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Foreword

Globalisation is an all-encompassing process of change in economic
and market interactions and their implication on policy and politi-
cal choice, which together constitute dimensions of change affecting
the physical, cultural and social aspects of society. These directly and
indirectly trigger the process of resource utilisation that has a direct
bearing upon the theory and issues of social justice and changes in
environment. Environmental factors accompany processes related to
factors determining demand and supply of environmental resources,
their distribution across sections of society and issues of social jus-
tice. In fact, globalisation in India can be distinguished between tradi-
tional and contemporary forms. The traditional form, for instance, is
manifested in the message of non-violence and cultural tolerance pro-
pounded by the Buddhist philosophy, the transformation of economy
and orientation to other societies to adjust with the forces in India,
particularly in the domains of the market economy and commensurate
forms of production. Contemporary processes of globalisation both
in the economic domain and culture have a high rate of acceleration
and intensification of symbolic and ideological forms because of new
forms of technological advancement. Contemporary technology, such
as telephony, internet, and related technologies, has given new wings
to the cultural, social and economic process of growth and transfor-
mation. These processes in totality affect environment deeply. They are
also germane to issues of social justice because the new forces of change
necessitate certain ancillary changes in society, such as the expansion
of education and its rate of distribution among various classes and
communities and making economic resources available to the weaker
sections of society to be able to absorb skills and new perspectives of
change. It is in this sense that globalisation and adaptive changes in
resource utilisation connect with environmental factors and generate
the ability to make these changes available to people in a meaningful
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manner. This reinforces social justice. Thus a meaningful connection
between globalisation, environmental factors and social change can be
established in the perspective of social growth and justice.

Manish K. Verma’s volume, Globalisation, Environment and Social
Justice: Perspectives, Issues and Concerns, is a meaningful effort
to analyse these factors through his own writing in the volume and
through a collection of other chapters configuring the relevant ideas of
a large number of social scientists who are engaged in studies in this
field. As we read through the collection of these chapters, we cannot
but be impressed by their purposiveness and meaningful orientation
in regard to issues. The book is of a wider interest to researchers,
policymakers, development practitioners, social workers and post-
graduate students and research scholars. T highly commend the effort
that Dr. Verma has made in collecting these chapters and for his own
observations relevant to the field. I am sure the book will be received
with keen interest and will have meaningful contribution to make in
the field.

Yogendra Singh

Professor Emeritus, Centre for the Study of Social Systems,
School of Social Sciences, Jawaharlal Nehru

University, New Delhi, India



Preface

As the most powerful agent of change the world has ever experienced,
globalisation has not only swept the entire planet in its strong cur-
rents but has also attempted to integrate it socially, economically,
culturally, politically, commercially and technologically up to a large
extent. India, being the fastest growing economy and largest demo-
cratic country having the second largest population in the world, is
also equally affected by the globalisation process. The transformation
of society and its various domains due to the neo-liberal globalisa-
tion process during the last couple of decades have been so swift and
forceful that they astonished everyone including academicians, social
scientists, policymakers, planners and people at large. Therefore the
nature, scope and form of globalisation are under intense deliberation
as scholars hold divergent views over their impact on environment
and society. Similarly, the direction of change that globalisation has
brought is also a matter of discussion. The intelligentsia is pondering to
ascertain whether globalisation is just an extension of the modernisa-
tion process, or whether it is a new model of development. A group of
scholars considers globalisation as historically rooted and entrenched,
in some implicit form, during the early modern age. Another school,
on the contrary, holds that globalisation is a completely recent phe-
nomenon the world has come across. For them, the process of liber-
alisation, privatisation and globalisation (LPG), initiated at the global
level since the 1980s (or the early 1990s in India) has played a pivotal
role in terms of unification of the world in general and the market in
particular. Down the line, it is a perennial issue of concern whether
to consider the globalisation processes benevolent and beneficial to
human beings, or contrarily detrimental due to being instrumental for
environmental degradation and creating exclusion and injustice, espe-
cially for those who are at the margins of the society. Further, another
school of thought views globalisation as a Western hegemonic project
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causing imbalance to the global equilibrium and as a tool to amplify
the colonial pursuit of hunger and greed for profit maximisation. For
them, the powerful, hegemonic, influential, advanced and technologi-
cal savvy Western countries are using globalisation as a tool to aug-
ment their control over not only the allocation of scant resources and
goods globally but also driving the ecology, environment, economy,
governance, society and culture of the developing and under-developed
third world countries. Therefore, from this perspective, the Western
countries are cleverly using their long-standing colonial policy of drain
of wealth and plunder but masking that in the talk of a new humane
face of globalisation. Most alarmingly, by extending its ambit further
and evolving the globalisation project much sharper than ever before,
the hegemonic Western countries are now, by and large, intending to
control knowledge, information, technology, economy, society, cul-
ture and eventually environment and the possibility of a just social
order. Now neo-liberal globalisation has emerged as a prime source of
distress, disparity, discrimination, deprivation, marginalisation, exclu-
sion, ecological imbalance and environmental catastrophe.

Thus it is clearly evident that there are as many interpretations of
globalisation as its interpreters, and there should not be any surprise
given its multifaceted and dynamic nature. However, most recently,
the debate of globalisation per se has been shifted on to examine the
convergence and divergence between globalisation, environment and
social justice. In what way and up to what extent globalisation is using
nature and environment, the most important building block of any
development endeavour, and how environmental catastrophe and
ecological imbalance is creating a question mark on the possibility of
environmental sustainability and sustainable development is the most
perennial issue to contemplate. Further, how it is playing in the lives
of the people across the globe, especially for the marginalised one,
whether it is beneficial and just or contrarily proving detrimental to
social justice and hampering the possibility of equity and a just social
order. Here, the Indian experience of neo-liberal globalisation holds
immense relevance and significance due to the country being home
for a large number of marginal and excluded people living below the
poverty line.

Against this backdrop, the current volume is initiated with a view
to comprehend the process of globalisation and to assess the interlink-
ages between globalisation, environment and social justice by putting
the Indian experience at centre stage. However, in order to capture a
comparative picture, some articles depicting the experiences of Brazil,
Kenya, China, the European Union and so forth are also included in
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the volume. The chapters in this volume are crafted with the intent to
examine and comprehend the perspectives, issues and concerns envel-
oping the process of ‘Globalisation vis-a-vis Environment and Social
Justice’ which has caught the attention of the intelligentsia all over
the world. For convenience and thematic understanding, the chap-
ters of the volume are divided into three sub-parts apart from one
introductory chapter in the beginning. Each part covers one impor-
tant facet of globalisation, namely, ‘Globalisation, Environmental Sus-
tainability and Social Justice: Perspectives and Issues’, ‘Globalisation,
Marginalised Sections and Social Justice: Problems and Challenges’,
and ‘Globalisation and Questions of Equity and Social Justice: Issues
from Various Sectors’. The first part of the volume comprises eight
chapters, and five papers are included in each of the second and third
parts of the volume. Chapters are organised to address the sub-themes
to which they particularly pertain and are contributed by academi-
cians and experts hailing from renowned universities and institutes of
the world.

Due to having a broader canvas and interdisciplinary nature of
issues covered, the book will be of immense significance for academi-
cians, researchers, post-graduate and graduate level students of social
sciences and development studies, policymakers and NGOs working in
the area of globalisation, environment, development and social justice.

Lastly, it is time to extend gratitude and acknowledge all those who
stood by me for the completion of the edited volume. At the outset,
I owe a deep sense of gratitude to all the contributors of the volume.
Without their novel contributions, dedicated hard work and support,
the edited volume Globalisation, Environment and Social Justice: Per-
spectives, Issues and Concerns would have been a distant dream. They
have extended their full support, cooperation and forbearance at every
stage of the completion of the book and shown intense willingness to
help me in the editing work to make the volume a reality.

I am thankful to Prof. R. C. Sobti, the vice chancellor of the Baba-
saheb Bhimrao Ambedkar University, Lucknow, for sparing me from
the university affairs which enabled me to pen down the volume in a
focused way. The motivation and support of Prof. Kameshwar Choud-
hary, my senior colleague in the Department of Sociology, needs spe-
cial mention here. He not only prepared me mentally to work for this
volume but also provided all kinds of support and assistance in formu-
lation, sketching and editing of the book. The meticulous discussions
held with him to streamline the format of the book proved extremely
helpful in shaping the volume in a presentable form. I also express
my deep sense of gratitude to Prof. N.M.P. Verma, my senior in the
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university, whose support and guidance proved extremely valuable.
I am equally thankful to the office assistant of the Department of Soci-
ology, Mr. Ajay Kumar, for providing secretarial assistance. The con-
tribution of my research scholars, Mr. Narendra Kumar and Mr. Raju
Shah, is quite appreciative in this regard.

It is high time to show my sincere gratitude towards my teachers.
First of all T extend a deep sense of gratitude to the eminent sociolo-
gist, extremely noble man and most fortunately my revered teacher,
the legendary Prof. Yogendra Singh, who always stood by me and
showered his blessings despite all odds. Along the same line, Prof.
K.L. Sharma, Prof. T.K. Oommen, Prof. Nandu Ram, Prof. Anand
Kumar and Prof. Ehshanul Haque are foremost among my notable
teachers. It is their teaching and blessings which strengthened me at
every moment of my life.

It will go without saying if I don’t mention the contribution of my
family members whose encouragement, cooperation and forbearance
enormously helped me to complete the volume. It is with the inspira-
tion and blessings of my late grandfather and grandmother that T am
in this position to fulfil their dreams. Even from their heavenly abode,
their blessings are encouraging and motivating me to work diligently
to come up to their expectations. I take this opportunity to thank my
parents, brother and sisters, in-laws and other relatives for their love
and cooperation extended to me at every moment of my life. The
cooperation, help and assistance extended by my wife Runu and the
patience of my beloved son Aradhya Dev is highly appreciable for
the completion of this endeavour. After all, it is their encouragement,
mental support and sacrifice which strengthened me to work on this
volume. I must admit that my thorough academic engagement for the
timely completion of the volume undermined and took away their
share of time and space which they would have certainly spent and
enjoyed with me. Therefore, without their help, cooperation and for-
bearance, this work would not have taken a proper shape.

Finally, T owe a deep sense of gratitude to Mr. Robert Langham,
Mr. Shashank Shekhar Sinha, Ms. Antara Ray Chaudhary, Ms. Avneet
Kaur and their entire team at Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group for
taking a personal interest in getting this volume out of press with a
high level of efficiency and the least amount of aberrations and errors.

At the last, I must admit that I have benefitted greatly from the sug-
gestions of many colleagues in the process of writing and editing this
volume. However, the entire responsibility about the content and form
of the edited volume is mine, and if there are shortcomings I alone am
to be blamed.
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Introduction

Manish K. Verma

Perhaps no other term has received as much scholarly attention as
globalisation in the last couple of decades due to its all-pervasive
dynamics and impact on society across the world. The spurt in glo-
balising processes has led to a compression of the world; as a result, the
whole world, it is opined, has turned into a ‘global village’ (McLuhan
1960), diminishing the boundaries of time and space. Globalisation
has been viewed differently in different academic disciplines. However,
there is broad agreement among scholars that it is a multidimensional
phenomenon with social, economic, political, cultural and environ-
mental dimensions engulfing different countries and sections of soci-
ety globally, including India. Its ramifications are experienced in both
material and non-material domains of society all over the world. So
recent years have drawn considerable attention worldwide to under-
stand and find ways to deal with the multifarious issues emerging
from the rapid pace of transformation brought about by neo-liberal
globalisation, which is propelled by the policies of liberalisation and
privatisation affecting both environment and society. However, there
is no agreement among scholars in the matter. Generally, it is held that
a symmetrical and close linkage exists between globalisation, environ-
ment and society. Globalisation is affecting environment and society
and at the same time its nature and direction are getting determined by
environment and society. However, it is important to consider whether
the nexus between globalisation, environment and society is benign
and a blessing or a curse.

It is observed that the shift in paradigm of development due to
incessant globalisation has affected different countries and different
sections of society differently — the dominant trend being major ben-
efits of economic growth accruing to the resourceful privileged peo-
ple and stagnation or increased exclusion and marginalisation of the
resource-poor and resourceless sections. It is held that the currently
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dominant neo-liberal globalisation has replaced the state-centred wel-
farist development model with a market-driven, economic growth
and profit-maximising paradigm at the core of development. Hence,
some scholars consider the globalisation process as a fit case of ‘crisis
of success’, wherein the powerful and hegemonic sections expropri-
ate its benefits leaving the marginal and deprived sections excluded
from its ambit. However, on the other hand, ‘for most of its propo-
nents, it is an irresistible and desirable force sweeping away frontiers,
liberating individuals and enriching all it touches’ (Ghuman et al.
2010: 1). Like many other countries, India, the second largest popu-
lated country in the world, has also embraced the neo-liberal path of
development since the 1990s onwards through adopting the policies
of liberalisation, privatisation and globalisation (popularly known as
LPG reforms) and emerged as one of the fastest developing countries
in the world. Eventually, being part of the global village and carried by
the wave of globalisation, India also embraced all the major symptoms
which emerged due to the intricate processes. Therefore, it is impor-
tant here to deliberate upon how the benefits and the costs of globali-
sation processes can be shared fairly between different countries and
among different sections of society within a country to ensure social
justice. It becomes interesting, on a micro level, to ponder over the
pattern and dynamics of interaction between neo-liberal globalisation,
environment and social justice in India.

