On degrowth in the South:
The case of India

degrowth debate: off-limits in the South?






“Lacking an adequate theory of imperialism, and failing to address the vast chasm of inequality
separating the richest from the poorest nations, Latouche ... reduces the whole immense problem of
underdevelopment to one of cultural autonomy and subjection to a westernised growth fetish.”
(Foster 2011)
“...It is clear that many countries in the South with very low per capita incomes cannot
afford degrowth but need a kind of sustainable development, directed at real needs such as
access to water, food, health care, education, etc. This requires a radical shift in social
structure away from the relations of production of capitalism/imperialism.” (ibid.)
“In the South, degrowth of the ecological footprint (even of the GDP) is neither necessary
nor desirable” (Latouche 2010)








Qualifier: “... but we do not have to conclude it is necessary to build a society of growth or to not
leave it, if one has already entered there. Let us be clear. Degrowth of the ecological footprint in
the North (and thus of the GDP) is a necessity.”

“They [EJOs of the South] ... do not have a position against economic growth in their own
countries, which would be very unpopular and indeed untenable in Latin America, Africa, or
the poor countries of Asia.” (Martinez-Alier 2012)
“If economic growth and rising prosperity are not the same thing, and since growth can damage
both people and planet, should we not perhaps think about doing without growth, at least
in the richer nations? Clearly such a prospect is problematic in the poorest countries...”
(Jackson 2010).
“A frequent criticism of the degrowth proposal is that it is applicable only to the overdeveloped
economies of the Global North. The poorer countries of the Global South still need to grow to
satisfy basic needs” (D’Alisa et al. 2015).


Qualifier: “... degrowth should be pursued in the North, not in order to allow the South to follow
the same path, but first and foremost in order to liberate conceptual space for countries there to
find their own trajectories to what they define as the good life.”

“Justice demands that, with what little carbon
we can still safely burn, developing countries
are allowed to grow. The lifestyles of a few must
not crowd out opportunities for the many still on the
first steps of the development ladder” (Modi 2015).

critical questions


Units of analysis: nation-state vs. class


Geographic/territorial-national: ‘the South’, ‘poorest nations’, ‘poorer countries’




Class: ‘transnational capitalist class’ (Robinson 2005), global elite, ‘millionaire-billionaire
class’ vs. ‘global proletariat, poor, marginalized’ etc.














Is ‘the South’, or a nation/country, a homogeneous entity? Internal heterogeneity?

Is class a more relevant/accurate unit of analysis for evaluating the distribution of costs
and benefits from growth?
Captures intra-national disparities, ‘North within the South’ (also, Souths within the North)

Is degrowth not precisely a ‘radical shift in social structure away from the relations of production
of capitalism/imperialism?’ Is not growth intrinsic to capitalism/imperialism and vice versa?
Economic growth and rising prosperity are not the same thing … in the global North. Are they the
same in the global South?
Do poorer countries of the Global South “still need to grow to satisfy basic needs”, i.e. follow the
same path as the North?
Does justice demand growth in the ‘developing’ countries?
If people’s movements of the South are fighting against projects and processes that are
occasioned by economic growth, do they have an implicit degrowth stance?
–

‘Degrowthism of the marginalized’?

–

Aren’t the vibrant movements in the South – including India (see: vikalpsangam.org)
defending/creating alternative pathways to well-being besides growth examples that
degrowth movement is in part inspired by?

snapshot of economic growth in India




Regularly hailed as the world’s fastest growing economy - In the decade 1999-00 to 2009-'10, GDP
growth accelerated to 7.52% per annum (Mander 2016)
In last decade and a half, India's wealth has increased by more than 3 times – from 75 trillion
rupees to 224 trillion rupees (Srujana 2016).



GDP of $2 trillion, among the ten largest economies of the world (Mander 2016)



Post-liberalisation growth rates double, and even triple prior period (ibid.)

globalization/neoliberalization period (continuing) = massive growth (heterodox
critique of neoliberalism lacks critique of growth)
- 5.5% growth through 2040; remain fastest growing in the world? (forecast by EIA)


Source: World Bank 2016

worth trumpeting about?

