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Diverse Economies and Other Economies for 
Life: Toward the Collective Creation of Planetary 
Solutions from the Local Fabrics of the South1

Alexander Rincón Ruiz2

“We believe in utopia because reality seems impossible to us” (anonymous)

Abstract
This article explores the concept of Diverse Economies and Other Economies as a response to the environmental 

and social crisis. From a systemic and interdependent perspective, it argues that the hegemonic economic 

model has led the planet into an unprecedented ecological crisis, rooted in the commodification of nature, 

capital accumulation, and cultural homogenization. Through theoretical analysis and territorial experiences 

in Colombia (5 months traveling through 15 municipalities in Colombia), it suggests that Diverse Economies 

and Other Economies offer viable alternatives grounded in reciprocity, ecological justice, and the regeneration 

of ecosystems. The article highlights community-based, solidarity, peasant, Afro-descendant, and Indigenous 

economic practices, as well as principles such as ecological interdependence, territorial autonomy, and the 

care economy. Finally, it argues that Colombia, due to its biocultural richness and territorial resistances, can 

play a key role in the transition toward sustainable and resilient economic models, contributing perspectives 

from the pluriverse and post-development.

Keywords: Diverse Economies, Other Economies, Environmental Crisis, Ecological Regeneration, Solidarity 

Economy, Colombia, Pluriverse.

A Complex and Diverse Planet: An Interdependent Living System
The understanding of Earth as a living and interdependent system is one of the major epistemological 

revolutions of the 21st century, surpassing the mechanistic worldview inherited from modernity. 

Across different fields—biology, ecology, and complexity sciences—it has been demonstrated that 

the planet is not a collection of isolated parts, but rather a dynamic network of interactions, where 

life emerges, is sustained, and evolves within a web of relationships that connects everything from 

microorganisms to human societies (Capra, 1996; Maldonado, 2021). This interdependence is essential 

for the sustainability of life and is manifested not only in biological terms but also in the diversity of 

ways in which human beings have learned to relate to their environment.

From the systemic view of life, Earth is a complex web of interdependencies—a network of dynamic 

relationships that shape the balance of ecosystems, biodiversity, and the cultural forms that emerge 

across territories. As Humberto Maturana and Francisco Varela have argued, life is an autopoietic 

organization in which every being, every organism, coexists and defines itself in relation to others 

1	 Text dedicated to students, sources of inspiration for imagining other possibilities.

2	 Associate Professor, Faculty of Economic Sciences – National University of Colombia / Director, Research Group on Economy, Environment, 
and Alternatives to Development (GEAAD)
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(Maturana et al., 1980, 1984). Along these lines, Fritjof Capra 

maintains that life on the planet behaves as an interconnected 

system, where resilience and sustainability depend on the diversity 

of its components and their capacity to interact in ways that 

sustain life (Berkes, 2003; Folke et al., 2010).

The Gaia theory, developed by Lovelock and Margulis, reinforces 

this perspective by proposing that Earth regulates itself like a 

living organism, maintaining optimal conditions for life through 

the interaction between living beings and physical systems. From 

this conception, biological and cultural diversity are not merely an 

accumulation of species or traditions, but rather a fundamental 

principle for the continuity of life. Each form of life, each community, 

and each ecosystem contributes to the overall balance, playing a 

unique role in the evolutionary web (Lovelock & Margulis, 1979).

Likewise, authors such as Carlos Maldonado and Patricia Noguera 

have deepened the idea that the complexity of life is expressed 

not only biologically but also in the human sphere. Societies have 

developed diverse ways of interacting with nature, generating 

adaptive knowledge and practices that reflect this interdependen-

ce. However, modernity has imposed a development model that 

fragments this relationship, homogenizing and simplifying the ways 

of inhabiting the world (Noguera et al., 2020; Maldonado, 2021).

The Autopoiesis of Life: An Interweaving of Processes 
and Relationships 
Since the pioneering works of Maturana and Varela (1984), life has 

not been defined by its molecular composition, but by its pattern 

of organization. Autopoiesis, understood as the capacity of living 

systems to self-organize and regenerate, implies that organisms 

do not exist in isolation, but in continuous interaction with their 

environment. The biology of cognition proposed by these authors 

suggests that knowing the world is not an external activity, but a 

process of structural coupling, in which life and the environment 

co-evolve in a constant dialogue.