In order to delve deep into the issue and ascertain answers to the
queries generated by the surge in globalisation and its impact on envi-
ronment and society, it would be prudent to first introspect into the
nuances of perspectives and issues related to globalisation, environ-
ment and social justice.

Perspectives and issues

Undoubtedly globalisation, as a concept and a process of social
change, has become a buzzword in the last couple of decades in the
world and mesmerised most people living on this planet. However,
what exactly globalisation connotes, the nature of changes it is driv-
ing and its effect on environment and society especially from a social
justice point of view is highly debated and contested issue in contem-
porary times. Globalisation can mean many things and accordingly
scholars and disciplines vary in their opinion and perception. While
economists view globalisation as the creation of a world economic
market by removal of free trade barriers and the closer integration
of national economies; sociologists put emphasis on mitigation of
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time and space boundaries, migration, communication, cultural diffu-
sion, social relations and creation of a ‘reflex society’ (Giddens 1990),
whereas political scientists view it in the way power dynamics and
relations operate internationally to foster international relations, new
systems of governance and global regulations. Despite varied perspec-
tives and diverse viewpoints expressed by different scholars about the
nature, magnitude, direction and impact of globalisation, it is almost
agreeable that it ‘has ushered a new vista of life for the mankind living
on this earth’ (Verma 2015: 1).

While going beyond perspective lenses held by different schools
of thought, globalisation corroborates a policy of access to global
resources and market; having two kinds of stakeholders: those who
gain and contrarily another group of people that loses out. Another
way to perceive globalisation is as a process of social, economic,
political, cultural, ecological and technological interconnectedness for
bringing prosperity through economic efficiency and the use of global
resources. Yet another but contrasting perspective is that of a process
over-emphasising economic efficiency and failing to reduce economic
disparity or social exclusion. Ironically, it exacerbates both, apart
from accentuating human misery through induced plunder of natural
resources. In this context, Bhagwati has opined critically by stating
that ‘globalization is the cause of several social ills today, such as pov-
erty in poor countries and deterioration of the environment world-
wide’ (Bhagwati 2008: 4). In an overview of globalisation, Sen express
his contention with a word of caution for fairness and equity, which is
a hallmark of his scholarly work. Sen states that

the rich in the world are getting richer and the poor poorer. This
is by no means uniformly so but the crucial issue is whether this is
the right way to understand the central issue of fairness and equity
in the global economy today.

(Sen 2007: 132)

The challenge is to strive for an ideal condition of a win-win situation
for all the participants. The moot question is, whether such an ideal
situation is possible?

Another perennial issue which confronts humanity is the limits of
environment vis-a-vis scarce availability of natural resources. Even
though markets are getting integrated, technologies are improving
day by day in the wake of globalisation and industrialisation, and the
environment has limitations to supply natural resources to cater indus-
trial requirements of a rapidly expanding consumer society. The main
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mantras of globalisation today are that the market believes in con-
sumption of commodities and the capitalist suo motu is to expropri-
ate profit even if it comes at the cost of compromising environment
and sustainability: both social and ecological. The powerful capital-
ist capitalises the situation by advertently manipulating the situation
for personal gains, which triggers an irreversible chain of deprivation,
exploitation and exclusion of the marginalised on the one hand and
environmental catastrophe on the other. Hence, in this sense environ-
mental problems and social pathologies cannot be seen as separate
entity but are two facets of the same coin. Bell has rightly summarised
the situation by stating that

Environmental problems are not only problems of technology
and industry, of ecology and biology, of pollution control and
of pollution prevention. Environmental problems are also social
problems. Environmental problems are problems for society —
problems that threaten our existing pattern of social organization
and social thought. Environmental problems are as well problems
of society — problems that challenge us to change those patterns of
organization and thought.

(Bell 2012: 2)

By further taking the issue to a much higher level of assessment,
correspondingly Bookchin (1985) accentuated in his major work
The Ecology of Freedom, ‘current ecological problems are embedded
in deep-seated social problems, and particularly in the hierarchical
forms taken by political and social systems’ (Ballet et al. 2013: 31).
Bookchin’s notion of assessment considers a natural craving among
humans to dominate nature as they dominate fellow human beings.

Having established symmetrical linkages between environmental
catastrophe, social problems and human beings as intentional per-
petrators and offenders, Bell highlights the asymmetrical nature and
trends of mounting problems:

not only are the effects of the environmental problems distrib-
uted unequally across the human community, but social inequal-
ity is deeply involved in causing those problems. Social inequality
is both a product and a producer of global warming, pollution,
overconsumption, resource depletion, habitat loss, risky technol-
ogy and rapid population growth. As well, social inequality influ-
ences how we envision what our environmental problems are.
And most fundamentally, it can influence how we envision nature
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itself, for inequality shapes our social experiences and our social
experiences shape all our knowledge.
(Bell 2012: 3)

Hence, in the opinion of Bell, an all-encompassing globalisation has
not only intensely accelerated the process of social change which has
a deep impact on environment and society per se but also shaping up
the idea and thought of the contemporary era. It is also proving to be
a prime source of distributive social justice by ensuing who will benefit
and who will face exclusionary injustice due to the intricate process
emerged out of globalisation. Therefore, the deep embedded nexus
between globalisation, environment and social justice urgently neces-
sitates cautious approach to get rid of the environmental and social
problems. In this backdrop, Dunlap has rightly remarked, ‘the noted
trends underline the current emphasis being given to the notions of
“sustainability” and “sustainable development”, for these trends call
into question the long-term sustainability of modern industrial socie-
ties” (Dunlap and Michelson 2008: 11).

Among the pioneer scholars who addressed the issue of current
trends of market-oriented ecological pandemonium and environmen-
tal destruction was the scholarly work of Catton and Dunlap, popu-
larly acknowledged as ‘three competing functions of the environment’
depicted in Figure 0.1.

Situation circa 1900 Current Situation
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Repository

/

Daopot
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Global Carrying Capacity

Figure 0.1 Competing functions of the environment

Source: Dunlap, Riley E. and Michelson, William (ed.). 2008. Handbook of Environ-
mental Sociology. Indian Reprint. New Delhi and Jaipur: Rawat, p. 2.
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The model of Catton and Dunlap identifies three of the most apt
roles that the environment performs for human beings in terms of sup-
ply depot, living space and waste repository. Supply depot connotes
the ability of the environment to serve as a source of renewable natural
resources (air, water, forests, fossil fuels) that are most crucial for living
species for survival. Excessive use of these precious resources results
in scarcities and shortfalls. Living space or habitat bestows housing, a
system of transportation and other day-to-day necessary requirements
for sustenance. Excessive use and burden on these resources leads to
congestion, overcrowding, jamming and the devastation of habitats
for other species. Lastly, environment serves as a ‘sink’ for garbage,
sewage, industrial pollution and other by-products with the aid of a
waste repository function. Exceeding the threshold level of ecosystems
to absorb wastes inevitably leads to health tribulations from contami-
nated pollutants and eventually ecosystem disruption. Moreover, each
of these functions contends for space and often encroaches upon the
others, namely:

placing garbage landfill in a rural location near to a city both
make that site unsuitable as a living space and destroy the abil-
ity of the land to function as a supply depot for food. Similarly,
urban sprawl reduces the amount of arable land that can be put
into production while intensive logging threatens the living space
of native (aboriginal) peoples.

(Hannigan 2006: 19)

Dunlap and Michelson, therefore, put it as the by-product of
globalisation:

in so far as the supply of space in communities, regions, nations
and even the entire globe is becoming increasingly limited relative
to the size and distribution of human populations and their socio-
economic activities, interactions and potential conflicts among
environmental uses will likely occur with increasing frequency
and at larger geographical scales, creating shortages, contamina-
tion, crowding, conflicts and other negative outcomes.

(Dunlap and Michelson 2008: 14)

Hannigan further adds to the apprehensive statement of Dunlap by
accentuating that ‘in recent years, the overlap and therefore con-
flict, among these three competing functions of the environment has
grown considerably. Newer problems such as global warming are
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said to stem from competition among all three functions simultane-
ously’ (Hannigan 2006: 19). It is important here to note the appended
fear that the emergent tribulations are often difficult to recognise by
human beings through direct sensory perception. Therefore, in order
to make us aware of them essentially requires scientific expertise.
These environmental predicaments often impinge on enormous geo-
graphical regions and may even capture the globe comprehensively.
Their devastating effects are potentially capable of affecting future
generations as well. The potential catastrophic consequences of such
tribulations undoubtedly exceed our capability to alleviate their
impacts and in cases we even feel helpless to adequately compensate
the victims. Hence

we are in danger, as we seem increasingly to fear, of losing con-
trol of our own technological creations. We are as well losing the
technological and rationalist confidence we once enjoyed, perhaps
chastened by normal accidents, new species of trouble, risks that
now seem less than voluntary and other inadequacies of rational
risk assessment.

(Bell 2012: 245)

Hence, it is widely recognised now that environmental and techno-
logical risks have become more endemic to modern industrial socie-
ties with the emergence of new set of ‘mega-hazards’. The risks they
pose have major implications for environment and society. Therefore,
modern industrialised societies being described as ‘risk societies’ (Beck
1992) by Beck.

Beck argues that Western societies are headed this way and it is
leading to a major reconfiguring of the basis of social conflict. For-
merly, the central conflicts in the society were class-based struggles
over money and other resources. But in the risk society, conflict
shifts to non-class-based struggles over pollution and other social
and environmental bads. In short, we in the West are moving,
says Beck, from conflicts over the distribution of goods to conflicts
over the distribution of bads.

(Bell 2012: 245)

Even though Beck captures the picture of modern Western industrial
societies, however, the same is true in cases of other parts of the world
including India which are widely integrated now due to globalisation
processes. Subsequently, the whole globe is finding hard to escape
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many of the bads of modern society — pollution, congestion, techno-
logical hazards, dreadful and haphazard development. The perverted
phenomenon has evolved a new form of equality among all the citi-
zenry of the world which Beck calls an ‘equality of risk’.

In Beck’s words, ‘the driving force in the class society can be sum-
marized in the phrase, I am hungry! The movement set in motion
by the risk society, on the other hand, is expressed in the state-
ment, [ am afraid’.

(Bell 2012: 245)

Beck envisions complete restructuring in patterns and dynamics of
society through a radical shift in focus from ‘goods’ to ‘bads’. This
reflects a restructuring of social organisation as well.

In the words of Beck, in class society, ‘being determines conscious-
ness’, and in risk society, ‘consciousness (knowledge) determines
being’. What he means is that in class society, your material
position — your income, your employment, your place of residence
and upbringing — dominated your sense of who you were. In risk
society, it is your ideas and beliefs that matter most, including
worries you may have about the trustworthiness of the social and
technological world. We are thus moving from a risky life to a life
of risk.

(Bell 2012: 245)

Pieterse, a severe critique of modern developmentalism which the
world is experiencing at the moment, writes in contention,

the crisis of developmentalism as a paradigm manifests itself as a
crisis of modernism in the West and the crisis of development in
South. The awareness in ecological limits to growth is a significant
part of modernism. Modernity is viewed increasingly as a theory
and practice that is more exclusive than inclusive. The charmed
circle of achievement and success, which is glamorized in media
and advertisements, exacts a high toll excludes and marginal-
izes many. The United States, the post war epitome of modernity,
claims the largest underclass of any Western country and a grow-
ing number of homeless people. East Asian ‘tiger’ economies, the
newest arrivals to modernity, do not serve as examples either in
terms of democracy or ecological management.

(Pieterse 2006: 27)
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Hence, in the opinion of Pieterse, ‘modernity no longer seems so attrac-
tive in ecological problems, the consequences of technological change
and many other problems’ (Pieterse 2006: 1). He further asserts by
taking an extreme viewpoint, ‘development discourse in its ahistorical
and apolitical character is incapable of coming to terms with the reali-
ties of world power and global interests’ (Pieterse 2006: 27). Kothari
has seen modern developmentalism as a portrayal of new hegemonic
mechanism adopted by the West by stating that, ‘Development is also
a neocolonial discourse — “where colonialism left off, development
took over”’ (Kothari 1988: 143). Therefore, Stiglitz strongly contends
that ‘the critics of globalization accuse Western countries of hypocrisy,
and the critics are right’ (Stiglitz 2012: 6).

Sen perceives two endemic problems with regard to the process and
outcome of globalisation.

The first is the need to recognize that given the global facilities
that exist today, including the problems of omission as well com-
mission, many people find it hard to enter to global economy
at all. The concentration on those who are gainfully engaged in
trade leaves out millions who remain excluded - and effectively
unwelcome — from the activities of the privileged. Exclusion is as
important problem here as unequal inclusion. The remedying of
such exclusion would demand radical departures in domestic eco-
nomic policies (such as greater facilities for basic education, health
care and microcredit at home), but they also call for changed
international policies of other, particularly richer, countries.

(Sen 2007: 133)

The second issue, according to Sen, is more complex and demands far
more clearer understanding. He underlines,

even if the poor who are engaged in globalized economy were
becoming just a little richer, this need not imply that the poor are
getting a fair share of the benefits of economic interrelations and
of its vast potential. Nor is it adequate to ask whether interna-
tional inequality is getting marginally larger or smaller. To rebel
against the appalling poverty and staggering inequalities that
characterize the contemporary world, or to protest against unfair
sharing of the benefits of global cooperation, it is not necessary to
claim that the inequality not only is terribly large, but is also get-
ting marginally larger.