Source: The Economist 2015

where has the growth gone? who has benefited?








111 billionaires and almost 200,000 millionaires (Peebles
2016)
“For the first time [2014], the top 100 richest tycoons in India
are all billionaires...The combined net worth of India’s 100
wealthiest is US$346 billion, up more than a third from
$259 billion in 2013” (Forbes 2014)
“Mumbai, India’s financial capital, has 40 people worth over
a billion U.S. dollars making it the sixth most
billionaire-rich city in the world, one spot behind London.”
(Patel 2015)
Billionaire Mukesh Ambani, head of Reliance Industries, is
the richest person in India and the 36 th richest person in the
world in 2016; net worth: $20.6 billion (Hindustan Times
2016)
– Ambani built a 27-storey, 400,000 square foot, $2 billion
‘home’ in Mumbai, complete with six stories of parking
lots
– Reliance Industries is in: plastics, petrochemicals, oil and
gas, telecommunications, supermarkets, more...



Middle class is expected to grow to 53.3 million households by
the end of 2015 and to 113.8 million households by the end of
2025 (EIA 2016)

meanwhile … growth of extreme inequality –
‘north in the south’










Richest 10% holds 370 times the share of wealth than it’s poorest (Rukmini
2014).
Richest 10% now hold nearly three-quarters of total wealth (ibid.).
Richest 1% holds more than half of India’s wealth, up from a third
in 2000 (Mander 2016).
The economic wealth of 15 families in India equals the economic
wealth of 600 million people (Sharma 2016)
More than 60% of the increase in wealth growth since 2000 – 90
trillion rupees – has gone to the top 1% (Srujana 2016)
Even if 1/3 of this were distributed equally (enough to provide basic housing
for all), the top 1% would still have larger share of wealth in 2015 than
in 2000 (ibid.)





Total wealth divided equally among all Indian families = ~ US $13,430
(2015); 90 percent of families do not have this; 70 percent have less than
$5000 (ibid.)
Inequality of land-ownership: less than 5% of landowners own 32 percent of
farmland (Chaturvedi 2016)

“This pattern of dazzling economic growth
paralleled by rapidly increasing inequality has
been propelled by a powerful ‘reinforcing
mechanism’ through which ‘inequality drives
growth and growth fuels further inequality”

Walker, K. (2008) ‘Neoliberalism on the Ground in Rural India: Predatory Growth,
Agrarian Crisis, Internal Colonization, and the Intensification of Class Struggle', Journal
of Peasant Studies, 35: 4, 557 — 620.

where hasn’t growth gone?; who hasn’t benefited?
Poverty


World Bank and UN claim poverty decreases; others question their methodology as invalid (cf. Hickel 2016), showing that poverty and huger
have both dramatically increased in recent years. True also of India:
–





“If judged by the median developing-country poverty line of $2 a day on purchasing power parity, more than 80% rural and just
below 70% of India's urban inhabitants continue to be impoverished” (Mander 2016)

India dropped from 123 rd to 134th place on Human Development Index during the neoliberal-manic growth period (Shrivastava and Kothari 2012)
Because of high costs of one of the most privatized health care systems in the world, 40 million Indians per year are pushed into poverty
because of health-related expenditures (Srujana 2016).

Hunger










India’s share in world’s hungry people has gone up from 1/5th in 1991 to 1/4th in 2015 (Srujana 2016)
India ranks 80th out of 104 countries in the Global Hunger Index and is home to a third of the world’s poor and hungry (Peebles 2016).
200 million hungry; 50 million on verge of starvation (Srivastava and Kothari 2012)
Proportion of the rural population unable to access 2,400 calories a day climbed from 75 percent in 1993–94 to 87 percent by
2004–05; Proportion in urban India consuming less than 1,800 calories – doubled to 52 percent in the same period (Walker
2009)
Average consumption of cereals per person in rural areas dropped from 13.4 kg to 11.9 kg from 1993-94 to 2005-06 (ibid.)

