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THE ‘GREEN ECONOMY’: A ‘wolf in sheep’s clothing’ or an alternative  development path in South Africa?
Jacklyn Cock, Honorary Research Associate, Society, Work and Development Institute, (SWOP), University of the Witwatersrand, South Africa
 Introduction: why we need a new development path
We need to debate the construction of an alternative development path  globally because the existing model of neo-liberal  capitalism  involves deepening social inequality and ecological  degradation. The climate  crisis is deepening. Despite 17 years of negotiations there is no binding global agreement on the reduction of  carbon emissions. In fact carbon emissions are rising which means climate change is intensifying and having devastating impacts – particularly on the working class - in the form of rising food prices, water shortages, crop failures and so on. Sub-Saharan Africa will be the worst affected. 
With a carbon intense economy, South Africa is one of the  worst contributors to the climate crisis and since 1995 inequality has deepened to make us the most unequal of all major countries in the world with a gini-coefficient of 0.7. Even the neo-liberal  National Planning Commission’s first report concluded, that “….. there are already good reasons to seek to build a new development path that is more inclusive, less dependent on the exploitation of non-renewable resources and that uses renewable resources more sustainably and strategically.” (NPC,2011:17). 
The ‘green economy’ is an empty signifier. Everything depends on who claims it and gets to fill it with meaning. The central question addressed in this chapter is whether the concept of  the green economy could provide such a new development path or is it what Lander (2011) has termed “a wolf in sheep’s clothing” the ‘wolf’ being green neo-liberal capitalism. 
The ‘green economy’
The notion of green or sustainable capitalism is being subjected to growing criticism. rooted in the understanding that it is capital’s logic of accumulation that is destroying the ecological conditions that sustain life. ( Panitch and Leys, 2006; Kovel, 2001; Foster, 2009). As Wallis states, the environmental crisis “is a crisis arising from and the perpetuated by the rule of capital and hence incapable of resolution within the capitalist framework”(Wallis, 2010:32). Instead capital is appropriating the climate crisis and promoting the further commodification and even financialisation of nature in the form of the ‘green economy;.
For the last 3 years the United Nations Environmental Programme (UNEP) has promoted a ‘moderate’  vision of a low-carbon, resource efficient and socially inclusive   ‘green economy’.  “A green economy results in improved human wellbeing and social equality, while significantly reducing environmental risks and ecological scarcities”. (United Nations Environmental Programme, 2011: 6)  However it’s latest formulation is far more extreme, or radical, with an emphasis on providing capital with incentives to change by arguing  that economic growth  and profits could be even bigger with a green economy.This formulation which includes the ‘financialisation’ of ecosystem services’,  represents an attempt by capital to effect the last enclosure of the commons – that of Nature itself.  
The extreme version of the ‘green economy’  is being actively promoted by the powerful forces Susan George has called ‘the Davos class’, an alliance of government leaders, philanthropists and corporate executives  who form  the “nomadic, powerful and interchangeable” global elite created by capitalist globalization (George, 2010:7). The concept originated in the World Economic Forum, and, as Richard Branson expressed it at the Rio+20 conference, “our only option to stop climate change is for industry to make money from it”.
The most controversial component of  the Green Economy is ‘the Economics of Ecosystems and Biodiversity’. This means that “nature should be precisely measured and valued according to the ‘services’ it provides (cleaning water, capturing carbon and so on)”. In this way nature’s services can be costed, offset, and traded on markets, via credits, similar to carbon trading. “(Ashley, 2012:5).  It means the expansion of the market into all aspects of the natural world.

