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Longhistory of growth anddegrowth

METABOLIC PROFILES

Energy input for...

..hunter-and-gatherer ..agrarian ..industrial
societies: societies: societies:

10 GJ/cap/yr 65 GJ/cap/yr 250 GJ/cap/yr
(biomass) (biomass) (fossil-, hydro- &
nuclear energy,

+ biomass)




Shorthistory of degrowth
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Degrowth acharacterisation

A ¢ 1 gfuitabledownscaling
of productionand
consumptiorthat increases
humanwellbeingand
enhancescological
conditiong (Schneider et al
2010: 511).

A Voluntary reduction in
capacities to exploit
resources
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"Until the fence 15 fixed, we're going to rely on self-agiscipline.”
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Figure 1. The degrowth transition to a steady state economy. SSE stands for Steady-
State Economy (from O’Neill 2011, 2).




What makesdegrowthdifferent?

DEGROWTH,

SIMPLY
DIFFERENT

MORE OF SAME of LESS oF
THE SAME THE SAME THE SAME
GROWTH STATIiONARY RECESSION

STATE
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A Capitalism
?ﬂ A Technology
rl A Academia
a A Bio-physical
Ml Because you can't ..
W shop your way to. A Ecoefficiency
sustainability- A Decoupling
B . A Kuznetscurves

De.Growt!




|sgrowth alwaysbad?
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Breakthroughnstitute










Dowe all needto degrow?




Will degrowthleadto societal
collapsée
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THE COLLAPSE
OF CIVILISATION
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Rival Iinterpretations




1. TheDouxcommerceT hesis

AE¢A0 Aa FEy2ad F 3ISYSNJI
rule that wherever
manners are gentle
there iIs commerce; and

, G
wherever there Is "0
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ContinueX
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more gentle through
the influence of the
spirit of commerce and
Industry, those enemies
of violence and turmoill,
which cause wealth to
T { @Coridoretl795).

men one to another
through mutual utility.
Through commerce the
moral and physical
passions are superseded
o0& Ay RBMBEaUE
1781)




2. The SeltlestructionThesis

Aad! & AYRAOQDARdzZ
has been increasingly
directed to individual
advantage, habits and
Instincts based on
communal attitudes and
objectives have lost out.
The weakening of
traditional social values
has made predominantly
capitalist economies
Y2ZNBE RATFTFAOJA
(Hirsch 1976, 1118).




3. The Feudabhackles aneblessings
Thesis




Summary

A Douxcommerce: commoditization and capitalism
ONBIU0S Y2NXYf SYOBANRYYS
flourish

A Seltdestruction: Market society produces
iIndividualism which corrodes social and public
values and hence collaboration

A Feudal shackles: feudal residues prevemiix
commerce

A Feudal blessings: residues are important element
for social and ideological diversity and thus libera
traditions and democracy




Positiveeffects

Negativeeffects

Dominanceof the market

Douxcommerce

Selfdestruction

Influential persistenceof
pre-capitalist forms

Feudal blessings

Feudal shackles




Mixing for morenuanciation

A Simple thesis only holds portion of the full
truth and needs complementation

A Residues or legacies hamper development of
new era/movement, while providing elements
that it requires

A Both selfreinforcing and selfindermining

A Commercialisatioreates trust and empathy,
but also individualism and instrumental
reason




More reading
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Market boundaries

A & ¢ fa& that the

market will not

generate morally
neneficial outcomeall
oy itself means that a
petter understanding of
the market and its
boundariess & Yy SSR
(Biermans2012: 189)




LESS BAD +MORE GOOD

DEGROWTHY




Howto judgewhereandwhen
degrowthis neededc Grounding
marketboundaries

A Inwhich partsof society
IS the marketallowedto
operate?

A Towhat extentare
essentialgoodsand
services provided for

A Towhat extentare
ecologiexonserved