At the planetary level, the Gaia hypothesis showed that the atmosphe-

re, the oceans, and the biosphere are not passive entities, but active 

elements in the regulation of the planet’s conditions. The composition 

of the air we breathe, the planet’s temperature, and biogeochemical 

cycles have been shaped by life itself, in a delicate balance that makes 

the continuity of existence possible (Lovelock, 2001).

This interdependence extends to social and cultural systems. 

As Patricia Noguera (2020) argues, life is not only a biophysical 

phenomenon, but also a web of meanings, relationships, and 

practices that determine the ways in which societies interact with 

the natural world. The complexity of the planet, therefore, lies 

not only in its biological diversity, but also in the multiplicity of 

ways of understanding and inhabiting territory.

Biocultural Diversity: The Indissoluble Relationship 
between Life and Culture 
Life on Earth has thrived thanks to diversity. This diversity is not 

limited to species and ecosystems but also includes the multiple 

ways in which human beings have learned to relate to their envi-

ronment. In this sense, the concept of biocultural diversity posits 

that biodiversity, and cultural diversity cannot be separated, since 

human practices and worldviews have been fundamental to the 

conservation and transformation of landscapes (Escobar, 2018).

Colombia is a paradigmatic case of this interdependence. As 

one of the most biodiverse countries in the world, it harbors 

an extraordinary variety of ecosystems, ranging from tropical 

rainforests to Andean páramos. At the same time, it is a territory 

of great cultural diversity, where more than 115 Indigenous 

peoples, Afro-descendant communities, and campesino com-

munities coexist, each with particular ways of inhabiting and 

understanding the world.

Indigenous Amazonian communities practice the chagra, an 

agroforestry system based on soil regeneration and biodiversity. 

In the Pacific region, Afro-descendant peoples have developed 

models of forest management that allow for the sustainable 

extraction of resources without compromising ecological balance. 

Meanwhile, in the Andes, campesinos have created complex 

agroecological strategies that ensure food security without 

destroying ecosystems. These practices are not mere agricultural 

techniques, but expressions of a relational ontology in which 

the territory is not seen as a resource, but as a living entity with 

which a relationship of reciprocity is established (Escobar, 2018).
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Thus, from a systemic perspective, the disappearance of these 

ways of relating to nature would not only mean a cultural loss, 

but also a global ecological imbalance. The homogenization of 

productive systems and the expansion of monoculture have 

proven to be unsustainable, destroying not only biodiversity but 

also the ancestral knowledge that has ensured the sustainability 

of ecosystems for centuries.

The Pluriverse: Multiple Worlds in Resistance 
From the perspective of post-development and Pluriverse from 

Arturo Escobar (2018), the idea of a single development model 

based on capital accumulation and the exploitation of nature is 

called into question. Instead, it is recognized that the world is 

composed of multiple forms of life, organization, and economy 

that cannot be reduced to a single market logic.

The Pluriverse is a concept that affirms the coexistence of mul-

tiple ways of living, thinking, and world-making. In contrast to 

capitalist development, which homogenizes and destroys, the 

Pluriverse recognizes diversity as a fundamental principle of life. 

This concept leads us to question the dominant economy and to 

recognize that there exist community-based, solidarity-based, 

regenerative, collective, campesino, Afro-descendant, Indige-

nous, and popular-sector economies that have been historically 

marginalized but are essential for the sustainability of life.

Dystopia of a Complex and Diverse Planet: 
Simplification and Homogenization of the World 
as the Basis of the Hegemonic Economy 
Despite living on a complex and diverse planet, modern economics 

has imposed a model based on simplification and homogenization. 

Economic relations have been reduced to the logic of the market, 

disregarding the multiple ways in which communities organize 

to guarantee their well-being and maintain balance with nature. 

Modern economics has tended to simplify the natural and social 

world in terms of its exploitation. The hegemonic model has 

reduced the economy to market relations, ignoring a wide variety 

of economic practices based on reciprocity, cooperation, and 

care (Noguera, 2020). The reduction of life to a set of econo-

mic resources has generated an unprecedented systemic crisis. 

The accelerated loss of biodiversity, the climate crisis, and the 

degradation of ecosystems are the result of a model that has 

denied the interdependence of living systems. In biological terms, 

concentration and accumulation without regeneration are not only 

unsustainable, but lead to the collapse of systems (Capra, 1996).