In this process nature is reduced to ‘natural capital’’ (soil, water, air, flora and fauna and  ‘ecosystem services’). “Ecosystem goods and services from natural capital are worth trillions of US dollars per year” according to the Natural Capital Declaration, a commitment by the finance sector for Rio +20. (www.naturalcapitaldeclaration.org. Accessed 19.6.2012) Similarly, Lord Fink, a British hedge fund manager has called on his fellow financiers to recognize that there was a 18 trillion US dollar business opportunity awaiting people who could realize the value of carbon locked in tropical forests..” (Cited by Brockington, 2012:417). 
It is evident that the green economy is about capital moving speculative ‘green’ trading schemes like carbon funds and biodiversity offsets to the centre of the  financial services industry. So what is new is that the commodification of nature has combined with “a growing historical trend of financialisation of the economy – in other words the drawing into financial circulation of aspects of life that previously lay outside it. This has fuelled a market for ‘green’ commodities, “ with all the greed and fraud we have seen in financial speculation recently.” (Leach, 2012) 

This extreme formulation has generated intense criticism., for example a description of  the  Green Economy as “the green-tinted regurgitation of a failed and unjust economic system ..”. (Jeff Conant, Global Justice Ecology Project Communications Director.Press release 7.12.2011 Durban).  Due to this contestation,  part of deep differences between developed and developing countries,  in the final outcome document of the Rio+20  document, The Future we Want,  the green economy is not fully endorsed but promoted as “one of the important tools available for achieving sustainable development “   “We encourage each country to consider the implementation of  green economy policies in the context of sustainable development and poverty eradication, in a manner that endeavours to drive sustained, inclusive and equitable economic growth and job creation, particularly for women, youth and the poor. (UN,2012:11). The many references to growth and job creation in the 53 page document  have a particular relevance for South Africa.
The South African policy context
Agreement on reducing carbon emissions is particularly challenging to South Africa, because of the centrality of the ‘minerals-energy complex’ which revolves around  a dependence on fossil-fuel based energy.  In his 2012 State of the Nation address President Zuma painted a picture of a resource intensive industrial development  policy to promote economic growth. There was no reference to the National Planning Commission’s recommendation that “South Africa needs to move away from the unsustainable use of natural resources.” The government’s climate change policy favours carbon trading and is rooted in a ‘green capitalism’. This includes  technological innovation in expensive, schemes like nuclear energy, developing ‘climate smart crops’, untested carbon capture and storage underground, as well as  expanding markets, while keeping the existing institutions of capitalism intact. 

Currently South Africa has no legislation requiring a reduction in carbon emissions, but  the government seems aware of the seriousness of the threat of climate change. Like the earlier Green Paper, The 2011 National Climate Change Response White Paper warns that “potential impacts on South Africa in the medium to long-term are significant and potentially catastrophic”, for  “after 2050 warming is projected to reach around 3 – 4 degrees C along the coast and 6 -7 degrees C in the interior. With these kinds of temperature increases, life as we know it, will change completely”(Government of the Republic of South Africa, 2011:9). 
However the White Paper fails to engage with the full impact of climate change on the working class – especially in relation to rising food prices, water shortages and crop failures. While there is reference to a “long-term just transition to a climate-resilient and lower carbon economy and society” (Ibid, p.5) the notion of ‘justice’ is not developed. 

There is a vague reference to the potential of ‘green jobs’(Ibid,p. 15) and the ‘new, green economy’(Ibid,p.32) but these are not defined. 

There are a great many policy documents which refer to the green economy, but it is often approached in a very narrow and even technicist sense, as simplu meaning a new energy regime. Also it  is freqnetly viewed as something distinct, as an add on to the ‘real economy. Trollop and Tyler point to , “… the compartmentalisation of the ‘Green Economy’ as something separate and therefore different or additional to a mainstream future South African  economy” (Trollop and Tyler, 2011:11) 