Undernutrition-Undernourishment


World’s largest number of undernourished people (251 million, ¼ of population in 2004-6), more than all of sub-Saharan Africa’s
countries put together (Srivastava and Kothari 2012)



Approximately one in three Indian children are malnourished (Peebles 2016).



Percentage of undernourished rural households rose from 48 percent from 1988–89 to 67 percent in 2001–02 (Walker 2009)

jobless growth, job degrowth (from growth)
Mainstream assumption:
“Two years ago [2011-12], India's growth rate stood at about 8%. This level of growth is needed to provide
enough jobs for India's growing population - economists estimate 10 million jobs need to be created each
year.” (BBC 2014)
Reality:
“... in the years of high noon of economic growth in India … very few jobs have been added, mostly of low
quality, whereas employment opportunities in public enterprises, the formal private sector, and agriculture
actually declined (Mander 2016)
Some 90% of workers work in informal economy (precarious, low pay, exploitative) producing half of India’s
economic output (ibid.)
The period from the early 1980s to the mid-2000s, during which the Indian state fully embraced the
globalization model, was a “quarter century of jobless growth” (Kannan and Raveendran 2009)
“not only does the growth process create inequality, it also fails to generate jobs, further
compounding the problem of low incomes for the majority” (Basole and Basu 2015)
Rising productivity through mechanization worker layoffs
e.g. Tata steel Jamshedpur plant




1991: 85,000 workers who produced 1 million tons of steel worth 0.8 million US dollars.
2005, production to 5 million tons, worth about 5 million US dollars, but number of workers slashed to
44,000 (Walker 2008)

what else – besides wealth inequality – is growing with
economic growth/globalization in India?
Extreme Air Pollution


From 2002-2012 particulate matter in Delhi increased by 75% (EPCA 2014)



13 of 20 most air polluted cities in the world; Delhi worst in world (Ghosh 2015)



Worst particulate matter pollution (micrograms/cubic meter) in world (Peasland 2016):
Delhi: 153





Beijing: 92.4

WHO ‘safe’ level: 10-25

Half of towns and cities have “critical” levels of air pollution; one-third of urban
residents live in “extremely critical” air pollution (Ghosh 2015)
Premature deaths per year


‘Half of world’s air pollution deaths (5.5 mil/yr) occur in China, India’ (Indian Express
2016)



570,000 (Harvey 2016) to 627,000 (Ghosh 2015) in India from fine particulates



12,000 from ozone (Harvey 2016)



Average 3.4 years life lost (ibid.)



5th biggest killer in India (Ghosh 2015)



Economic cost: $640 billion in 2011 — 10 times higher than total expenditures on
health that year (Harvey 2016)

growth of fossil fuel production, consumption
From 2000-2012:


Numbers of vehicles on Delhi roads increased 97% (EPCA 2014)



Coal and oil usage have increased 110% and 70% respectively (Peasland 2016)











–

Estimated total coal reserves: 301.56 billion tonnes (Indian Express 2015)

–

‘only’ 557.7 million tonnes of it mined in 2013 (ibid.)

–

9% more coal mined in 2015 than 2014 by Coal India. “Well done. Keep it going. Still a
very long way to go.” - coal secretary Anil Swarup

Coal imports grew from 69 Mmst in 2008 to 203 Mmst in 2013 (EIA 2016)
Net electricity generation increased by an average 6.6%/year from 2005-2012 (EIA 2016)
(increased production driving consumption? normally explained other way)
Primary energy consumption more than doubled between 1990 and 2011 (ibid.)
“India’s need for energy continues to increase as a result of its economic growth and
modernization over the past several years.” (EIA 2016); economic growth = more energy
and vice-versa
EKC for air pollution from techno-efficiency?:
“Despite proposed emissions control, there is significant growth in the demand for electricity as well
as industrial production....So, through to 2050, this growth overshadows the emissions
controls (in our projections) and will lead to an increase in future air pollutant emissions in
2050 in India,” - Chandra Venkataraman, IIT Bombay (Indian Express 2016)

Growth of vehicles in India (in millions), 1951-2012 (TERI 2015)