Julio Carrizosa (1991, 2014) argues that Latin America, and par-

ticularly Colombia, has the potential to propose alternative 

models that recognize the ecological and cultural complexity of 

the territory. However, this requires a profound transformation 

in the way we conceive of the economy and development. As 

Arturo Escobar (2018) suggests, the Pluriverse is an alternative to 

this homogenization, recognizing the existence of multiple forms 

of economic and social organization that have been historically 

rendered invisible.

The current ecological and social crisis is the result of a model 

that has attempted to reduce the planet’s complexity to econo-

mic calculations. However, Indigenous, Afro-descendant, and 

campesino peoples have shown that there are other forms of 

economy that integrate biodiversity, cooperation, and respect for 

life. The challenge is not only to conserve biological biodiversity, 

but also cultural biodiversity, diverse economies, and other 

economies, since it is these multiple forms of life that guarantee 

the planet’s sustainability.

The greatest challenge of the twenty-first century is not simply 

to mitigate the environmental impact of human activity, but to 

transform the way we understand life and our relationship with 

the planet. Economics cannot continue to operate as an isolated 

discipline; it must instead be integrated into a broader framework 

that recognizes the interdependence between ecological and social 

systems (Maldonado, 2021). From the perspective of a systemic 

view of life, the future cannot be built from the logic of simpli-

fication and exploitation, but from diversity and regeneration.

Concepts such as “diverse economies” and “other economies” 

have emerged to describe approaches that challenge a hegemonic 

view of capitalism of economics (Figure 1), which tends to dualize 

the world between capitalism and communism, and between 

orthodoxy and heterodoxy of capitalism as the only possible 

economic forms, and within this duality, a bloc traditionally led 



Documentos FCE • N° 01 • Marzo de 2026
Universidad Nacional de Colombia Sede Bogotá - Facultad de Ciencias Económicas

— 6 —

Diverse Economies and Other Economies for Life:  
Toward the Collective Creation of Planetary Solutions from the Local Fabrics of the South

Alexander Rincón Ruiz

by the United States that “defends” the world from communism 

and promotes the market and technology as saviors. However, 

beyond maintaining this duality, which is ultimately servile to 

particular interests, diverse economies and other economies 

for life demand greater analytical capacity and complexity: 

economies that emerge from the cracks of a highly exclusionary, 

violent, and, above all, reality-simplifying system. These terms 

encompass a plurality of practices and visions of the economy 

oriented toward prioritizing social well-being, environmental 

sustainability, and community cooperation over individualism 

and private accumulation.

Authors such as Gibson-Graham, under the label of the “economy 

of difference” or “diverse economy,” have developed fundamental 

contributions in this line of thinking (Gibson-Graham & Dombroski, 

2020; Gibson-Graham, J.K., 2022). From another angle, in the words 

of sociologist Luis W. Montoya, “other economies” are economies 

fundamentally oriented toward producing society and not only 

economic profits (Montoya Canchis, 2014), “other economies” 

are grounded in relational ontologies, where the world is not 

divided between subjects and objects, but existence is based 

on interdependencies, perhaps also viewed from a decolonial 

perspective (Indigenous and Afro-descendant worldviews such 

as buen vivir and ubuntu).

The concept of “diverse economies and other economies for 

life” is elaborated in the work of Rincón-Ruiz (2024), inheriting 

an extensive prior body of work by multiple authors (Arturo 

Escobar, Olver Quijano, Patricia Noguera, David Barkin, Katherine 

Gibson, Julie Graham, among many others). Along these lines, 

within GEAAD (the Research Group on Economy, Environment, 

and Alternatives to Development) of the Faculty of Economic 

Sciences at the University of Colombia, a research line in this area 

has been created (GEAADa, 2024), from which several activities 

have been carried out: (a) an open-access virtual course on diverse 

economies and other economies for life (GEAAD, 2024b); (b) the 

First Latin American Forum on this topic as a pre-COP16 event 

(National University of Colombia, 2024); and (c) participation in 

various spaces at COP16 held in Cali, Colombia, in 2024, where 

these ideas were presented (the ECOOVIDA gathering and the 

Foro Social Mundial de Economías Transformadoras – FSMET).