Other official policy documents demonstrate an incoherence and aspirations towards reducing carbon emissions are contradicted by government  practices which involve massively expanded coal-fired and nuclear energy. Overall, policy  and practice displays the continued power of the corporations at the centre of the minerals-energy complex to shape development to their own profit-driven interests
The notion of a’ green economy’ first entered the policy discourse in the State of the Nation Address  by President Zuma in 2010 as part of the vision for a New Growth Path. This envisages economic growth and job creation through building new and expanding existing green infrastructure, economic sectors and industries while ensuring the long-term sustainability of natural systems and the environment”. (Zuma, 2010:19) In the New Growth Path Framework presented by Minister Ebrahim Patel on 23 November 2010 the green economy is reduced to one sector, but overall the Minister  said, “The New Growth Path, targets 300,000 additional direct jobs by 2020 to green the economy..” (p.11). The significance of this aspiration is the current  unemployment rate in South Africa which is now 37% if those “discouraged from seeking work” are included, and includes many of our most important resource: our young people. 2.8 million of  people between the ages of 18 and 30 are neither engaged in jobs or any educational institutions.  At the same time job losses as well as casualisation is increasing. 
Green jobs 
Green jobs are at the centre of global debates on the transition to what is variously termed ‘a low carbon economy’ or a ‘green economy’.  The common element is the need for a transition to a new energy regime. However there is also ambiguity on the meaning of this term.
The simplest definition of  green jobs is“ those in existing and new sectors which use processes and produce goods and services aimed at alleviating environmental threats” (UNEP,2008).The emphasis on the creation of ‘green’ or ‘climate jobs’ challenges  the false dichotomy which portrays  labour-environmental relations as a trade-off  between jobs and the environment.  A new energy regime clearly means there  are  opportunities for employment in new sectors such as renewable energy, public transport, agro-ecology and energy efficiency. 
However there are several  problems in the current formulations of green jobs:

firstly many large claims are made which seem inflated and are not supported by empirical evidence.  Secondly  in the debate on creating a green economy, insufficient attention has been paid to the quality of green jobs (in terms of labour standards and wage levels.) Decent work means jobs that pay at least a living wage, and offer training opportunities and some measure of economic and social security.  Thirdly jobs are seldom green in an absolute sense which requires careful examination of the production  processes used as well as the goods and services produced. Finally the debate on green jobs fails to address the challenge of ensuring decent jobs for the thousands of workers presently employed in energy intensive jobs. Overall insufficient attention has been paid to job losses
However in the South African context with the crisis of unemployment, there is potential for job creation in a number of areas, such as  renewable energy and  urban agriculture. 

Job creation in renewable energy
These jobs could also address crucial social needs. Almost a quarter  of poor, black South African households suffer from energy poverty. They lack access to electricity either due to the lack of infrastructure or the imposition of unaffordable pre-paid meters. Justice demands that all households have access to energy; sustainability demands that this should be clean, safe, affordable and renewable energy. This poses a challenge given that   90% of our electricity is generated through burning coal which means that it is highly polluting. 
Such access would lower the respiratory diseases resulting from the use of coal and paraffin, reduce the shack fires in which the poorest of the poor loose all their possessions and even their lives, and would help to reduce the crisis of food insecurity by promoting the cooking of healthy foods. 

Renewable energy reduces carbon emissions and creates more jobs than either nuclear or coal power stations. Studies have shown that 50% of all electricity from clean, renewable resources  is possible by 2030  and could provide over a million new jobs.(Worthington and Tyler, 2010). However it must be stressed that  the jobs created in the manufacture,sale, installation and maintenance  of solar water heaters for example, as well as other forms of renewable energy must be decent jobs, at least in terms of the ILO indicators. 
To create green, decent, useful jobs in renewable energy requires state intervention, at least in the form of supportive policies, such as tax rebates, local content criteria, or even regulations making solar water heater installations compulsory. For example, new building codes in South Africa state that at least 50% of water heating requirements in all new buildings must be met by either heat pumps or solar geysers. This will help to boost the solar geyser market.  But, as the Green Strategic Programe for Gauteng  emphasizes, we need to develop a local manufacturing hub to develop products for local conditions. At present over half of our solar geysers are imported, including low-quality products from China and there is a lack of installation skills locally. (Financial Mail.  30.7.2011)

Furthermore the shift to renewable energy would allow for smaller, localized energy production. Because resources such as sun and wind are available at the local level, renewable energy could mean supporting bottom-up, decentralized development. This could even extend to community participation and control..