(Sen 2007: 134)
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Bhagwati rightly remarked in this perspective that

the chief task before those who consider globalization favour-
ably, then, is to confront the fears that while globalization may
be economically benign (in the sense of increasing the pie), it is
socially malign. These fears relate to several areas, among them
accentuation of poverty in both rich and poor countries, erosion
of unionization and other labour rights, creation of a democratic
deficit, harming of women, imperiling of local mainstream and
indigenous cultures and damage to the environment.

(Bhagwati 2008: 30)

Therefore

the consideration on which many of the debates on globalization
have concentrated, to wit, whether the poor too benefits from the
established economic order, is an entirely inadequate focus for
assessing what has to be assessed. What must be asked instead is
whether they can feasibly get a better (and fairer) deal, with less
disparities of economic, social and political opportunities and if
so, through what international and domestic rearrangements this
could be brought about. That is where the real engagement lies.
(Sen 2007: 136)

Scholars have perceived the endemic crisis of globalisation induced
modern developmentalism differently and accordingly taken varied
position. One extreme viewpoint advocates that, ‘development is in
crisis, let’s close the shop and think of something entirely different —
“beyond development”’. This is the position associated with post-
development thinking. A different reaction is to qualify the crisis,
acknowledging the failures of the development record but also its
achievements, avoiding simplistic, one — sided assessment. Another
reaction is to acknowledge crisis and to argue that crisis is intrinsic
to development, that development knowledge is crisis knowledge.
Development then is a field in flux, with rapid change and turnover
of alternatives (Pieterse 2006: 1). Sen views the issue from a different
perspective by stating that

widespread interest in global inequalities and asymmetries, of
which antiglobalization protests are a part, can be seen as embodi-
ment of closer economic relations that bring distant people within
the reach of ‘the gradual enlargement of our regard to justice’.
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This fits in with the claim, that the voices of global protest are part
of the newly developing ethics of globalization in the contempo-
rary world.

(Sen 2007: 148)

Globalisation, environment and social justice interface

On the basis of the preceding discussion it is clear by now that globali-
sation, environment and social justice is obstinately interconnected:
the relationship is intuitively straightforward yet somewhat complex.
Change and movement in one component symmetrically leads to
impact and alteration on others. However, a harmonious interaction
between all the three connotes homogeneous world along the matrix
of sustainable development with equality and equity as the main spirit
and goal for the global society. It essentially necessitates swift rela-
tion and interaction between local to global wherein manifestation lies
on cordial and supportive dialogue between bottom and top rungs of
society and nations.

The famous phrase ‘think global, act local’ helps us along in see-
ing these connections. But relationship should be just as much
the other way around. We should think local when we act global,
considering the local effects of global decisions.

(Bell 2012: 301)

However, divergence is experienced between the expected juxta-
position between the three very important components sweeping the
world in their wave and the actual reality which is transfiguring. The
diagram denotes that globalisation, environment and social justice are
forming a triangular axis like a tripod on which the global world is
resting for stability and sustainability. All the three are intrinsically
interconnected and supporting each other. However, they shape up
like quadrilaterals having sharp edges on all four sides through which
they are penetrating, threatening and endangering the global spirit of
homogeneity, sustainability, equity and equality on the one hand, and
on the other, human beings and society are exposed to manifold risks,
uncertainties and vulnerabilities. Even within society as a whole, the
most susceptible part which remains under the constant threat of glo-
balisation and environmental catastrophe are from marginalised and
powerless communities. It comprises Scheduled Castes (SC), Scheduled
Tribes (ST), women, the aged and the disabled which form the most
exposed external layer of society that always remains under threat of
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getting punitively penetrated and suppressed and as a result struggle
earnestly to quest social justice.

Now let us take each component separately for a better understand-
ing that how they are propelling and threatening the serene existence
of human beings on the earth. For a better and comprehensive under-
standing, the illustrative figure (Figure 0.2) of globalisation, environ-
ment and social justice interface can be much helpful. To begin with,
globalisation has augmented the channels of information, commu-
nication, transportation (ICT) which helped improved scientific and
technological understanding and enhanced the surveillance capacity
of the state. It also helped in creating a homogenous world by dimin-
ishing the national boundaries and integrating the society, culture,
polity, economy and market. But at the same time it is also blamed
for environmental degradation. However, the main contention here
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Figure 0.2 Globalisation, environment and social justice interface

Source: Prepared by the author
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is that whether globalisation is able to provide access to all, including
the marginalised communities, the basic rights of life and sustenance:
food, shelter, clothing, water, health, sanitation, quality education,
livelihood, social security and most importantly, human dignity and
social justice. It is strongly advocated that nations and societies which
are more equipped to face global competition and challenges are better
placed to gain from globalisation, as compared to nations and societies
who have lagged in this respect. As a result, the dominant, hegemonic
and powerful nations, societies, communities, class and caste could
not only be able to gain from globalisation but also be denied and
excluded the marginalised nations and communities from its fruits by
the clever use of their vigour and clout.

Environment, both biotic and abiotic, is under constant turmoil due
to the hasty pace of globalisation which not only undermines the sus-
tainability and equitable access of the present generation over natural
resources but also creates serious doubt about the rights of the forth-
coming generations. To meet mammoth industrial and urban needs,
continuous plunder of natural resources is currently underway. As a
direct outcome, deforestation, climate change and global warming is
emerging as the most common ailment which is threatening society.
Since we are discussing the interlink between globalisation, environ-
ment and social justice here, it may be prudent to agree with those
who equate deforestation, an environmental hazard, as social injus-
tice. Deforestation is an expression of social injustice because it has
serious social ramifications — disturbing livelihoods and socio-cultural
traditions of communities dependent on forests. In a similar fashion,
incessant expropriation of nature and forest is hazarding the quality
of air and water, degrading the fertility of soil and affecting flora and
fauna. On an abiotic part, as an offshoot of globalisation, migration
and involuntary displacement is shaping up as the biggest disaster in
the 21st century, more fatal than war and famine, undermining social
justice and human rights of the displaced and migrants. Recent sta-
tistics of UNHCR (UNHCR The UN Refugee Agency 2017) are eye-
opening. They emphasise that in a world where nearly 34,000 people
are forcibly displaced every day, the present century has witnessed an
unprecedented 65.3 million people being forced from home. Among
them are 21.3 million refugees, and more ironically, more than half
of these are under the age of 18. Alarmingly, there are also 10 mil-
lion stateless people who have been denied a nationality and access to
basic rights such as education, healthcare, employment and freedom
of movement. India, being the second-largest populated and fastest
growing economy in the world, holds a sizeable representation in the
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above figures. Similarly, due to insatiable demand for land to meet
globalisation, privatisation and industrialisation prerequisites, ‘some
60 million people have been displaced in India since independence’
(Dubey 2008: xv) according to one estimate causing widespread con-
cern for development induced displacement. Paradoxically, 40% of
such displaced represent STs and 20% hail from SCs — the most mar-
ginalised and vulnerable sections in India.

While interrogating social justice in such a globalised world which is
not at all sensitive and critical for the environment, we see that recent
years have seen a steep rise in disparity between the rich and poor, and
the graph of poverty is mounting day-by-day as more and more people
are falling in its ambit.

A growing divide between the haves and have-nots has left
increasing numbers in the Third World in dire poverty, living
on less than a dollar per day. Despite repeated promises of pov-
erty reduction made over the last decade of the 20th century, the
actual number of people living in poverty has actually increased
by almost 100 million. This occurred at the same time that the
total world income actually increased by an average of 2.5 per-

cent annually.
(Stiglitz 2012: 5)

Similarly, a recently published Oxfam report titled ‘An Economy for
the 99 Per Cent’ underlines that

in signs of rising income inequality, India’s richest 1 per cent now
hold a huge 58 per cent of the country’s total wealth — higher than
the global figure of about 50 per cent. On the other hand, the
poorest 10 per cent have seen their share of income fall by more
than 15 percent.

(The Hindu 2017)

Eventually, discrimination and exclusion found a conducive environ-
ment to be strongly rooted in the social and economic matrix. Food
insecurity, morbidity and mortality are accentuating human misery
through induced plunder of natural resources and often violating the
human rights of the masses. Therefore, globalisation to be universally
accepted necessitates reassurance against endemic fears and risks —
in order to be more just. Even those who concede globalisation as
‘benign’ and consider it as a potential force to benefit and enrich eve-
ryone homogeneously in the world, especially the poor, deprived and
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marginalised, add caution and alarm to the debate, and don’t hesitate
to admit, as Stiglitz did, that

Globalization today is not working for many of the world’s poor.
It is not working for much of the environment. It is not working
for the stability of the global economy . . . poverty has soared as
incomes have plummeted.

(Stiglitz 2012: 214)

Beck, being highly critical about the nature of globalisation, warns
against the fears by stressing that we are slipping on the ladder: risk
society is about more than the materially risky, it is also about the
ideas of the risk. According to him, globalisation not only trapped
and imprisoned ourselves and the artefacts which we created but also
made captive of our ideas under invariable risks.

The hope of a tranquil, sustainable and just world

Despite the hegemonic, asymmetrical, hazardous, risky and crisis-
oriented path of development adopted by humanity in the age of glo-
balisation, hope is not lost as a silver lining in the dark cloud still
exists. Scholars see potential signs of hope in despair. Beck perceives
it by stating that

if ideas and beliefs now matter most, then maybe we can regain
control over where science and technology are taking us. May be
we can move from the modernization that was associated with
class society to a new modernization, a ‘second modernization’
that Beck terms ‘reflexive modernization’ — a form of modern-
ization in which we think critically and engaged in democratic
debate about science and technology. In Beck’s words the goal of
reflexive modernization is ‘to break the dictatorship of laboratory
science. . . . by giving the public a say in science and publicly rais-
ing questions’. By reflexive, then, Beck does not mean ‘reflexes’ or
a mirror’s ‘reflections’, but ‘self confrontation’ in which we collec-
tively reflect on the meanings of modernity, science and rationality.

(Bell 2012: 246)

Similarly, Pieterse argues for critical globalisation, which refers to the

critical engagement with globalization processes, neither blocking
them out nor celebrating them. The keynote of globalization is the
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nation state can no longer be taken for granted as the unit of devel-
opment; cross border transactions and micro or macro regionali-
zation may become major avenues of development. As a global
agenda, critical globalism means posing the central question of
global inequality in its new manifestations. It entails, among other
things, the identification of the social forces that carry different
transnational processes and examining the varying conceptualiza-
tions of the global environment and globalizing momentum; an
analysis of global babble and whose interests are being served.
(Pieterse 2006: 47)

Accordingly scholars may pledge to fulfil the pursuit of a just, harmo-
nious and environmentally sound globe.

Further, population explosion in recent decades has immensely aug-
mented the requirement of commodities and therefore, a mad race is
seen among capitalists and industrialists to supply goods to cater market
requirements. It is happening even at the cost of the plunder of nature
and environment and has created a paradoxical situation that increas-
ingly challenges the quest for sustainable development. Therefore

in view of the need to take into account the concerns of the poor-
est, in terms of access to the resources necessary for a dignified life
and a healthy environment for all, environmental justice consti-
tutes a new paradigm that articulates social justice with environ-
mental concerns.

(Ballet et al. 2013: 31)

The true spirit of the approach on environmental justice strongly
advocates that the relationship between human beings and nature are
above all relationships between human beings concerning nature. It
also refers people back to their own responsibilities towards social and
environmental justice.

Following a similar pattern of thought, Dunlap strongly advocates
the path of an ecologically sound and balanced society by underlining
that ‘moving toward a more sustainable society will require using nat-
ural resources far more efficiently in order to minimize both resources
withdrawals and pollution resulting from resources extraction, use
and disposal’ (Dunlap and Michelson 2008: 11). In order to accom-
plish the goals of a sustainable society, environmental sociology there-
fore has gone through two distinct phases to meet the endemic crisis
and risks as a discrete discipline.
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In the first stage, the major theoretical task was to identify a key
factor (or a closely related set of factors) that created an endur-
ing ‘crisis’ of environmental degradation and destruction. More
recently, there has been a significant shift towards another task:
discovering the most effective mechanism of environmental reform
or improvement which will help ‘chart the way forward to more
socially secure and environmentally friendly arrangements’.
(Hannigan 2006: 16)

Despite the endemic crisis of developmentalism and environmental
challenges facing the world at contemporary time due to global pro-
cesses, Sen has not lost hope of a just society. Sen perceives the situa-
tion from a more pragmatic and optimistic point of view in his most
celebrated volume on The Idea of Justice. He asserts that ‘what moves
us, reasonably enough, is not the realization that the world falls short
of being completely just — which few of us expect — but that there are
clearly remediable injustices around us which we want to eliminate’
(Sen 2010: vii). For making justice more instrumental and accessible,
he further advocates the prudent means. He stresses:

First, a theory of justice that can serve as the basis of practical
reasoning must include ways of judging how to reduce injustice
and advance justice, rather than aiming only at the characteriza-
tion of perfectly just societies — an exercise that is such a dominant
feature of many theories of justice in political philosophy today.
(Sen 2010: ix)

Therefore, even though the steep and risky path of globalisation
which we are following today doesn’t seem to provide a suitable world
ahead from the point of view of sustainable development, environ-
mental sustainability, ecological harmony and a just social order with
equity and equality; but everything is not lost. We still have hope: the
hope of a tranquil, sustainable and just world, a place where we can
live peacefully in perfect harmony with nature, environment and our
fellow human beings.