Majority - ~37% - electricity
consumed by industry (GOI 2014)





Present share of global carbon emissions: ~ 8%; Per-capita emissions expected to triple by 2030 if present
trends continue (Shrivastava and Kothari 2012)
Per capita ecological footprint of the wealthiest Indians (top 0.01%): 330 times that of the poorest
40%; over 12 times that of average citizen in an industrialized, high-income country. Footprint of
richest 1% (inclusive of the wealthiest) 2/3 that of the average citizen; over 17 times that of the poorest 40%
(Shrivastava & Kothari 2012)

Heat waves

more than 2,400 people died from heat-related illness in 2015 (Najar & Kumar 2016)


123.8 degrees Fahrenheit on Thursday [May 19, 2016] believed to be India’s hottest day on record (ibid.)

projections (questionable? - apolitical, inevitablist) of
future fossil fuel growth
International Energy Outlook 2016 (EIA):






China and India to double current levels of energy demand by 2035; half of world’s energy
growth
Consumption of petroleum and other liquid fuels more than double by 2035 (from 3.6 mil b/d 2012 to
8.3 by 2040)
Coal use to surpass US total around 2030; share of world total coal consumption from 8% (2012) to 14%
(2040)

“Additional structural reforms—such as ending regulatory impediments to the consolidation of laborintensive industries, reforming labor markets and bankruptcy terms, and liberalizing agricultural and trade
practices—will be essential for achieving the projected GDP growth rates over the longer term.” (EIA 2016)


The government has set one billion tonnes production goal for the company by 2020 (Indian Express
2015

‘Make In India’:
“India’s per capita steel consumption is four times lower than the global average.” Futuer economic growth
will give “a major thrust to the demand of minerals like coal and iron ore”, i.e. bonanza for mining
companies
“Polymers and agro-chemicals industries in India present immense growth opportunities” (though already
world's 4th largest agro-chemical producer); i.e. bonanza for petro-chem companies

plastic-waste


100 million tons of municipal waste every year (Kapur 2012)



12 million tonnes of plastic products consumed every year (DNA India 2016)













15,000 tonnes of plastic waste generated per day (ibid.); projected to increase 10 times by 2030 (Mutha et
al. 2006)
Plastics industry "surging at a growth rate of 15% per annum" (ibid.)
Globally, India stands third in polymer consumption with China being the second largest consumer, while US tops with 25
million ton polymer consumption per annum (ibid.).
"We have a target to double the polymers consumption within next five years"; "huge growth potential in plastic
industry especially for exports” - Raju Desai, Plastvision India (quoted in Dutta 2013)
“The plastics industry eyes India's polymer consumption to rise rapidly from 11.8 million tonnes per annum during 2012-13
to 17.6 million tonnes per annum by 2016-17.” (The Hindu 2015)
Billions of dollars of gov't subsidies to expand plastic industry, including land acquisition for ‘plastic park’ SEZs (Business
Standard 2013; recent industry appeal to GOI for $3.9 bil to build plastic parks (Singh 2013)

Waste Burining and (toxic) air pollution


41% of world's garbage – 970 million metric tons – is burned each year

(Hoag 2014)


Contribution to pollution figures underestimated by 40%



China, India, Brazil, Mexico, Pakistan, and Turkey generate the most emissions

from trash burning (ibid.)


Open burning emits 22,000 tonnes of pollutants in Mumbai (Padmanabhan 2016)

petrochemical growth & toxic chemical
pollution






Worst pollution hotspots in India are in petrochemical belts (e.g.
IPT 1999; DNA India 2009; Yashwant n.d.; Narayanan et al. 2011)
Central Pollution Control Board (CPCB) recently surveyed 88
industrial clusters around the country, and found 43 “critically
polluted” (score above 70 on a 100 point scale) while 32 were
“severely polluted” (score 60-70)
Number-one most polluted place in India is the petrochemical
complex of Vapi, Gujarat (Paliwal 2012)


getting worse: from 88.37 in 2009 to 90.75 in 2012 (ibid.)

non-communicable diseases
(i.e. ‘lifestyle’ diseases i.e. globalization-growth diseases)
Diabetes


Rates have increased 45% globally and 123% in India from 1990-2013 (Zee News 2015)



50.8 million people in India with diabetes in 2009; grew by 12 million in 2011 (The Hindu 2011)


“Obviously, diabetes in India is progressing exponentially” (ibid.)