Throughout this text, an attempt will be made to further unpack 

the meaning and character of these concepts, since, being based 

on principles of reciprocity, collectivity, and sustainability, they 

can clearly offer other viable and possible paths toward the 

construction of societies that are not only economically viable 

but also ecologically resilient (Rincón-Ruiz, 2024a, 2024b), in a 

global environmental crisis context that requires different policy 

responses linked to other ways of thinking about well-being.

It is necessary to move from an economy based on accumulation 

and greed to an economy grounded in the maintenance and 

regeneration of life in all its dimensions. The civilizational error 

has been to ignore the complexity of the world and reduce it 

to a set of commodities and markets. However, the future will 

depend on our ability to recognize, recover, and strengthen the 

diversity that sustains life. As biology teaches us, life thrives on 

complexity, diversity, and cooperation. Understanding this is 

not only a scientific challenge, but also a political and ethical 

necessity for the survival of the planet.

Nevertheless, the environmental crisis, characterized by the loss 

of biodiversity, climate change, and the overexploitation of the 

commons, reflects this reductionist and homogenizing logic. 

The current dystopia is manifested in the imposition of a system 

based on unlimited growth on a finite planet; in competitiveness 

and accumulation as fundamental principles; in technologies 

that reinforce exploitation, hoarding, and concentration instead 

of regenerating life; and in a financial and market system that 

promotes accumulation and concentration.

As Daly (2015) and Rockström et al. (2023) have warned, the current 

economic system is not only environmentally unsustainable but 

also generates extreme inequalities and deepens the climate crisis. 

The global ecological footprint has already surpassed planetary 

boundaries, and economic policies still fail to recognize that the 

solution does not lie in the “decarbonization of the market,” but 

in a structural shift toward more diverse and resilient models. In 

the case of Latin America, the expansion of extractivism and the 

financialization of nature have led territories to become objects of 

speculative markets, such as carbon bonds, which perpetuate the 

idea that the environmental crisis can be resolved with more markets.
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One of the most drastic effects of the simplification of the 

complex and diverse world we inhabit is found in the economy. 

The hegemonic economic system (capitalism) has reduced the 

diversity of relationships and ways of inhabiting the world to a 

series of homogeneous principles: markets, growth, development, 

competitiveness, accumulation, and a notion of well-being cen-

tered on consumption. This reductionism has ignored the logics 

of reciprocity, autonomy, and ecological regeneration present in 

many local and community economies. The result has been the 

consolidation of an extractivist model that overexploits natural 

resources and endangers the life-support systems of the planet. 

As this logic expands, environmental, social, and political crises 

deepen, generating increasingly evident inequalities and conflicts.

Hegemonic Systems in Crisis: Unsustainable Limits 
The current dominant economic and political model has led the 

planet into a systemic crisis without precedent. What we call the 

hegemonic system or systems is characterized by what is outlined 

in Table 1 and is set in contrast to what could be considered 

diverse economies and other economies for life.

Table 1. Hegemonic Economies vs. Diverse Economies and Other Economies for Life

Aspect Hegemonic Economies Diverse Economies and Other Economies for Life

Core values Competitiveness, profit, efficiency, accumulation, productivity. Care, reciprocity, dignity, solidarity, sufficiency, community.

Well-being Individual focus, measured by consumption, income, status, and growth. Collective, relational well-being, linked to dignity, care, and the 
sustainable reproduction of life.

Relationship with 
nature

Nature as a resource, natural capital, or commodity; utilitarian and extrac-
tives view.

Nature as a subject and living territory; relational, interdependent, 
and regenerative view.

Growth and 
accumulation

Economic growth is the main goal; the aim is to expand production 
without limits.

Growth is NOT the objective; priority is to sustain and regenerate 
life and ecosystems.

Economic logic Based on accumulation, expansion, consumption, intensive exploitation, 
and maximization.

Based on reciprocity, redistribution, care, collaboration, sufficien-
cy, and regeneration.

View of life Fragmented: the economy is separated from culture, nature, emotions, 
and community.

Integral: life, economy, culture, and nature form a single interde-
pendent fabric.

View of  
sustainability Trust in technology, green markets, offsets, and technocratic “solutions.” Structural change, respect for planetary boundaries, ecosystem 

regeneration, and ecological justice.

Time and social pace Acceleration, productivity, permanent urgency, precarization of vital time. Vital rhythms, care for time, balance, silence, community, rest.