Structure of the present volume

At such a time when the galaxy of intelligentsia is grappling with the
symmetrical nexus between globalisation and environment, its impact
on the marginalised sections and concern for promoting social justice,
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the present volume is contoured to ascertain answers to paramount
riddles by situating Indian experiences at centre stage. However, to
have a broader view on the subject and to develop a comparative
insight, it also includes some chapters dealing with other countries.

Under the given backdrop, the volume is titled Globalisation, Envi-
ronment and Social Justice: Perspectives, Issues and Concerns. It
begins with a foreword followed by an introduction, which unfolds
the theme of the book by emphasising the perspectives, issues and
concerns related to globalisation, environment and social justice,
their interlinkages and significance by taking into account the views
and standpoint of various scholars. Further, it bestows an analytical
portrayal of various papers covered in the edited book vis-a-vis their
respective sub-themes by assessing impact on environment and con-
comitant social justice.

Now let me briefly provide a synoptic view of the volume, which is
divided into three parts. Part I is captioned ‘Globalisation, Environ-
mental Sustainability and Social Justice: Perspectives and Issues’ and
has a broad canvas. In consonance of the sub-theme title, this section
is specifically devoted to examine various perspectives and issues con-
cerning globalisation, environmental sustainability and social justice,
especially by taking into consideration the Indian experience. How-
ever, to deduce a comparative global picture, some chapters covering
the international issues are also covered in the section. Part I com-
prises eight chapters in toto.

In the first chapter of the section, ‘Globalisation, Environment and
Social Justice: A Theoretical Insight’, B.K. Nagla applies the world
system theory to comprehend the contemporary discourse on globali-
sation, environment and social justice. He argues that globalisation is
pervasive and affects all aspects of human life. Evidence shows that it
operates in a lopsided and haphazard manner further widening ine-
quality and stratification embedded in the society. As a consequence,
the hegemonic minority holds a maximum chunk of resources and
the majority suffers in acute poverty. In a world system framework,
globalisation and neo-liberal policies practiced by the core dominant
countries through ecological unequal exchange to serve their interest
and greed have produced hazardous wastes of industrial production
exported to peripheral countries. It has endangered health, induced
safety concerns and environmental risks to the residents of the periph-
erals. Therefore, environmental justice needs to be ensured regardless
of race, colour, national origin, or income with respect to the devel-
opment, implementation, and enforcement of environmental laws,
regulations and policies. Social justice enshrined in the policies of the
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welfare state is marred by globalisation. In the contemporary context,
the social justice agenda is hijacked by non-state organisations, which
is quite critical. The older theories of social justice are not able to
compete with new challenges of developments in the era of globalisa-
tion and therefore they necessitate critical review, specifically in the
Indian context. In this background, the chapter explores the intricate
nexus that has emerged as a result of globalisation, inextricably link-
ing issues of environment and social justice. It highlights three very
important aspects: first, the analysis of invasive currents of globalisa-
tion which swept environment and impinged social justice; second, by
coalescing perspectives and debates of scholars on environment and
social justice, it explores the links that exists between the two and the
effect of globalisation on them; third, it accentuates the discourse on
common concerns related to the predicament.

Marco Grasso and Venkatesh Dutta focus on ‘A Comparative
Assessment of Climate Policies of Top Global Emitters and Evolution
of an Effective Climate Regime’, wherein their concerns include issues
of environmental effectiveness, economic efficiency, equity and politi-
cal feasibility. They observe that top emitters of the world are unwill-
ing to do anything substantial to meaningfully mitigate climate change
risks, and they continue to disagree over the extent of each other’s
responsibilities. They also seem to deter action on their commitment
of common but differentiated responsibilities. The first commitment
period of the Kyoto Protocol expired in 2012, and the protocol failed
because it prescribed an uneven burden sharing and missed including
all major emitters in a meaningful way. In the current climate policy
landscape, the prospects for a rational climate policy are exceedingly
vague. Several negotiations, agreements and policies have failed con-
sistently for the last several decades. This chapter evaluates the climate
policies of top emitting countries by using four broad criteria, namely,
environmental effectiveness, economic efficiency, equity and politi-
cal feasibility. The chapter first delineates the rationale and general
evaluative framework of the analysis and then investigates top emit-
ters’ climate policies according to the four perspectives indicated. On
the basis of the analysis, top emitters are clustered according to their
performances in the determinants of climate policy into three main
actors: laggards, average and pushers. The chapter shows that political
feasibility is the weakest component in top emitters’ current climate
policies, followed by equity concerns, while environmental effective-
ness appears to be the most successful constituent and much progress
is still required in the domain of economic efficiency. Finally, the chap-
ter points out some common threads in, and emerging issues from,
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top emitters’ climate policies. The chapter concludes that the politics
of climate change, energy policy and environmental justice might be
reoriented in ways that could result in more robust and sustainable
political consensus for action.

Sheetal Sharma deals with the ‘Politics of Environment’ with a
focus on green parties in Europe as a model for India. She notes that
modernity and its concomitant processes of development, industriali-
sation and urbanisation ushered advancement of humanity to such
a level which had never been seen in the history of mankind. How-
ever, such development has an intrinsic cost which humanity has to
pay. The process of development has had its set of negative impact
and consequences as much as it had a positive impact seen in terms
of the material enrichment of humanity. One most critical effect of
such development has been the environment. The relentless pursuit
of growth and material accumulation has led to the abuse of natural
resources beyond replacement and repair. Environmental movements
that emerged at different points of time in the last century have in
varying degrees and capacities drawn attention towards the destruc-
tion of the fragile ecological balance and ensuing natural disasters.
The Western countries have also seen the green ideology shaping up
in the policies of political parties. However, developing countries like
India essentially necessitate the green ideology in politics to endow an
equilibrium between industrialisation, economic growth and conser-
vation of nature and natural resources for future generations. Ironi-
cally, India does not have political groups that can push the green
agenda forward emphatically. Hence, the chapter draws attention to
the issues involving deficient embodiment of the green ideology in
Indian politics. To deduce a comprehensive portrait, it emphasises
three focal aspects. It begins with the discussion about modernity, its
consequences and the idea of environmentalism. The concomitant part
highlights the ideology of the greens and the European green parties.
Finally, in the background of earlier discussion and on a comparative
note, the last section critically underscores the missing green ideology
in Indian politics.

In her chapter, ‘Globalisation and Political Economy of Protected
Areas’, Sudeshna Mukherjee holds that the omnipresent process of
globalisation, despite manifold affirmative outcomes, often takes a
toll on the environment. Globalisation and synchronised privatisation
and liberalisation under the ambit of structural adjustment is corrobo-
rating an upsurge of poverty, unemployment, discrimination, injus-
tice, and inequality besides environmental degradation. The vicious
situation demands a desperate search for alternatives to comprehend
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the interests of conservation and people’s livelihood rights together.
It accentuates a conservation policy which essentially requires eco-
nomically viable protected areas. It has its genesis in the 1992 Earth
Summit, when a bold new Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD)
evolved which, inter alia, calls on governments to establish systems
of protected areas and to administer them for conservation, sustain-
able use and equitable benefit sharing. The governments’ recognition
of protected areas as economic institutions have a key role to play
for alleviation of poverty and maintenance of critical life-support sys-
tems of global communities. The emergent perception for protected
areas entails comprehensive awareness and understanding towards
economic values generated by them. However, global conventions and
programs alone are not sufficient to ensure continued existence of,
and sufficient funding for, protected areas. In times of fiscal austerity
and tightening government budgets — especially in developing countries
which are home for immense global biodiversity — traditional funding
sources for protected areas are increasingly under threat. Innovative
alternatives to these traditional sources are needed in order to secure
enduring viability of protected areas. It is through indigenous develop-
ment which calls for social, economic and cultural transformations of
societies based on revitalisations of traditions, respect for environment
and equitable relations of production; hitherto excluded communities
can be organised to develop the potential of every region. In this back-
ground, the chapter explores the impact of globalisation on conserva-
tion policies of India and economic viability of protected areas.
Edgard Leite Ferreira Neto in his chapter discusses ‘Environmen-
tal Challenges in Brazil, Local and Global’. He rightly notes that
Brazil has immense mineral resources, a mild and usually humid cli-
mate, fertile land and the largest rainforest. A traditional exporter of
commodities, Brazil has a progressive framework of depletion of its
natural resources. This process has its own cultural and historical vari-
ables, whose interruption presents itself as a very difficult proposition.
Brazil has at least five major moments of environmental depletion:
first, connected to the start of the Portuguese colonisation process, in
the 16th century, that led to the depletion of coastal forests; second,
related to the expansion of cultural mining, which is the source of the
great ecological and economic crisis of the 18th century; third, the
expansion of sugar, cotton and coffee cultures, which culminated in
a relative resource depletion in the South Central regions, throughout
the 19th and early 20th centuries, when for the first time the issue of
water resources has become politically obvious; fourth, derived from
the expansion process to the Central Highlands, which began in the
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mid-20th century with the construction of Brasilia and finished in the
1970s, when large-scale Amazon predatory processes began; and fifth,
due to the expansion policy of agricultural business and extensive min-
ing related to the economic growth cycle of the late 20th and early 21st
centuries, whose results have global implications today. The nature
and reason for this historical environmental predation are related to
peculiarities of Brazil: among them the most prominent are (1) the
predominance of an expansionist model that seeks the conquest and
expansion of borders, and (2) the social belief in a divine, not organic
or mechanical, organisation of the natural world. Hence, the chap-
ter examines the historical causes and inter-related local and global
aspects for environmental challenges in Brazil in contemporary times.

Benson M. O. Agaya delves into the issue of ‘Globalisation, Envi-
ronment and Sustainable Development” with a focus on the challenges
and opportunities in the conservation of water catchments in South
Eastern Kenya. He opines that globalisation presents a complex set
of dynamics that not only offers many opportunities to better the
human condition but also involves significant potential threats. The
central argument of the chapter holds that globalisation introduces
business and environmental standards that are vital for strengthen-
ing the competitiveness of communities that have historically been on
the margins of formal economies. On the other hand, liberalisation of
trade, an inevitable companion of globalisation, is known to inten-
sify the demand and exploitation of environmental resources leading
to depletion or degradation of vital livelihood-supporting resources.
Considering the importance of creating symmetry between the ben-
efits and costs of globalisation, especially with respect to sustainable
environmental and natural resource management, the chapter seeks
to fulfil two objectives: first, to identify appropriate interventions that
could be applied to realise sustainable management and conservation
of natural resources in valuable water catchments and wildlife habi-
tats in South Eastern Kenya; second, to examine the ways in which
micro and small enterprise development can be utilised to strengthen
local community links with the world through entrepreneurship and
tourism. The chapter concludes that the development of conservation-
oriented enterprises is an important means of reducing direct reliance
of local communities on extracted natural resources from the envi-
ronment while securing sustainable livelihoods in a globally competi-
tive business environment that has traditionally disadvantaged the
poor. It further observes that technology diffusion is a crucial tool to
spur entrepreneurship and promote environmental sustainability and
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equitable human development in low-income communities living in
fragile ecosystems of South Eastern Kenya.

Aditya Raj and Papia Raj discuss ‘The Glocal Paradox: Waste Pro-
duction in Patna’. In this chapter, the authors examine the local impact
of global influences with a specific focus on waste production, which
is as old as human civilisation though the nature of waste has changed
substantially. The rapidly mounting waste production in developing
countries today is caused by three interrelated factors: the soaring
rates of population intensification, hasty urbanisation, and inception
of a more sophisticated form of consumerism. However, the sources
as well as composition of these wastes are varied. Evidences show that
it is becoming an ever-growing challenge to manage waste, especially
for low-income cities and countries. Patna, the capital city of Bihar
(India), is an ideal instance as it has been declared by the State High
Court as the ‘Garbage City’ of the country. Even though the city is the
dearth of industries, households and growing businesses generate a
huge chunk of wastes. The streets of Patna are strewn with garbage,
which not only is a displeasing sight but also has several environ-
mental and health effects. The findings suggest that Patna is the most
populated and urbanised district of Bihar. It is habitual for large-scale
in- and out-migration within as well as outside the state and even over-
seas. Migration brings in diverse consumption patterns and behav-
ioural practices. Traditional norms and values along with the sense of
ownership and practices of social spaces are vanishing while emergent
patterns are facing difficulties in getting established. The horizontal
and vertical transformations have thrown challenges, and waste pro-
duction in Patna represents an instance of the growing glocal paradox
that calls for integrated thinking for informed policy decisions.