Clearly it is argued that what is needed is not just  green jobs but decent,  useful (in the sense of meeting social needs)  and  state supported  (or publically driven)  green  jobs

Job creation in urban agriculture
At the same time as the unemployment crisis, South Africa  faces a deepening  food crisis. Almost half (40%) of South Africans are ‘food insecure’ and overall 42% of households in the City of Johannesburg  are classified as food insecure. (Frayne et al, 2009:01). This increases to  70% of households in the poorest areas. (De Wet, 2007). ‘Food insecurity’ is a sanitized term for hunger. Nationally, one in every four children under the age of six is showing signs of stunted growth due to malnutrition.  

A transformative shift  to a green or low carbon economy involves moving away  from industrialized agriculture to agro-ecology. Doing so could address  the food crisis, the unemployment crisis and the environmental crisis at the same time. 
Our present food production system is energy intensive being responsible for 11% of South Africa’s carbon emissions. It is dominated by large corporations concerned with profit rather than meeting social needs. Furthermore, it results in ecological damage because of its heavy dependence on oil-based fertilizers and pesticides, and a long supply chain or ‘food miles’ which are a major source of carbon emissions. 
Agro-ecology involves  localizing food production to  bring consumers and producers closer together thus strengthening food security. Food insecurity  will worsen in South Africa as food prices continue to rise because  firstly, increases in the price of oil will raise the cost of fertilizer and transport; secondly, climate change especially the more extreme weather events such as droughts and floods will damage crops, and thirdly the use of arable land for biofuels will divert land from food production. 
A strategy for greening the Gauteng economy (Spencer, et al 2010)  suggest that promoting  large scale local food production; could create  almost 500,000 ‘jobs’. The authors suggest that with land available, aiming to meet ALL the basic fresh produce requirements of the population of Gauteng, 26,672 hectares need to be cultivated which can done by 44,538 people on 600m plots. (Spencer et al, 2010:.42 and48)

The Siyakhana authors maintain that the Spencer et al  calculation of 444,538 direct jobs is based on a number of problematic assumptions such as access to markets, the availability of land and water, adequate skills etc. (Siyakhana,2011:23)But they conclude that with adequate support “in Gauteng urban agriculture could create livelihood opportunities and jobs for a total of 450,000 people, (Siyakhana,2011:31)
The local state could accelerate this kind of intervention by changing its procurement policies to require state institutions to procure a proportion of their food requirements from local suppliers. This kind of localization which brings producers and consumers closer together could reduce the present wasteful pattern of long supply chains and energy intensive ‘food miles’. It could also begin to “result in the improved human well being and social inequality’ that is a component of the UNEP definition of the green economy cited above

What requires emphasis is  that green jobs in these two areas: renewable energy and urban agriculture, can help us address all of the three crises we face – the crises of climate, unemployment and food security- in the immediate term.

In a parallel way that there is a ‘moderate’ formulation of the green economy promoted by international labour organisations such as the International Trade Union Confederation, as well as  a more extreme or ‘radical’ version promoted by ‘the Davos class’ there are different responses in South Africa. The transition to a green or low carbon economy could be understood in either limited or transformative terms: it could focus on ‘thin’ change, on protecting the most vulnerable workers and the poor, or on deep substantive change in the ways we produce and consume to create  a more just and sustainable social order. Two such broad  approaches to the green economy  may be distinguished: both emphasize the need for change towards the goal of  a low carbon economy but differ on the scale of change involved,  the means of reaching it and what such a transformed  economy would look like. They are:
(i) a social democratic approach based on three principles, state intervention, ecological sustainability and social justice, and

