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Figure 37. Spain’s Consumption Footprint for the 16 environmental
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Emission reductions achieved In high-income countries through absolute decoupling
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Vogel and Hickel, 2023. Is green growth happening? The Lancet
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Cuny and Parrique, forthcoming in 2024. Factors of CO2 emissions trends in the European Union from 1990 to 2018.
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Yearly reduction rate of carbon content of energy
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The scale debate has two positions. Either you can show that high-income
nations can keep increasing their levels of production and consumption
while falling back within planetary boundaries (that's the green growth
position), or you must accept that a certain downscaling of economic
activities will be necessary (that's the degrowth position). | have spent
considerable efforts since the publication of Decoupling

debunked (2019) researching that dilemmma and the scientific literature
seems to be converging towards a growth-critical consensus, as
exemplified by the results of the latest IPCC report. As someone whose
job 1t is to find a way to make economies more sustainable, | would be the
first to celebrate evidence of economic growth ceasing to be an
ecological issue. But that's simply not happening, as evidenced by a
growing number of empirical studies showing something that is hardly
surprising: producing more makes it harder to pollute less.

Parrique, 2023. A response to Alessio Terzi: Degrowth for good. Dismantling capitalism to save humanity from climate catastrophe



Degrowth towards a steady-state economy
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