B.N. Prasad deals with “Neo-liberal Development, Environmental
Sustainability and Social Justice: Contextualising the Mahatma Gan-
dhi National Rural Employment Guarantee Scheme’ in the last chapter
of the section. He finds that the practice of development has under-
gone a change during the last eight and a half decades. Evolved from
economic growth, it culminated into sustainable development; hence,
the approach has changed from income to capability building. In con-
vergence to the latest development paradigm, MNREGS (Mahatma
Gandhi National Rural Employment Guarantee Scheme, 2005) was
started by the Government of India with much fanfare with the pur-
pose to guarantee sustained employment, ensure minimum wages
and ultimately capacity building of the rural masses. However, the
scheme was not free of criticism, as eminent economists have dubbed
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MNREGS as the ‘dole’ of the UPA (United Progressive Alliance) gov-
ernment. Criticism of this sort has serious implications on concept,
theory and practice of development, especially in a developing country
like India. In this backdrop, the chapter is a modest attempt to explore
the relationship between market-led development, the issue of social
justice and the potential of MNREGS within the sustainable develop-
ment paradigm by keeping at centre stage three critical components
of sustainable development: social, economic and environmental. The
findings underline that MNREGS brings economic sustainability by
guaranteeing a minimum 100 days of employment to rural households,
thus ensuring acritical minimum economic security to the labouring
poor. The issue of social sustainability is also ensured through the
mandatory provisions of the act to convene Gram Sabha meetings at
least twice a year for choice of works and site selection, social audit,
créche facility, drinking water, village vigilance committee, right to
check muster rolls and unemployment allowance, medical treatment
in case of injury and ex gratia payment for disability or death. These
measures are meant to increase people’s participation and bring trans-
parency in the program, thereby creating social sustainability through
development. Finally, the act is a major source of environmental sus-
tainability in terms of the symbiotic relationship between the environ-
ment and rural social structure. The foremost permissible works under
its aegis are water conservation and harvesting, irrigation, renovation
of traditional water bodies, flood control, drought proofing and rural
connectivity. Hence the central endeavour of such development pro-
grams is to improve the resource base of the rural economy, thereby
promoting environmental sustainability. On the basis of the above
exposition, a rosy picture of the program emerges, but the scheme is
not free from bottlenecks and misuse of public finance. The scheme
has been attacked on grounds of corruption, executive apathy, qual-
ity of created assets, inclusivity, lack of awareness and so forth. These
criticisms are valid to a great extent. But it can never be ignored that
the scheme is the world’s largest experiment in contemporary times in
the quest for sustainable development. Hence the tremendous poten-
tial of MNREGS to improve the socio-economic status of the labour-
ing poor cannot be ignored and stands merit.

Part 1T of the volume focuses on ‘Globalisation, Marginalised Sec-
tions and Social Justice: Problems and Challenges’. It has become a
cause of serious concern and debate nowadays, that globalisation has
further widened and amplified the existing disparities in the society
and the marginalised sections of the population, especially the SCs,
STs and women, are the greatest losers. The prevailing circumstance
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hampers the possibility of ensuring social justice unto the last. Hence
the section is devoted to analysing the impact of globalisation on mar-
ginalised sections from the point of view of social justice. The section
possesses five chapters submitted by scholars from India and abroad.
In their chapter, ‘Institutional Challenges of CPR Management’,
Amlendu Jyotishi, R. Parthasarthy and Sajiv  Madhavan discuss
insights from the Tawa Reservoir Fisheries Cooperative. They find that
in the context of growing concerns over tribal rights and amid contin-
ual contention between government and people’s cooperatives for the
safeguard of tribal livelihoods, there are many supporters of a decen-
tralised people’s cooperative management for natural resources. Based
on this premise, however, this chapter looks into micro realities to
unearth the foundation of cooperative management to explore causes
which induce cooperation or conflict. In what way does the decision to
constitute cooperatives affect daily operations? What needs to be done
to ensure the relevance of the institution with changing circumstances?
With the case study of Tawa Matsya Sangh, the chapter explores
the internal and external dynamics of cooperatives and their effects on
the livelihood of the people. The conclusion drawn emphasises that the
cooperative system works very well when equity among the members
is ensured, even when the composition of the group is heterogeneous.
Further it concludes that all the potential members who can benefit
from the resource system must be included in the cooperative. It reiter-
ates the age-old conflict between equality and efficiency and suggests
that pursuing one at the expense of the other is not a wise decision.
In her chapter, Jan Marie Fritz focuses on ‘Social Justice for Women
and Girls: Global Pacts, Unmet Goals, Environmental Issues’. The
chapter examines the tribulations encountered by women and girls in
a world that is increasingly connected but also is more asymmetrical
and has profound issues of sustainability. While people are discussing
and/or intervening to address the world’s daunting problems, there
are increasing calls for these interventions to be based on social justice
(inclusion and fairness) principles. The first section of the chapter dis-
cusses the global situation of women and girls and analyses the extent
by which their world is inclusive and fair. The second section exem-
plify the goals outlined in three very imperative international docu-
ments concerning human rights for women: the UN Convention on
the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination Against Women, the
Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action, and UN Security Coun-
cil Resolution 1325: Women, Peace and Security. Analysis is done
particularly with reference to environmental issues. The third section
of the chapter examines some glaring initiatives recently embarked
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to progress the society towards accomplishing the goals noted in the
human rights documents pertaining to women and the environment.
Finally, the concluding section argues and underscores the role of
human rights documents in meeting the goals of ensuring justice to
women and girls and embarks on the future blueprint of expectations
to improve their situation further.

S.N. Chaudhary deliberates upon ‘Globalisation, Environmental
Degradation and Tribal Identity: With Particular Reference to Central
India’. He affirms that environment is historically related to tribes in a
symbiotic manner. Elements and traits of culture — both material and
non-material — are constructed in consonance of the local environment
which in turn protects and promotes the environment. Tribes develop
their language, religion, food habit, dress pattern, dispute manage-
ment mechanism and rituals related to vital demographic events in
the light of their specific environmental setting to ensure peaceful liv-
ing. Therefore elements of environment provide a basic foundation for
the construction and sustenance of their identity. Analogous states of
affairs, with nominal changes, continue for generations without harm-
ing the core identity of tribes. Low population pressure, insignificant
and ad-hoc interaction with outside world and limited requirements
retain and perpetuate their symbiotic relations. But over a period of
time, under global influences, appropriation of different constituents
of environment is done by external forces which in turn have proved
detrimental to the composition of environment and tribal identity.
Gradually, with growing unregulated interaction with the exterior
world, the process of environmental degradation has become hasty.
No successful effort in a tenable manner is able to retard environmen-
tal degradation; rather, it has accelerated since the year 1991 with the
commencement of globalisation in India. By taking into consideration
the glaring instances of Central Indian states like Madhya Pradesh,
Chhattisgarh, Jharkhand, Odisha and Rajasthan, where large number
of tribes of different categories are residing, the chapter comprehen-
sively examines the state of tribes by integrating both ‘bookview’ and
‘fieldview’. The findings suggest that environmental degradation has
caused serious harm to a majority of these tribes, their material and
non-material culture including livelihood and identity. The relentless
pursuit of resources failed them miserably to associate with the so-
called mainstream process and help them to form new identity. Many
of them have failed to retain their traditional identity either, due to
environmental degradation, decreasing carrying capacity and access to
these resources. Hence pervasive environmental squalor has converted
them rootless in social, psychological and economic terms. It has
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brought them in a paradoxical situation to what Michael Cernea calls
‘impoverishment risks’ in terms of landlessness, joblessness, homeless-
ness, marginalisation, food insecurity, high morbidity, loss of access to
common property resources (CPRs) and community disarticulation.
Gomati Bodra Hembrom discusses the issue of ‘Sacred Landscape,
Modes of Subsistence and Adivasi Rights in the Globalised World’.
She observes that the world over the indigenous population has shared
a symbiotic relationship with environment and natural resources.
They have developed cultural traditions, economy, social-control
mechanism, religious institutions and production techniques to retain
these relationships. Their cultural system ensured a sustainable use of
resources and it continued their means of livelihood for several genera-
tions. It is a fact that indigenous and tribal communities, even though
inhabited in different regions of the globe, have been playing a vital
role in preservation and management of natural resources within the
framework of their indigenous knowledge. Their identity as a com-
munity is closely linked to these natural resources. Indigenous spiritual
and cultural practices depend upon access to their traditional land,
including historically and spiritually significant sites. Recent years have
seen indigenous territories being used on a larger scale by the state, for
expropriation of iron, uranium, coal, copper and other metals by min-
ing; to build mega dams, urban cities, infrastructural developments
and so forth. These developments are essential for industrialisation
but have adversely affected Adivasis. It crumbled their traditional
economy as well as the ecological base. Loss of natural resources also
brought exceeding calamities such as climate change, global warming,
pollution, floods, droughts and intense storms, epidemics, depletion
of forests and loss of biodiversity. Today indigenous communities are
finding it difficult to maintain sustainable economic systems, to prac-
tice their traditional ceremonies, and to preserve their hunting, gather-
ing and fishing cultures. Industrialisation, urbanisation and national
development objectives have seriously affected tribal profoundly
embedded spiritual and cultural relationship with the ecosystem. In
this backdrop, the chapter draws upon the sociological perspectives
for an understanding of environment, modes of subsistence and adi-
vasi life (i.e. the inter-relations of human beings, flora and fauna as
well as the elements of the physical and natural environment). These
interrelations are explored by putting special emphasis on issues of
livelihood, sustainability and survival, conservation of biodiver-
sity, and assessing significance of sacred landscape which are deeply
inherent in their culture. The chapter also focuses upon the interface
between environment, the role of the state, globalisation initiatives
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and identity struggles among Adivasis. Further, it tries to trace the
issues of rights and social justice related to policy framework, with
special focus on PESA (Panchayat [Extension to Scheduled Areas]) Act
1996 and Tribal and Forest Dwellers Right Act 2006.

In their chapter, ‘Re(caste-ing) Justice: Globalisation and Dalits in
India’, Antara Ray and Ramanuj Ganguly observe that in the last two
and half decades, India has restructured in the direction of a wider
open market economy. Thereby borderless exports and imports of
all types of goods and services are working as a central apparatus of
development leading to unfettered and extraordinary changes in the
society. The justification forwarded for liberalisation and globalisation
largely argues that structural reforms would bring even-handed com-
petition and optimal efficiency in the economy resulting in engagement
of labour, a surge in income and inclusive affluence. It is also expected
that the impact of globalisation would extend to touch such facets of
the life situation that are not only restricted to the economic sphere.
It will proliferate into the key elements of social living, environmen-
tal usage, social identity and delimiting the role of the state. How-
ever, it has been observed that globalisation has differential impact
from country to country, from region to region and from community
to community. Thus it becomes difficult to identify the beneficiaries,
measure the scale and direction of development, or assign value of
the overall growth. Studies conducted on the Indian panorama during
the last 25 years substantiate that the concomitant political and eco-
nomic transformation enveloped inequity and unsustainability which
deprived the masses from sharing the riches and in achieving social
justice. Furthermore, there are varying perceptions of development
and social justice. Though upholders of globalisation would like us
to believe that we may perceive egalitarian growth within and beyond
our country, nevertheless a differentiated measurement frequently
exposes that perception about development and justice is actually an
amalgamation of divergent variables socially constructed by commu-
nity sub-dimensions dependent on the cultural context and their his-
torical experience. Under these arguments, the present chapter engages
with the question, can we have a uniform idea at all, construction and
application of social justice where a multiple reality of Dalits (as we
have various categories of Dalits with respect to class, gender, region,
religion, language, aim, status, occupation and so on) exists in the
contemporary globalised world and within a democratic-capitalised
Indian state? It further examines that how globalisation has changed
(if it has changed at all) the status of Dalits and the idea of social justice
with respect to them? In doing so, the chapter attempts to examine the
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importance and need of social justice in caste-ridden, contemporary
India, with specific reference to Dalit conceptualisation and the chang-
ing idea and construction of social justice from the pre-independence
to the post-independence period.

Part IIT is captioned ‘Globalisation and Questions of Equity and
Social Justice: Issues from Various Sectors’. Globalisation, being a mul-
tifaceted and highly dynamic process of change, has affected almost all
the aspects and sections of human beings living on this planet includ-
ing their society and environment. However, there are many grey
areas which have never been considered worthy for serious scrutiny
and analysis. Hence the unit is an attempt to bring into consideration
some very important yet neglected issues which needs proper attention
for the convenience of understanding the issues comprehensively. It
would be interesting to note, through the five chapters of the unit, the
response of these sectors in the wave of globalisation for the accom-
plishment of equity and social justice.

Here, Ravi S. Singh and Dipankar Roy deliberates upon the issue
of ‘Service-Level Benchmarking: Some Emerging Global Lessons for
Indian Water Governance’. They observe that accessibility to water is
traditionally subjected to multi-level social exclusions in the name of
social (caste) and economic (class) identities in India. Paradoxically,
the Global Water Partnership (GWP 1996) regime is overwhelmingly
vociferous over issues of efficiency, and particularly silent on questions
of equity in water accessibility. The recently introduced Service-Level
Bench Marking (SLBM) program by the Ministry of Urban Devel-
opment for the urban water supply and sanitation (WSS) sector is a
flagship drive towards GWP. It has two key components, namely, full
cost recovery and loss minimisation in terms of unaccounted water.
Ironically, here the definition of efficiency is understood only in mon-
etary terms and the parameters of access-equity are hardly given any
consideration. There is a strong possibility that such biased measure-
ment of efficiency would further augment the destitute of the already
excluded communities. To support this argument, few debatable fea-
tures of SLBM have been discussed in this chapter with the aid of
number of secondary data sources. In this vein, rationalities of the
much-hyped link between increasing private sector participation and
efficiency enhancements have been analysed. An attempt has also been
made to evaluate the weak aspects of SLBM and outline some sugges-
tive measures to ameliorate the situation.