67 mil diabetes patients; 30 mil prediabetes; largest numbers by 2030 (Tahseen 2013)



Life-expectancy reduced 30% in diabetics; translates to loss of 8 yrs of life (ibid.)
“India sure is developing on all fronts, but along with the growth and development comes the burden of lifestyle
diseases. India is witnessing a diabetes epidemic and the disease has emerged one of the most arduous health challenges.” Zee News 2015

Obesity




number of overweight children in lower middle-income countries like India more than doubled from 1990-2014, from 7.5
million to 15.5 million. Nearly 48 percent of all overweight and obese children aged under five lived in Asia


10 million cases of childhood obesity annually in India (TOI 2016)



23.9 percent of Indian children suffer from obesity and are overweight (The Health Site 2014)

Obesity rates in India have tripled in last two decades (ibid.)

Cancer




10 lakh Indians diagnosed with cancer and another six to seven lakh die of it per year; numbers to nearly double by 2035 (TOI
2014)
“...in the next 20 to 30 years India will rapidly 'age' and catch up with the [cancer] rates in other countries." - Dr. Richard
Harvey, King’s College (quoted in TOI 2014)

Heart Disease


From 1.1% in 1950s to 11% in 2000; “This rising trend will make India the heart disease capital of the world” - cardiologist
Suresh Vijan (quoted in Tahseen 2013)

globalization, corporate growth, and junk food ‘illth’


Globalization/liberalization policies – growing FDI by TFCs




















In ‘developing’ countries, FDI increased faster than GDP or
trade between 1990 and 2000, and much of this has been in
processed foods and soft drinks by TFCs
Fast-food industry in India is growing by 40 percent yearly
(Halweil 2004)
Percentage increase of transnational corporate fast food restaurant
chains, 2010-2014: McDonalds, 92%; KFC: 770%; Dominos Pizza:
200%
Number of modern retail outlets [in India] increased from an
estimated 200 outlets in 2005 to 3,000 outlets in 2012 (GRAIN
2014)
Market for packaged food retail sales was expected to experience
the world’s fastest global growth rates throughout the 2000s
(Gelhar and Regmi 2003)
At US$1 billion, the [then] largest FDI in India in recent years has
been in soft drinks by TNCs like Coca Cola and Pepsi (Vepa 2004)
Between 1998 and 2012 Indian soft drink sales quadrupled
from 1.2 million to 4.4. million litres (Baker et al. 2014) (soft
drink consumption strongly positively correlated with obesity and
diabetes)
10-times increase in per capita GDP associated with a 5.1times increase in annual number of gallons of soft drinks
consumed per person (Basu et al. 2013)
Soft drink consumption expected to rise by 15.7% over next 5
years in low- and middle-income countries (ibid.)
“Trade liberalization is a significant driver of the NCD
epidemic in Asia.” (Baker et al. 2014)

Cumulative GDP losses related to
NCDs between 2006-2015 estimated at
US$16.68 billion in India (Baker et al.
2014)
Risk of falling into poverty was
estimated to increase by 40% among
Indian households in which a
household member had an NCD (ibid.)

growth of corporate media/advertising,
increased TV watching →more illth










massive expansion of television sets and stations, plus dissemination of
commercial media and branded product advertising, especially of
processed foods, since neoliberal turn (Ciochetto 2009)
Cable television expanded from 20 to 32 million homes between 1998
and 2000 (ibid.)
Corporate expenditures on television advertising increased from 23.9
billion to 49 billion rupees (~US$1.06 billion) during the same time (ibid.)
“Corporate marketing and globalisation of communication technologies
converge with globalisation of TFCs to “increase [ ] the power of
marketing as an agent of dietary change” (Hawkes 2006)
Significant associations between hours of television watched per evening,
daily soft drink consumption, and BMI (Giammatei et al. 2003)

displacement, dispossession →urbanization, precarity, proletarianization
“Our salvation lies in moving people out of agriculture.”
- former Prime Minister Manmohan Singh




In 1996, the World Bank directed India to move 40-crore (400 mil) people out of rural areas to the
urban areas in the next 20 years (Sharma 2016)
“Manmohan Singh had time and again said that 70 per cent farmers in India were surplus and
need to shift to urban areas” (ibid.)

