, from transport mega-projects to young people's groups opposing
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oil extraction in the Amazon. These events overlap with degrowth politics and may
become key sources of concrete alliances. There is also an invitation to examine the
alliances that degrowth has already created with some local EJ movements in the
North, and to explore together the agreements and disagreements from such
processes.
d) Accept that timing matters in the conversation between movements. For an
understanding of degrowth to flourish in the South, it needs to connect with the
identities and realities of the Global South. This is a process and takes time. Degrowth
is a useful frame that has been very effective and clearly positive for social movements
and intellectuals in the North. That was the context for which this transition paradigm
was intended. There it has created important alliances and has generated
strong multiplier effects. Whether it will also connect with the movements in the Global
South depends on the necessity and opportunity of this discussion there. A line of
thought indicates that degrowing in the Global North may make more space for growth
in the Global South e.g., in relation to carbon emissions. One could argue that the
Global North must degrow because it is consuming too much. As elaborated above,
there are homologous ideas between degrowth and EJ movements, and mutual
learning has already started through existing collaborations. This is promising, but it is
up to the people of the Global South which ideas to endorse and when. The same
goes for movements in the North.
The need for EJ and degrowth movements to work together is fundamental if they are to
become more influential in their respective scopes of action, and to offer each other solidarity
where feasible. The global influence of social movements is undeniable, as witnessed when
the green groups walked out of UN climate talks in 2013. However, the situation today for
EJOs in the South is different, and not necessarily better than it was five or ten years ago.
Alliances with a thriving set of movements such as degrowth is therefore beneficial, and
surely welcome, as long as they reinforce each other's strengths and do not unintendedly
create new forms of intellectual domination.
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D) Additional resources
D.1 On Decoupling
·
·

REPORT: European Environmental Bureau, 2019. Decoupling debunked – Evidence
and arguments against green growth as a sole strategy for sustainability.
Hickel J. and Kallis, 2019. Is Green Growth Possible? New Political Economy.

D.2 On Degrowth
·
·
·
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