Purba Chattopadhyay’s chapter deliberates upon ‘Shifting Food
Production and Consumption Patterns in Globalised India: Issues of
Sustainability, Security and Justice’. In her opinion, food production,
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consumption and choices are determined by society, economy and cul-
ture which remain under flux due to continuous interactive processes.
It reflects upon a complex, dynamic process of development, distribu-
tion and social justice in any economy at a given point of time. Glo-
balisation has a distinct impact on all three aspects of food. Economic
growth is typically embodied by improvements in a country’s food
supply, both quantitative and qualitative, and a gradual reduction
in nutritional deficiencies. It also brings out changes in the produc-
tion, processing, distribution and marketing of food. Diets evolve over
time and are influenced by income, prices, individual preferences and
beliefs, cultural traditions and geographical, environmental, social and
economic aspects. The growth rate of agriculture has declined during
the reform period and subsequently food grain production has shown
a significant decline. A vexing issue is the mismatch between the stead-
ily declining productivity of inferior goods and the malnourished
masses that live below the poverty line. In this background, the aim of
this chapter is to ascertain food productivity and evince its supply in
the Indian context, to determine ways by which production intricacies
gets affected by multinational companies (MNCs) under the realities
of globalisation and its consequent repercussions. Further, it exam-
ines linkages between globalisation and nutritional trends by taking
into consideration food demand. It also focuses on the economic costs
and consequences of the increased demand of unhealthy foods and
how it is proving detrimental. In addition, while analysing the demand
supply interface, the chapter examines the cultural transition of India
reflected in terms of food choices and tries to see how social justice is
ensured to all in the domain of globalisation. The findings highlight
that the world is witnessing drastic changes in consumption patterns.
The consumption of edible oils and sugar has increased drastically
from what they were a few decades ago. India too is not an exception
to this process and is witnessing what may be termed as nutrition tran-
sition. As a direct consequence of such consumption there is a steep
rise in non-communicable diseases like diabetes, obesity and cardio-
vascular diseases. Thus, India showcases the worst of both: severely
undernourished as well as over-fed masses.

Siri Gamage, in his chapter ‘Transnational Higher Education
(TNHE) Trends in India and China: Comparison of Euro-American
and Chinese Models’, offers observations on international trends on
education in India and China. According to him, it is a commonly
held knowledge and understanding that the European — particularly
British — used education at schools and university level to establish
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their colonial hegemony, supremacy and power in the Asian region
during the colonial period. To accomplish this endeavour, religion
along with educational institutions and print media played a signif-
icant role. Now the central issue is whether the same is happening
in the post-colonial era of globalisation. In this context, the chapter
examines five inter-related aspects: (1) the way higher education has
been internationalised by the Anglophone countries to the extent of
it becoming a massive income earning industry; (2) the promotion of
English as an international language for the above purpose; (3) the
way international schools are promoted in less developed countries to
compete with national schools; (4) the undermining of local languages
and knowledge in the process; and (5) the need to re-articulate and re-
invigorate indigenous knowledge systems in social sciences by way of
Southern Theory as articulated by Raewyn Connell and other scholars
located in the global south.

Siddhartha Mukerji deals with ‘Globalisation, IT and Governance:
Implications for Social Justice and Inclusivity’ by evaluating the inter-
linkage between globalisation, IT and governance through the lens of
social justice and inclusivity. The chapter asserts that globalisation
contains within its womb both benefits and challenges. The expan-
sion and integration of economies have led to rapid growth on one
hand, while on the other it has resulted in new forms of marginalisa-
tion and exclusion. The story of India’s information technology (IT)
industry is the best illustration of this thesis. It is widely known and
acknowledged that India has taken a global lead in the service indus-
try. The skilfulness and proficiency of its software professionals are
unparalleled. The recent decade has witnessed rapid growth in the IT
industry. Though state incentives have contributed extensively for its
grand success, however, due to export orientation its benefits have
not flown towards local development. Lately, the inclusive agenda of
e-governance has provided a new impetus aligned on novel perspec-
tive to technology and communication sector. It seeks to bring tech-
nology to grassroots level and minimises the digital divide embedded
in the society. It can be seen as one of the major breakthroughs in IT
policies in recent years. But the recent development is not harmoni-
ous. A closer look at the IT industry portrays new forms of exclu-
sion and marginalisation that have cropped up recently. The above
debate provides a wider platform to probe into emergent questions:
(1) How did IT emerge as an export-oriented sector? What were the
political motivations? (2) What led to a shift in orientation towards
e-governance, and how was it achieved? (3) How does e-governance
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act as a tool for empowerment and inclusive development? (4) What
are the internal facets of marginalisation and labour rights violations
within the industry?

In the last chapter of the unit and the volume, Manisha Tripathy
Pandey focuses on ‘Risk and Vulnerability in the Neo-liberal Order:
Assessing Social Security in India’. She notes that the discourse of risk
society describes the stresses and strains characteristics of contempo-
rary social life. Risks are result of the process of modernisation which
gets heightened in the neo-liberal age where market is a deciding fac-
tor. This chapter differentiates between risk and social vulnerability.
Vulnerability is the outcome of the neo-liberal order and refers to the
incapacity and failure of the state and society to withstand the conse-
quences of an aggressive market. Whereas risks can be managed, vul-
nerability persists as threats and problems to the state and society at
large. The chapter reviews and analyses the National Pension Scheme,
2004 for the organised sector and the Unorganised Workers’ Social
Security Act, 2008 for the unorganised sector to understand India’s
social security system. The vulnerability due to market forces makes
the society insecure, uncertain and catastrophic. The catastrophe
could be rise in insurgencies, riots, conflict and anxiety. Thus, socially
vulnerable society is the result of inevitable structural form of the neo-
liberal order. The neo-liberal market develops crisis-related safety nets,
but these are not permanent, redistributive and sustainable.
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1 Globalisation, environment
and social justice

A theoretical insight

B.K. Nagla

Globalisation is the process by which all peoples and communities
come to experience an increasingly common economic, social and cul-
tural environment. Globalisation has not only affected all aspects of
human life but also influenced the social institutions to a great extent.
It operates in an uneven and unequal manner. The neo-liberal economy
(i.e. liberalisation, privatisation and globalisation) has further com-
pounded the unevenness and inequality in society. The small minority
of world’s population holds maximum resources and a majority of
people are grappled in poverty. Hence, the globalised world sweeps
away regulation and undermines local and national politics, just as the
consolidation of the nation state swept away local economies, dialects,
cultures and political forms. Globalisation creates new markets and
wealth even as it causes widespread suffering, disorder, and unrest. It
is both a source of repression and a catalyst for global movements of
social justice and emancipation. The great financial crisis of 2008-09
has revealed the dangers of an unstable, deregulated, global economy
but it has also given rise to important global initiatives for change
(Global Policy Forum 2005-2015).!

In this context, local and global environmental problems are increas-
ingly demanding our attention, as threats to our quality of life and
even our physical survival become more apparent. The environmen-
tal agenda has largely been driven by understandable concern for the
increasing pressure placed on the natural world by human behaviour.
Therefore, it may be argued that the globalisation of hazards puts the
health of people in peripheral countries at risk in order to benefit those
living in the core countries. Contextualising the export of hazardous
products, industrial production processes, and wastes in a world sys-
tems framework, it discusses how ecological unequal exchange, the
treadmill of production and metabolic rift have contributed to the glo-
balisation of health, safety and environmental risks.



38 B.K. Nagla

Environmental justice is the fair treatment and meaningful involve-
ment of all people regardless of race, colour, national origin or income
with respect to the development, implementation, and enforcement of
environmental laws, regulations and policies. The state, as an institu-
tion, guarantees social welfare and social justice to the marginalised
groups but globalisation has not only threatened it but also made it
weak. It has now retreated back from its welfare role. In the contem-
porary context, the social justice agenda is taken over by non-state
organisations that are critical. The older theories of social justice,
which are either inadequate or inapplicable, today cannot cover the
new developments that have taken place in the era of globalisation and
therefore they have to be reviewed, specifically in the Indian context.

The present chapter is an exploration of the intricate nexus that
emerges as a result of globalisation, inextricably linking together issues
of environmental and social justice. The chapter deals with three main
things: (1) to analyse the main currents of globalisation which have an
impact on environment and social justice; (2) to bring together views
of different scholars, the chapter focuses on the area of environment
and social justice, and explores the links that exists between the two
and the effect of globalisation on these areas; and (3) to discourse
upon the common concerns related to the problem.

Global context

The last 20 years have demonstrated as never before the inter-
dependence of life on the globe. The whole global environment is
affected by changes in weather and land use, which in turn have direct
implications for individuals and communities. Economic develop-
ments on one continent can have almost simultaneous consequences
on another. Conflicts in one area can provoke actions and reactions on
the other side of the world which can be watched simultaneously on
television or the internet by the whole world. Broadly, we may refer
here to four types of environment, namely, the natural environment,
the war and peace environment, the economic environment and the
social environment. We shall discuss here briefly about these entire
environments but our emphasis will be on the natural environment.

The natural environment

People share a common need for and a right to a fair share of the
Earth’s resources, including a clean, safe and healthy environment.
These basic requirements are under threat from climate change and
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environmental degradation. These challenges are widely recognised as
presenting the greatest priority for global cooperation. The degrada-
tion of the global environment has observable social and economic
consequences and therefore has an impact on the ability of people and
communities to achieve their potential as human beings and to give
expression to their human rights.

The war and peace environment

Some have argued that one reaction to the process of globalisation
has been an escalation of tension and in particular the development of
conflicts between religious and ethnic groups.

The economic environment

From 1945 until the 1970s, conventional economic wisdom saw the
improvement of living conditions for all as an economic, social, and
moral imperative, built upon the lessons of US President Franklin D.
Roosevelt’s New Deal and ‘Keynesian’ economic theories. Improve-
ment in living and economic conditions was considered fundamen-
tal to the promotion and maintenance of social stability, order, peace
and prosperity. The construction of social welfare protection was an
important component of building social harmony and integration.
Programs of public works and public investment were considered to
be important ways to tackle the problems of unemployment.

These global movements and economic policies also affect the natu-
ral environment as has been described in the section on the physical
environment above. Structural impoverishment, environmental degra-
dation, pauperisation, and social and economic exclusion are contrary
to basic, universal human rights and social work values, are economi-
cally unsound, and ignore the interdependence between the various
sectors of society nationally and internationally. Social work cannot
avoid confronting these realities and searching for solutions.

Social environment

Our communities have been rediscovering that a positive social envi-
ronment is not possible without a sustainable natural environment. It
is generally accepted that our natural environment not only influences
but also is crucial for our social lives now and in the future.

The world’s resources are limited and threatened by pollution and
consumption patterns all over the world. Pollution does not respect
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national boundaries, but is rapidly spreading its effects from one coun-
try or region to another. The critical condition of the physical envi-
ronment demands a more holistic approach (Hoff 1997). The rapid
global changes in the environment are complex and of a magnitude
that significantly affect the planet and how it functions. The degrada-
tion of the natural environment calls for effective multilateral coopera-
tion and policy measures which humanity needs to work on together.

We are all exposed to environmental degradation, but some more
than others. There is evidence that poor neighbourhoods, communi-
ties and countries are more affected than others (Rogge and Darkwave
1996). Lack of political and social power and limited access to eco-
nomic alternatives increase the exposure of people to the dangers of
environmental degradation. Children are more exposed than others
because toxins concentrate more rapidly in smaller bodies; child work-
ers are especially exposed. Large groups of the population in more
fortunate circumstances are affected by multiple chemical sensitivity
(MCS) due to exposure to chemicals found in personal care products,
building material, processed food, pharmaceuticals and plastics.

The very future existence of some communities and nations is
affected by anticipated changes in sea levels, itself a product of increas-
ing industrialisation brought about by globalisation.

Globalisation

There are few topics as controversial as globalisation. It is meant
to bring economic growth and solve a range of social, cultural and
humanitarian problems. However, there are significant debates in rela-
tion to the extent that the reality of globalisation reflects this idealised
vision. In particular, globalisation has produced a highly interdepend-
ent world, rendering state boundaries meaningless and challenging the
ideology and limits of certain areas of international law. Alma et al.
(2010) provide the opportunity to address some of the multifaceted
issues provoked by the issue of globalisation.

In the 40 years since the publication of Rachel Carson’s Silent Spring
first drew attention to the consequences of human activity on natural
systems, the scale of the problem has grown inexorably. The human
population has more than doubled, economic activity has quadrupled
and carbon dioxide emissions have increased tenfold.

In their exploration of the intricate nexus that emerges as a result of
globalisation, they inextricably link together issues of international
law, human rights, environmental law and international trade law.
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Bringing together a number of experts in the field, the book of Alma
et al. focuses on the areas of social justice and environmental justice
and explores the links that exists between the two and the effect
of globalisation on these areas. A variety of topics are addressed
throughout the chapters of this book — including biodiversity, the
law of the sea, biotechnology, child labour, the rights of women, cor-
porate social responsibility, terrorism and counter-terrorism, water
resources, intellectual property rights and the role of non-government
organisations. As globalisation has many facets and actors, the con-
tributions to the book engage with interdisciplinary research to deal
with the various challenges identified, and critically explore both the
potential of globalisation as a vehicle of sustainable and equitable
development.