Through agricultural trade liberalization


Removal of trade protection for agriculture caused prices for important crops to plummet, driving farmers
into debt, exploitative rural and urban labor, urban migration, and/or suicide (Walker 2008)
Some 300,000 farmer suicides since mid-90s; the “largest sustained wave of such deaths recorded in history“





“India’s agrarian crisis can be summed up in five words (call it Ag Crisis 101): the drive toward corporate
farming. The route (in five words): predatory commercialization of the countryside. The result: The biggest
displacement in our history.” (Sainath 2009)

Through (often forceful, violent) land acquisition / land grabbing / primitive accumulation for
industrial development




e.g. Special Economic Zones’ (SEZs): state land-grabbing for industrial development; hundreds approved
across the country; provoking massive social upheavals and sometimes violent conflicts in numerous states
(Balagopal 2007; Bhaduri 2007a, 2007b, 2009)
60 mil displaced by development projects since 1947 (Shrivastava and Kothari 2012)

Indirect subsidy to and essential precondition to industrial growth: “in the neoliberal period land seizures
have at once formed a constituent element of the agrarian crisis, of deepening rural impoverishment, and of the
distorted pattern of billionaire growth.” (Walker 2008)

If not growth, what?
1.

‘First, do no harm’ - stop causing poverty, environmental destruction and illth through growth!

2.

Stop, and degrow, inequality, globally and within India

3.

4.

Redistribution. India already has enough wealth, if more equally distributed, to provide dignified lives for
all
1.

Tax reform – tax the rich

2.

Maximum income – prevent the rich

Shut down harm-causing firms (pesticides, sodas, et al.) and seize assets; reparations from colonialism
(eco-debt repayment by heirs to British East India Company wealth?)

5. End crony capitalism, corporate subsidies, corporate tax holidays (~US $75 billion of revenues subsidies to
industry in every budget (Mander 2016))
6.

Reverse predatory land acquisition and heavy/toxic industrialization policies; replace with policies
supporting small-scale, decentralized, eco-sensitive ‘village industries’, agroecology/organic farming etc. – i.e., reverse policies pushing urbanization and pauperization, help keep villages vibrant and desirable for
youth

7.

Reverse neoliberal/globalization policies; restrict FDI, revoke free-trade agreements, exit WTO etc.;
regulate corporate activity that stokes consumerism (esp. advertising and media)

8.

9.

Growth not needed for adequate food production – distribution/access is the problem
1.

Feed the people – proper PDS system – distribute food in the warehouses to the hungry!

2.

Allow people to feed themselves: end land acquisition for industrial growth; fair MSPs to farmers
and other supports to promote decentralized/localized agro-ecological farming and sustainable
local economies; Replace national PDS with regional, community-controlled PDSs integrated with
local/indigenous foods

Divert money from arms purchasing/importing, military expenditures
1.

India topped the list of weapons importers and accounted for some 15 per cent of worldwide
arms imports from 2010 to 2014

2.