(ii) total ecological and economic restructuring in an eco-socialist project. 
The social democratic approach to the green economy
This approach  is grounded  in a commitment to  a ‘just transition’ to a green or low carbon economy that protects working people. This emphasizes protection and the  need to develop programs for workers who lose their jobs because of climate protection policies. 
The key principles in this approach are:
(i) State intervention and support
This implies an active state committed to providing  the specific enabling conditions for the transition to a low carbon or green economy. These enabling conditions consist of national regulations (such as the latest requirements for energy efficiency in new buildings in South Africa), subsidies, sustainable public procurement programmes, tax incentives etc.
(ii) Ecological sustainability 

Another key principle underlying the social democratic approach to the green economy is that of ecological sustainability.  When the concept of sustainable development was launched at the Rio conference in 1992 it held out great promise. By the Johannesburg conference in 2002 the concept  had become vacuous and was largely about sustaining economic growth at virtually any ecological cost. A further problem is that the sustainability discourse has been appropriated by neo-liberal capitalism (Cock, 2010).  The current emphasis is on how sustainability can increase profitability. For example, the former CEO of Walmart recently described sustainability as “the single biggest business opportunity of the 21st century and the next main source of competitive advantage. (Business Day.  2010:022). 

For these reasons in the transition to a green or low carbon economy the principle of ecological sustainability has to be balanced by a third principle: social and environmental justice. 
(iii) Social and environmental justice. 
The key question about ecological sustainability is not only to protect limited resources, but to ensure that resources are used for the benefit of all, and not just for the privileged few. This means linking sustainability to justice. 
This does not always happen. For example, South Africa is a water scarce country and climate change will worsen this. So there is much talk of water efficiency, reducing wastage and  water harvesting. But less attention is paid to the wasteful consumption of the elite with their swimming pools and golf courses which  use on average 1.2 - 3 million litres of water a day. (Endangered Wildlife. No 58, 2006 p. 44). 
We have much reliable evidence on how many poor households are struggling tosurvive with pre-paid water meters. Yet in one of their programmes in support of ‘transitioning South Africa to a green economy’, the Development Bank of South (DBSA)Africa recommends extending the installation of these water metering systems. It emphasizes how this could lead to the creation of 2,000 unskilled and 500 skilled jobs per year. (DBSA, 2022:22). There is no mention of the wasteful consumption of water by the elite. This is the kind of policy that could result from an emphasis on ecological sustainability that ignores questions of social justice. 
Clearly to address the three crises South Africa faces at present we need to link the notions of ‘green’ and ‘decent’, or, to phrase it another way, to link the principles of ecological sustainability and social justice in transformative terms. We need not just green jobs but green, decent, useful, state driven forms of work in a green society.  If we  think about the green economy only in terms of job creation and addressing environmental threats we will perpetuate the present shockingly high levels of hardship, exclusion and social inequality. 
There is also a more radical,  transformative concept of the green economy as involving   not  just shallow change with new technology, green jobs, social protection, retraining and consultation, but an alternative growth path with new ways of producing and consuming and new ways of relating both to each other and to nature. This approach is critical of how the green economy is reduced to decarbonisation, to a set of technical issues centered on  moving away from coal as our main source of energy, reducing carbon emissions and creating a new energy regime. Instead the emphasis is on the context of crisis to demand total, transformative change. 

The embryo of an alternative socialist  order
From this perspective the climate crisis provides the opportunity to demonstrate  that the cause is the expansionist logic of the capitalist system and the need for an alternative, anti-capitalist development path.  A‘ just transition to a low carbon economy’  could contain the embryo of an alternative eco-socialist social order.

Such an  alternative social order could be marked by:  

*the collective, democratic control of production, production for social needs rather than profit
*the mass roll out of renewable energy could mean decentralized energy with much greater potential for community control. 

*the localization of food production in the shift from carbon-intensive industrial agriculture to agro-ecology  could promote not only co-operatives and more communal living, but also a more direct sense of connection to nature.