Over many centuries, human societies across the globe have estab-
lished progressively closer contacts. Recently, the pace of global
integration has dramatically increased. Unprecedented changes in
communications, transportation, and computer technology have given
the process new impetus and made the world more interdependent
than ever. Multinational corporations manufacture products in many
countries and sell to consumers around the world. Money, technology
and raw materials move ever more swiftly across national borders.
Along with products and finances, ideas and cultures circulate more
freely. As a result, laws, economies and social movements are forming
at the international level.

The term globalisation encompasses a range of social, political and
economic changes. Within the section defining globalisation, we pro-
vide an introduction to the key debates. The materials ask what is new,
what drives the process, how it changes politics, and how it affects
global institutions like the UN.

Globalisation expands and accelerates the exchange of ideas and
commodities over vast distances. It is common to discuss the phenom-
enon in highly generalised terms, but globalisation’s impacts are often
best understood at the local level. Cases of globalisation explore the
various manifestations of interconnectedness in the world, noting how
globalisation affects real people and places.

Globalisation often appears to be a force of nature, a phenom-
enon without bounds or alternatives. But peoples’ movements have
shown that it is neither unalterable nor inevitable. Citizens all over the
world — ordinary people from the global north and south - can work
together to shape alternate futures, to build a globalisation of coopera-
tion, solidarity and respect for our common planetary environment.
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Issues of globalisation and social justice

This special issue of the Journal of Sociology and Social Welfare
(1 June 2007) presents a number of articles that address aspects of
the way the issues of globalisation, social justice and social welfare
have been addressed in social work, social policy and social welfare.
Although much of the existing literature has focused on the social
problems that may be attributed to globalisation, an attempt has been
made here to focus on issues of mainstream social welfare concern in
the context of globalisation.

A major problem is the way the effects of globalisation on social
welfare have been reduced to simplistic, rhetorical statements that
either condemn all aspects of globalisation or uncritically extol its ben-
efits. In reality, however, globalisation has complex and paradoxical
consequences for human well-being. For example, international trade
is widely viewed by many progressive observers as being exploitative
and unequal and many are appropriately critical of the way neo-liberal
writers wax lyrical about its purportedly positive impact. On the other
hand, it cannot be denied that some countries have benefitted from
export-led development, and that incomes and standards of living for
many of their citizens have improved as a result of the increased rate
of employment generated through trade.

However, arguments about the social consequences of globalisation
cannot be reduced to a simple dichotomy in which globalisation is
viewed either as having disastrous consequences of otherwise as bring-
ing untold benefits. The issues are far more complex. While employ-
ment opportunities and incomes have indeed increased for many
people in low income countries that have adopted export-led industri-
alisation strategies, improvements in incomes and standards of living
have come at a cost for many of these countries. Rapid urbanisation,
congestion, heightened inequalities, the decline of traditional values,
emotional stress and other negative manifestations of prosperity now
characterise many newly industrialising developing countries.

Globalisation has also fostered the diffusion of Western cultural
beliefs and practices to other parts of the world which many tradition-
alists abhor. This has resulted in the resurgence of fundamentalist reli-
gious and cultural movements that have in some cases used violence to
resist the spread of secularism, individualism and consumerism. On the
other hand, rapid advances in communication technologies and more
the frequent exchanges between people of different cultures through
these technologies and travel have produced results that cosmopolitans
view as highly desirable. As these examples suggest, a proper analysis
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of the impact of globalisation requires a nuanced understanding of the
complexities and paradoxes of the globalisation process.

Environment and social justice

In this section, we would like to discuss the views of different scholars
in the area of environment and social justice, and explore the links that
exist between the two and the effect of globalisation on these areas.

The special issue begins with an article by James Midgley, one of
the special editors. Midgley views that the phenomena of globalisa-
tion forms more than a Western view in order to permit the formula-
tions of interventions to promote social justice and social welfare that
are culturally congruent and socially compatible. Pamela Anne Quiroz
argues that privatisation has increasingly dominated our world and
disparities between countries have grown.

Charles Fiki presents an exploratory study of alcohol and drug use
in two rural communities in Plateau State, Nigeria, with the aim of
raising awareness to the rural alcohol and drug problem. This article
examines the patterns of alcohol consumption and drug use, and their
perceived functions for substance use among rural farmers in Nigeria.
He discusses the common use of marijuana and alcohol in addition
to prescription drugs as well as multiple or combinational drug use.
Pleasure and relaxation emerged as the major reasons for drug and
alcohol use. Fiki concludes that the factors influencing alcohol and
drug use are the relative neglect of rural communities and the activi-
ties of hawkers, quacks and other untrained individuals pervading the
rural health sectors. He calls for further research to adequately capture
the reality of alcohol and drug use in rural communities in Nigeria.

Gregg M. Olsen argues that as a result of domestic pressures and
strains and/or the impact of globalisation, welfare states were declin-
ing in tandem. Loring Jones, David W. Engstrom, Tricia Hilliard and
Mariel Diaz argue that globalisation demands more than just local
and national perspectives; in this context one has to adopt an interna-
tional viewpoint as well. This reflects an understanding of the relation-
ship between globalisation and localisation. Therefore, globalisation
should be appropriately applied contextually in a hermeneutic manner.

Vanna Gonzales argues that our understanding of the relation-
ship between globalisation and contemporary social welfare systems
is heavily influenced by three conventional approaches to studying
welfare reform: the political economy, moral economy and mixed
economy approaches. In addition to analysing the strengths and weak-
nesses of each of these approaches, she introduces the social economy
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approach as an emergent alternative. Gonzales argues that the social
economy approach makes a valuable contribution to understanding
the role of welfare networks in reconfiguring globalisation’s impact
on the character and quality of social welfare so as to better reconcile
social efficacy with social justice.

Qingweh Xu examines the issue of globalisation and immigration
to focus not only on whether and how much globalisation has caused
international immigration but also how to promote and sustain a
just global system for the growing number of immigrants. His article
selects three developed countries with different welfare state philoso-
phies and traditions — Australia, Sweden and the United States — and
compares how they cope with the growing number of immigrants and
their various needs. This article reflects thinking about states’ ability to
redistribute resources, about the ability to agree upon a unified theory
of welfare rights in a diverse society and the feasibility of opening
nations’ welfare systems to all immigrants in the globalisation context
to reinforce the value of immigrant.

Howard Karger, Christian Iyiani and Pat Shannon examine how
and why five major stakeholders — international financial organisa-
tions, NGOs, governmental entities, multinational corporations and
community development projects — have failed to significantly and
uniformly reduce aggregate global poverty. This article uses the results
of a case study of HIV/AIDS prevention in a low-income Nigerian city
to argue that effective action must involve local and global stakehold-
ers in collaborative partnerships. It concludes by discussing the critical
role of facilitators in such partnerships.

Ernie Lightman, Andrew Mitchell and Dean Herd explore whether
people are better off working in the precarious employment associ-
ated with a neo-liberal globalised economy. Their research shows the
impacts of globalisation on the composition of food bank users in
Toronto, Canada. They then compare two groups of food bank users,
one with at least one household member working, the other without.
The findings demonstrate that the life experiences of the two groups
remain depressingly similar: those employed remained mired in pov-
erty and continued to lead marginalised, precarious lives.

The lack of investment in education or training characteristic of
‘work-first’ welfare reforms leads to unstable, low-paid work for the
vast majority of those leaving welfare. The authors call for a rejec-
tion of the narrow work-first models and the continued development
of broader mixed models offering pre- and post-employment services
and financial supports necessary to make work both realistic and sus-
tainable, challenging the assumption that any work is the route out of
poverty for all groups within society.
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Karen Smith Rotabi, Denise Gammonley, Dorothy N. Gamble and
Marie O. Weil define social work as a global profession. The authors
encourage a broadening of social work education, moving beyond the
traditional conception of ‘internationalised’ to a ‘globalised’ social
work curriculum which embraces a world systems perspective. They
emphasise practical teaching strategies for a globalised perspective
specifically applied to human behaviour in the social environment,
and sustainable development which also includes macro scale ethical
considerations in a neo-liberal economic system.

An analysis of this kind not only challenges scholars to understand
the complexities of globalisation but to explore a socially just sys-
tem of global exchange that explicitly incorporates social welfare and
social justice ideals. The goal of creating a socially just global system
is now more frequently discussed in both the media and the academic
literature. The issue today is not whether globalisation should be wel-
comed or rejected but how globalisation can be regulated in terms of
principles that promote social justice.

These articles demonstrate the wide range of areas and content that
can help provide a better understanding of globalisation and social
justice issues facing policymakers, educators, social workers, and
the diverse groups of people impacted by the changing international
context.

Discourse on environmental justice

Environmental justice is an important part of the struggle to improve
and maintain a clean and healthful environment, especially for those
who have traditionally lived, worked and played closest to the sources
of pollution. This emerged as a concept in the United States in the
early 1980s. The term has two distinct uses. The first and more com-
mon usage describes a social movement in the United States whose
focus is on the fair distribution of environmental benefits and burdens.
Second, it is an interdisciplinary body of social science literature that
includes (but is not limited to) theories of the environment, theories of
justice, environmental law and governance, environmental policy and
planning, development, sustainability and political ecology (Schlos-
berg 2007; Miller 2003).

The US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)? defines environ-
mental justice as follows:

As we have mentioned in the preceding section that environmen-
tal justice is the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all
people regardless of race, color, national origin, or income with
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respect to the development, implementation, and enforcement
of environmental laws, regulations, and policies. EPA has this
goal for all communities and persons across the Nation. It will
be achieved when everyone enjoys the same degree of protection
from environmental and health hazards and equal access to the
decision-making process to have a healthy environment in which
to live, learn, and work.

(Taylor 2000: 555-5635)

Other definitions include equitable distribution of environmental
risks and benefits; fair and meaningful participation in environmental
decision-making; recognition of community ways of life, local knowl-
edge, and cultural difference; and the capability of communities and
individuals to function and flourish in society (Schlosberg 2007).

Environmental discrimination

One issue that environmental justice seeks to address is that of envi-
ronmental discrimination. Discrimination against minorities centres
on a socially dominant group’s belief in its superiority, often resulting
in (a) privilege for the dominant group and (b) the mistreatment of
non-dominant minorities. The combined impact of these privileges and
prejudices is just one of the potential reasons that waste management
and highly polluting sites tend to be located in minority-dominated
areas. A disproportionate quantity of minority communities (for
example in Warren County, North Carolina) play host to landfills,
incinerators, and other potentially toxic facilities (Skelton 2011).

Environmental discrimination has historically been evident in the
process of selecting and building environmentally hazardous sites,
including wasteful disposal, manufacturing, and energy production
facilities. The location of transportation infrastructures, including
highways, ports, and airports, has also been viewed as a source of
environmental injustice. Among the earliest documentation of envi-
ronmental racism was a study of the distribution of toxic waste sites
across the United States (Chavis et al. 1987). Similarly India has
problem of casteism and weaker section of the society. The waste of
developed world has been sent to the underdeveloped or develop-
ing countries. India is also victim of such things in the name of the
cheaper goods which become useless for the developed world. Due to
the results of that study, waste dumps and waste incinerators have
been the target of environmental justice lawsuits and protests (Cole
and Sheila 2001).
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Law is an instrument of environmental justice. Some environmental
justice lawsuits are based on violations of civil rights laws (Skelton
2011). The Civil Rights Act is often used in lawsuits that claim envi-
ronmental inequality. The Act prohibits discrimination based on race,
caste, colour, or national origin by any government agency receiving
federal assistance. In fact, it also depends upon proper implementa-
tion of the rule or regulation in question had a discriminatory impact.
Equal protection was used many times to defend minority rights dur-
ing the 1960s and has also been used in numerous environmental
justice cases (Roberts 1998). The only problem is with the minority
participation that fears to go against the dominant groups.

When environmentalism first became popular during the first half
of the 20th century, the focus was wilderness protection and wild-
life preservation. These goals reflected the interests of the movements
of initial supporters. The actions of many mainstream environmental
organisations still reflect these early principles (Sandler and Phaedra
2007). Many low-income minorities felt isolated or even negatively
impacted by the movement.

The environmental movement is so concerned about cleaning up
and preserving nature that it ignored the negative side effects that
doing so caused communities nearby, namely less job growth (Sandler
and Phaedra 2007). In addition, the movement has transferred locally
unwanted land uses from middle-class neighbourhoods to poor com-
munities with large minority populations. Therefore, vulnerable com-
munities with fewer political opportunities are more often exposed
to hazardous waste and toxins (Gerrard 1993-94). As a result, some
minorities have viewed the environmental movement as elitist. Envi-
ronmental elitism manifested itself in three different forms (Morrison
1986):

1 Compositional — Environmentalists are from the middle and upper
class.

2 Ideological — The reforms benefit the movement’s supporters but
Impose costs on non participants.

3 Impact — The reforms have ‘regressive social impacts’. They dis-
proportionately benefit environmentalists and harm underrepre-
sented populations.

Supporters of economic growth have taken advantage of environ-
mentalists’ neglect of minorities. They have convinced minority lead-
ers looking to improve their communities that the economic benefits
of industrial facility and the increase in the number of jobs are worth
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the health risks. In fact, both politicians and businesses have even
threatened imminent job loss if communities do not accept haz-
ardous industries and facilities. Although in many cases local resi-
dents do not actually receive these benefits, the argument is used to
decrease resistance in the communities as well as avoid expenditures
used to clean up pollutants and create safer workplace environments
(Sussman 1982).