Military expenditure 2014: $50 billion - 2.4 per cent of GDP - an increase of 39% from 2005;
defence spending = 14% of gov’t budget in 2015-16 (Vasunia 2015)

Movements contesting environmental injustices... from growth
‘degrowthism of the marginalized’ ?
Anti-industrialization/anti-land-acquisition Movements
e.g. National Alliance of People’s Movements
(http://www.proxsa.org/politics/napm.html)
Anti-waste Movements
Against incinerators (e.g. Okhla, Delhi (Adak 2016))
Against landfills (e.g. Bangalore (Deccan Herald 2014); Chennai
(Stalin 2012))
GAIA-India (Global Anti-Incinerator Alliance, no-burn.org),
fighting waste production through ‘zero-waste’ framework on
one side, and conventional ‘waste management’ (i.e. landfills,
incinerators) on the other
Anti ‘free-trade’/globalization movements
India FDI Watch (http://indiafdiwatch.org/)
Forum Against FTAs
Movements against further
commercialization/corporatization of agriculture and food
systems, and to regenerate local, traditional agriculture and
food
ASHA Network (http://www.kisanswaraj.in/)
La Via Campesina South Asia
(http://lvcsouthasia.blogspot.com/)
http://vikalpsangam.org/article/category/food-and-water/

people’s movements as barriers to growth




Moody’s Investor Service, ‘Inside India 2016’:


‘The passage of land acquisition … has stalled, which illustrates that “political friction (read: antiindustrialization/globalization struggles) will keep the reform process (read: neoliberalism, FDI, growth)
uneven and slow-moving”’



“Domestic political developments (read: anti-industrialization/globalization struggles) amid an
uncertain global environment in 2016 are likely to keep the market sentiment (read: FDI, growth)
volatile”

Energy Information Administration (US) - International Energy Outlook 2016:


“Additional structural reforms—such as ending regulatory impediments to the consolidation of laborintensive industries, reforming labor markets and bankruptcy terms, and liberalizing agricultural and
trade practices—will be essential for achieving the projected GDP growth rates over the longer
term....”



“India has set an ambitious coal production target of 1.5 billion metric tons by 2020. Success in
meeting that goal will depend heavily on the timing and effectiveness of reforms (read: acquiring land,
propping up industry, suppressing dissent) in the country’s strained coal supply chain....”



“Even with the reallocation of coal blocks in 2015, [environmental] permitting challenges may continue
to obstruct development. A more efficient handling of the permit and approval process will be required
to ensure the desired effect of smoother operation of the coal supply chain in the future....”



“land acquisition has been a significant barrier to improving the coal supply chain....the
population affected by land acquisition is an important barrier to robust coal production.”

conclusions










unquestionably, degrowth is imperative for the North, where ‘the North’ = the overdeveloped, the
overconsuming everywhere (including in the South); class instead of nation-state/territorial analysis
the flip side is that billions of people around the world are today suffering from too little and need
access to produce and consume more for a dignified life (including the Souths in the North)
degrowth, animated by justice and sufficiency-equity (i.e. reducing the overconsumption of the rich to
sustainable levels; this is as opposed to affluence-equity (i.e. increasing the consumption of the poor
to affluent levels)) is clear about the impossibility of alleviating material poverty without reducing the
economic-ecological footprints of the rich, since the two conditions are causally linked (long observed
by dependency theory); capitalism-imperialism-growth are structurally linked
economic growth/capitalism benefits and consolidates the power of the rich, while increasingly
harming, marginalizing, and further impoverishing the poor through its ‘externalities’; hence, the
need for degrowth if justice and sufficiency-equity are to be achieved; that is to say: economic
degrowth is necessary if the poor are to have enough, or not be further pauperized
the harmful dynamics of capitalism and growth obtain in countries of the South as much as the
North (why wouldn’t they?); in India, growth has:






occasioned great internal inequality, internal resource colonialism (increasingly external as
well) and destruction of traditional livelihoods on a massive scale (precipitating massive
urbanization, slum growth, precarity), and tremendous environmental-health destruction
accrued to and inflated the wealth and power of the rich, both the rich within India, and
the rich elsewhere who are investors, financiers, and affluent consumers of luxury exports

if this is the case, if growth in India (and, presumably, other countries of the South) has and is
mainly helping the rich minority (the North within and without) and harming/creating the poor
majority and even harming the supposed beneficiaries (viz. middle class), does it not follow that
degrowth should apply there too? That is: economic degrowth in order to allow growth-tosufficiency or arresting of further dispossession, marginalization and pauperization of the poor?
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