*the reduction of  consumption could mean the simplification of middle class lifestyles, with reduced waste, extravagance and ostentation 

* the shift to public transport could reduce the reliance on private motor cars as symbols of power and freedom

* more sharing of resources which could mean more collective social forms which could break the individualism which is a mark of neo-liberal capitalism

* the  shift towards a more appreciative use of natural resources could reduce the alienation from nature of many urban inhabitants

* the spreading of  values of sharing, simplicity, solidarity and more mindful living. 
* the social ownership of key sectors such as energy.
The ecological and economic restructuring implied by this alternative should win extensive trade union support. As Sweeney writes, “Unions can be confident that the ecological case for the public ownership and democratic control of carbon-and pollution-intensive industries and services – beginning with power generation and energy-delivery systems – is cast iron. Given the impact of privatization on workers and communities, the social case is similarly strong. The goal should be to expand democratic control over major investment and production decisions and over financial institutions and transactions, while asserting a new set of social and economic conditions on private capital for the good of workers and the environment. This could ..drastically slow the rate of ecological damage, while establishing a platform for an even deeper restructuring of economic life over the long term”. (Sweeney, 2012:13) 

This kind of thinking could take labour beyond the ‘real world historical options ‘ of green capitalism “where economic growth is de-linked from emissions and environmental destruction generally, or …. a ‘suicide capitalism scenario where fossil-fuel corporations and major industry, agriculture, transport and retail interests are successful in maintaining business as usual” (Sweeney,2011:9). These features could be precursors to a socialist order.
 In the South African context this approach is most clearly articulated by the National Union of Metalworkers of South Africa (NUMSA) This COSATU affiliate  has rejected the notion of green jobs as one component of a new green and unsustainable capitalism which is trying to avoid fundamental change through an emphasis on expanding markets and new technologies, while keeping the existing institutions of power intact.(Harris-White in Panitch and Leys, 2008).The response of NUMSA one of the biggest unions representing almost 300,000 workers in energy intensive industries, is grounded in its commitment to socialism It is  skeptical of the ‘just transition’ approach as ‘empty rhetoric”.  According to the NUMSA President,“..the language of ‘just transition’ needs a class analysis. We believe that a ‘just transition’ can become a disarming term for the working class if we are not careful. It must always be clear that  capitalism has caused the crisis of climate change that we see today. There is an urgent need to situate the question of climate change in a class struggle perspective”. (Opening address by NUMSA President Cedric Gina to the Numsa International Seminar on Climate Change and Class Struggle 4.12.2011).  Another NUMSA official stated ,
“Talk about a just transition often leaves out the two essential conditions, public ownership and democratic control. The talk about a just transition is often shallow because it does not talk about who will own the new energy sources. They must not be sites of capital accumulation. The same culprits who destroyed the environment are now the proponents of renewable energy…..  We are inspired by the slogan, “Socialism is the future, build it now”. This is what informs our transformative notion of a just transition.  The insistence on public ownership and democratic control is a building block for socialism.” ( Dinga Skwebu, COSATU Energy Seminar. Johannesburg 13.6.2012)

NUMSA believes a “just transition  must be based in worker controlled democratic social ownership of key means of production and means of subsistence… Without this struggle  over ownership and the struggle for a socially owned renewable energy sector, just transition will become a capitalist concept, building up a capitalist “green economy:.(Statement from NUMSA Central Committee issued on 14.12.2011).  
The goal is  transformative ecological and economic restructuring  in an alternative social order marked by the key principles of democratic control and social ownership.  Justice and what Eric Olin Wright calls “human flourishing’ can only be realized in a democratic socialist order that changes the present patterns of production and consumption which are based on waste, competition and pollution and focuses on the provision of basic human needs such as clean air, unpolluted water, safe food, adequate sanitation, public transport, universal healthcare, quality education, useful work and renewable energy. 