One of the major initial barriers to minority participation in envi-
ronmental justice is the initial costs of trying to change the system and
prevent companies from dumping their toxic waste and other pollut-
ants in areas with high numbers of minorities living in them.

During the African American Civil Rights Movement in the 1960s,
activists participated in a social movement that created a unified
atmosphere and advocated goals of social justice and equality. The
community organisation and the social values of the era have trans-
lated to the environmental justice movement (Roberts 1998). Civil
rights are often claimed environmental inequality which prohibits dis-
crimination based on race, colour, or national origin by any govern-
ment agency receiving federal assistance.

The environmental justice movement and the civil rights movement
have many commonalities. At their core, the goals of movements are
the same: ‘social justice, equal protection, and an end to institutional
discrimination’. By stressing the similarities of the two movements, it
emphasises that environmental equity is a right for all citizens. Because
the two movements have parallel goals, it is useful to employ similar
tactics that often emerge at the grassroots level. Common confron-
tational strategies include protests, neighbourhood demonstrations,
picketing, political pressure and demonstration (Bullard 1992).

Among the affected groups of environmental justice, those in high-
poverty and racial minority groups have the most propensities to
receive the harm of environmental injustice. Poor people account for
more than 20% of the human health impacts from industrial toxic
air releases, compared to 12.9% of the population nationwide (racial/
ethnic inequality: Los Angeles). This does not account for the inequity
found among individual minority groups. Some studies that test sta-
tistically for effects of race and ethnicity, while controlling for income
and other factors, suggest racial gaps in exposure that persist across all
bands of income (Bullard 1992; Ash et al. 2009).

Indigenous groups are often the victims of environmental injustices.
Native Americans have suffered abuses related to uranium mining in
the American West. The most common example of environmental injus-
tice among Latinos is the exposure to pesticides faced by farmworkers
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(Shrader-Frechette 2002). Exposure to chemical pesticides in the cot-
ton industry also affects farmers in India and Uzbekistan.

Magquiladoras use cheap Mexican labour to assemble imported com-
ponents and raw material and then transport finished products back to
the United States. Much of the waste ends up being illegally dumped
in sewers, ditches, or in the desert. Along the Lower Rio Grande Val-
ley, Maquiladoras dump their toxic wastes into the river from which
95% of residents obtain their drinking water. In the border cities of
Brownsville, Texas, and Matamoros, Mexico, the rate of anencephaly
(babies born without brains) is four times the national average (Bul-
lard, 1992). Steel works, blast furnaces, rolling and finishing mills, and
iron and steel foundries are responsible for more than 57% of the total
human health risks from industrial pollution (Sandler and Phaedra
2007: 57-83).

This means that if the government wanted to make major reforma-
tive legislation for environmental justice, they could easily do so by
targeting these industries.

Right to know movement

A new movement, bent on educating the people, was born after the
Bhopal disaster, called the ‘right-to-know’ movement. A series of laws
and reports was created, all built to inform the people of the pollutants
being dumped into our neighbourhoods and atmosphere, and exactly
how much of each chemical is being exposed and dumped. The theory
behind ‘right-to-know’ is that once people are informed on what is
polluting their neighbourhood, then they will begin to take action in
both bringing down their own emissions, as well as begin to make the
companies causing the most pollution, through means such as pro-
tests, to take into account their actions.

Globalisation, environmental health and social
justice description

As we have discussed above, countries in the West regularly export
their environmental harms — dumping heavy metals and greenhouse
gases, for instance — to countries with (often fast) developing econo-
mies. These practices may seem beneficial to both the core and the
periphery, providing jobs and investment in the latter, while outsourc-
ing expensive health and safety commitments in the former. But given
the lack of infrastructure and regulation necessary to assess and man-
age these hazards, is it safe?
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In his book entitled Globalisation, Environmental Health and
Social Justice, Frey (2016) argues that the globalisation of hazards
puts the health of people in peripheral countries at risk in order to
benefit those living in the core countries. Contextualising the export
of hazardous products, industrial production processes, and wastes
in a world systems framework, it discusses how ecological unequal
exchange, the treadmill of production and metabolic rift have con-
tributed to the globalisation of health, safety and environmental risks.
Three case study chapters explore the forces driving these transfers
and the adverse socio-economic consequences associated with them.
Including examples from Mexico, China and Bangladesh, they pre-
sent empirical research on hazardous products and processes from
pesticides, cigarettes, and leaded gasoline, to ship-breaking, e-waste
and specialist export processing zones. Frey discusses the need for an
alternative political strategy of globalisation from below, arguing that
conventional solutions fail to take into account a world system based
on unequal relationships between the core and the periphery.

Emergency Planning and Right to Know Act of 1986

After the Bhopal disaster, where a Union Carbide plant released 40
tons of methyl isocyanate into the atmosphere in a village just south of
Bhopal, India, the US government passed the Emergency Planning and
Right to Know Act of 1986 (EPCRA)3 introduced by Henry Waxman.
The act required all corporations to report their toxic chemical pol-
lution annually, which was then gathered into a report known as the
Toxics Release Inventory (TRI 2015). By collecting this data, the gov-
ernment was able to make sure that companies were no longer releas-
ing excessive amounts of deadly toxins into populated areas, so as to
prevent another incident like that of the thousands of people killed
and the tens of thousands of people injured in the Bhopal disaster.

Between northern and southern countries

Environmental discrimination in a global perspective is also an impor-
tant factor when examining the environmental justice movement.
Even though the environmental justice movement began in the United
States, the United States also contributes to expanding the amount
of environmental injustice that takes place in less-developed countries
(Clap, 2002). Some companies in the United States and in other devel-
oped nations around the world contribute to the injustice by ship-
ping the toxic waste and by-products of factories to less developed
countries for disposal. This act increases the amount of waste in third
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world countries, most of which do not have proper sanitation for their
own waste much less the waste of another country. Often the people
of the less developed countries are exposed to toxins from this waste
and do not even realise what kind of waste they are encountering or
the health problems that could come with it (Pellow 2007).

The reason that this transporting of waste from northern countries
to southern countries takes place is because it is cheaper to transport
waste to another country and dump it there, than to pay to dump the
waste in the producing country because the third world countries do
not have the same strict industry regulations as the more developed
countries. The countries that the waste is taken to be usually impov-
erished and the governments have little or no control over the hap-
penings in the country or do not care about the people (Basel Action
Network).*

Environmental justice

The Indian people are multi-religious ethnic minorities whose culture
and castes differ from the rest of the countries in the world by their
culture, language, and history. The environmental discrimination that
they experience ranges from the unequal distribution of environmental
harms as well as the unequal distribution of education, health services
and employment.

The European Union is trying to strive towards environmental jus-
tice by putting into effect declarations that state that all people have a
right to a healthy environment.

In the United Kingdom

While the predominant agenda of the environmental justice movement
in the United States has been tackling issues of race, inequality and
the environment, environmental justice campaigns around the world
have developed and shifted in focus. For example, the environmental
justice movement in the United Kingdom is quite different. It focuses
on issues of poverty and the environment but also tackles issues of
health inequalities and social exclusion as reported in ESRC Global
Environmental Change Programme (Stephens et al. 2001).

Building of alternatives to climate change

In France, numerous alternate events, or villages of alternatives, are
providing hundreds of alternatives to climate change and lack of envi-
ronmental justice, both in order to raise people’s awareness and to
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stimulate behaviour change. They have been or will be organised in
over 60 different French and European cities, such as Bilbao, Brussels,
Geneva, Lyon and Paris.

The African National Congress (ANC 1994) noted ‘poverty and
environmental degradation have been closely linked’ in South Africa.
The new South African Constitution, finalised in 1996, includes a bill
of rights that grants South Africans the right to an ‘environment that
is not harmful to their health or well-being” and

to have the environment protected, for the benefit of present and
future generations through reasonable legislative and other meas-
ures that

1 prevent pollution and ecological degradation;

2 promote conservation; and

3 secure ecologically sustainable development and use of natu-
ral resources while promoting justifiable economic and social

development.
(McDonald 2002)

Globalisation and environmental social movements

Environmental social movements include protest movements and lob-
bying groups, generally started by ordinary citizens that work to pre-
serve and protect the natural environment in local communities, and
at national and international levels. Such groups have a history dat-
ing back to the conservation and preservation societies (such as the
Audubon Society) of the late 19th century. Many more environmental
social movements, such as Greenpeace, were founded in the 1960s and
1970s. Many analysts argue that environmental groups like Green-
peace represent a new, ‘globalised” form of politics (e.g. Wapner 1996).
Globalisation has indeed altered the landscape in which environmen-
tal social movements operate. Thus the purpose of this section is to
briefly summarise major perspectives on how globalisation — including
economic, political, and cultural globalisation — has shaped environ-
mental social movements in countries around the world as discussed
by Ignatow (2007) and cited from Hite (2007).

Economic dependency

Beginning with the pioneering work of Wallerstein (e.g. 1974), social
scientists have argued that social and political issues within nations
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must be understood in the context of a global economic system.
Dependency theory is premised on the idea that less developed coun-
tries are exploited by over-consumptive countries who seek to enhance
economic growth. In an effort for exploited nations (whose econo-
mies are generally less commodified) to enhance their own economic
growth, exploited nations offer natural resources and labour at prices
much lower than those available in the markets of the exploiting coun-
tries. In turn, the exploiting countries support policies that maintain
an economy based on exploitation of natural resources and the local
labour market. Within this paradigm, environmental activism within
a nation is seen as a response to the ecological damages brought about
by global economic liberalisation and industrialisation. In dependency
arguments, environmental movements in developing countries are seen
as opposed to the encroaches of multinational corporations abetted by
national governments into local, communitarian settings.

Cultural diffusion

Cultural diffusion is generally known as the process by which ideas,
values and courses of action are spread from one society to another.
Globalisation generally promotes indirect diffusion, which results in
cultural changes that become embedded within societies even when two
cultures do not have direct geographical contact. From a cultural diffu-
sion perspective, environmental social movements, especially those in
developing countries, are thought to mimic environmental movements
in more developed countries, while at the same time the issues raised as
a priority in developed countries may originate in developing nations.
This is partly because public awareness of environmental problems
is in large measure a product of global communications technology.
Images of environmental damage reflect from disaster in the Ukraine,
the ecological and social costs of the Three Gorges Dam project and
the loss of tropical biodiversity. In this way, global environmentalism
is a result of the ‘cultural power’ of both the global media and inter-
national non-governmental organisations. Cultural arguments tend to
treat instances of ‘indigenous’ anti-globalisation environmental activ-
ism with scepticism. Instead, instances of environmental activism in
developing countries are argued to result from flows of information
radiating from the global centre to the periphery. Through the global
media, global networks of non-governmental organisations, and even
multinational corporations, environmental politics in the developing
world is seen as being influenced by the politics of the developed world
as much as by local grievances and interests.
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Globalisation as hybridisation

Hybridisation is premised on the idea that when cultures mix, ideas
and values are shared to result in the evolution of a new culture, which
is often some form of a synthesis of the ideas and values of the origi-
nating cultures. This hybridisation perspective sees globalisation as
leading not only to economic and cultural uniformity, but as creating
new opportunities for identity politics within nations. This perspec-
tive focuses on how globalisation weakens traditional state power as
new social and political infrastructure appears, often via the following
processes:

1  Economic globalisation erodes states’ sovereignty over economic
policy.

2 Media liberalisation and global communications technology
erodes states’ media hegemony.

3 Media globalisation weakens public faith in large state-sponsored
development projects, because faults with such projects are given
immediate national and global exposure (e.g. the Chernobyl
episode).

4 Accelerating flows of people (such as migrants and tourists) and
capital across national borders creates new resources and oppor-
tunities for identity politics within nations.

5  Global civil society works to protect minority rights within
nations.

These five processes have weakened states’ power and hegemony,
have created opportunities for sub-state actors and have led to new,
‘hybrid’ forms of environmental politics. Examples include environ-
mental justice groups, religious environmental groups and highly
organised local and regional groups that combine indigenous cul-
tural traditions with environmental causes and concerns. Groups
such as these are organised more at local and global levels than at
the level of the nation state.

Transnational movement networks

Many of the environmental justice networks that began in the United
States expanded their horizons to include many other countries and
became transnational networks for environmental justice. These net-
works work to bring environmental justice to all parts of the world
and protect all citizens of the world to reduce the environmental
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injustice happening all over the world. Listed below are some of the
major transnational social movement organisations (Pellow 2007).

e Basel Action Network (1989) — works to end toxic waste dumping
in poor undeveloped countries from the rich developed countries.

¢  GAIA (Global Anti-Incinerator Alliance) — works to find different
ways to dispose of waste other than incineration. This company
has people working in over 77 countries throughout the world.

* GR (Global Response) — works to educate activists and the upper
working class how to protect human rights and the ecosystem.

e  Greenpeace International — was the first organisation to become
the global name of environmental justice. Greenpeace works to
raise the global consciousness of transnational trade of toxic
waste.

e Health Care without Harm — works to improve the public health
by reducing the environmental impacts of the health care industry.

e International Campaign for Responsible Technology — works to
promote corporate and government accountability with electron-
ics and how the disposal of technology affects the environment.

e International POPs Elimination Network — works to reduce and
eventually end the use of persistent organic pollutants (POPs)
which are harmful to the environment.