However it is acknowleged that this involves a new kind of socialism that is democratic, ecological and with a strong normative commitment to justice. As Chavez said in 2005 “we  have to reinvent socialism. “It can’t be the kind of socialism that we saw in the Soviet Union… we must reclaim a new kind of socialism, a humanist one, which puts humans and not machines or the state ahead of everything.” (Cited by Lebowitz, 2010:22) . 
Creating this new kind of socialism  means:

(i) Re-thinking  the link between socialism and production. The dominant conception of socialism in the twentieth century tended to stress the development of productive forces. It was assumed that  “by getting to a certain level of production you solve the problems of poverty and inequality”. (Williams, 1995:53). This has been proved wrong.  The new socialism emphasizes the development of human beings and the satisfaction of social needs through  workers control, and democratic participatory forms of production. 
 (ii) Rethinking  how we consume.   As eco-feminist VandanaShiva writes,   “The shopping mall and the supermarket are temples of consumerism through which global corporations seduce us into participating in the destruction of our productive capacities, our ecological rights and our responsibility as earth citizens. “ (Shiva, 2008:7). 

(iii) Creating a new kind of socialism means we have to rethink our relationship to nature. Marx recognized how capitalism was destroying nature. He wrote, “Even an entire society, a nation, or all simultaneously existing societies taken together are not the owners of the earth. They are simply its possessors, its beneficiaries and have to bequeath it in an improved state to succeeding generations.”(Cited byAngus,2009:210).Marx also stressed that “Man is part of nature” which means recognizing our place in a broad, ecological community,  in which all living creatures are  connected and interdependent. The old type of “productivist socialism” exploited nature carelessly and ignored its limits to act as a sink for our waste products or a source of raw materials for economic activities. Clean air and water and fertile soil, as well as universal access to chemical-free food and renewable, non-polluting energy sources are basic human rights defended by ecosocialism. 
 (iv) The new kind of socialism means different social relations, the development of solidarity and caring relations  rather than the competition and individualism of capitalism which atomizes and divides.
(v) It means a different view of human nature. This asserts that humans are not born selfish, greedy  and  competitive, these are qualities learnt under capitalism.  This is a much more optimistic view of human beings, with collective action marked by solidarity and sharing as the agency of change. As  Evo Morales once said, “I have absolute confidence in human beings, in their capacity to reason, to learn from mistakes, to rediscover their roots and to change in order to forge a just, diverse, inclusive, egalitarian world in harmony with nature.

So ecosocialism means radical changes in how we relate to each other and to nature, as well as  in our present patterns of production and consumption which are based on waste, competition and pollution. The vision  draws much from the indigenous Andean paradigm of ‘living well’ ( rather than ‘’living better’) in harmony with nature. 
 This vision is beginning to resonate for people around the world. In  Secretary-General Vavi’s key note address to the COSATU International Policy Conference on 16.5.2012 there is a reference to how various global unions “are putting forward concrete progressive alternatives to the neo-liberal response to the global crises..” Eco-socialism is mentioned as  one “important rallying point around which the broad revolutionary front can be based”. He said, “An eco-socialist project, which combines both the satisfaction of social needs and the respect and balance of our ecosystem. We have much to learn from the indigenous peoples of South America and their relationship to the land”.
Conclusion

This chapter has outlined  some of the intense contestations around the notion of the ‘green economy’. The central thrust of South African government policy is that green jobs, as the central pillar of a green economy, have the potential to address all three crises in contemporary South Africa  – those of climate change, unemployment and food insecurity. All the current approaches differ widely from a green capitalism based on expanding markets and new technology,  to a social democratic perspective rooted in the principles of ecological sustainability, state intervention and social justice, to an eco-socialist project commited to re-inventing socialism, all claim to address the ecological crisis.  
Formulating  outlines of such  alternatives  challenges the “deepest shadow that hangs over us (which) is neither terror, environmental collapse, nor global recession. It is the internalized fatalism that holds there is no possible alternative to capital’s world order”(Kovel cited in Kelly and Malone, 2006:116).
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