Relationship with 
territory

Megaprojects, extractivism, dispossession, monocultures, financialization 
of land.

Living territoriality: food sovereignty, agroecology, community 
governance.

Work Precarization, alienation, labor exploitation, devaluation of care. Meaningful work, tied to territory, community life, and the 
reproduction of life.

Care economy Invisible, feminized, the invisible basis of the system. Central, recognized, shared, sustained by society beyond its 
quantification.

Technology Technologies of control, high impact, extractive, technocentric 
development.

Appropriate, community-based, regenerative, and low-impact 
technologies.

Governance Centralization, elites, global corporations, financialization, state capture. Autonomy, territorial self-government, community participation, 
deep democracy.

Security Militarization, control, surveillance, extractive defense of capital. Security based on bonds, justice, cooperation, and ecosystem 
health.

Global political 
economy

Coloniality, structural inequality, dependency, capture of the Global 
South.

Ecological justice, cooperation, relocalization, territorial 
sovereignty.

Economic diversity Homogenization: market–state–corporation as almost the only axes. Economic plurality: Indigenous, peasant, feminist, solidarity-
based, community, popular.

Culture Homogenization, consumer culture, loss of memory and knowledges. Living memory: ancestral, community, peasant, and popular 
knowledges.

Epistemology Instrumental rationalism: expert knowledge separated from territory and life. Situated knowledges, ancestral wisdom, intuition, interrelationality.

Relationship with  
the future Future as expansion, modernization, and upward material progress. Future as continuity of life, regeneration, and sufficiency.

Relationship with 
uncertainty Technocratic control, top-down planning, domination of the environment. Resilience, adaptation, diversity, cooperation, and community 

flexibility.
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The logic of infinite growth, capital accumulation, and the com-

modification of nature has generated a collapse of life-support 

systems. The most recent reports warn that we are at an irre-

versible tipping point: global biodiversity has declined by 73% in 

just 50 years, and in regions such as Latin America, this loss has 

reached 95% (WWF 2024). This deterioration directly compromises 

ecological stability and the quality of life of future generations.

In the “State of the Climate Report 2024” (Ripple et al., 2024), 

it is argued that we have entered a phase of abrupt and unpre-

cedented climate crisis. Global temperature has reached levels 

never seen in human history, and the impacts of climate change 

are increasing in both intensity and frequency. In 2023 and 2024, 

25 of the 35 key planetary indicators hit alarming record levels. 

The likelihood of remaining below 2.70C of warming by 2100 is 

minimal under current policies, which implies a future marked 

by ecosystem collapses and humanitarian crises.

Research led by Johan Rockström has identified nine planetary 

boundaries, six of which have already been transgressed (Rock-

ström et al., 2024). Among these are climate change, biodiversity 

loss, disruption of nitrogen and phosphorus cycles, the water 

crisis, and soil degradation. The crossing of these boundaries 

puts the stability of the Earth System at risk and could trigger 

catastrophic feedback loops.

Additionally, the Living Planet Report 2024 (WWF 2024) highlights 

that biodiversity loss is not only an ecological problem but also 

erodes humanity’s capacity to sustain itself. Ecosystems are 

losing functionality at an accelerated rate, with consequences 

for food security, access to water, and climate stability. One of 

the most critical examples is the tipping point in the Amazon: 

if deforestation reaches 25% of the biome, the ecosystem will 

collapse, triggering a massive release of carbon and global climatic 

disruptions.

The latest assessment of the Intergovernmental Science-Policy 

Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES) shows 

that biodiversity loss is severely affecting ecosystem services that 

are fundamental to human survival. The decline of pollinators, 

soil degradation, and the alteration of water cycles are among 

the consequences that are affecting food security and quality of 

life around the world (IPBES 2019).

Environmental Conflicts and Inequality 
The Oxfam (2024) report and the EJOLT Atlas (http://www.ejolt.

org/) document that environmental conflicts have increased 

exponentially due to the expansion of extractivism and mono-

cultures. These conflicts not only affect local communities, but 

also reveal a profound climate inequality. According to the report, 

the richest 10% of the world’s population generates nearly 50% 

of CO
2
 emissions, while the poorest 50% contributes only 10%.

This inequality is also reflected in vulnerability to climate break-

down. Regions in the Global South, which historically have had 

a low ecological footprint, are facing the most severe impacts: 

extreme droughts, increasingly intense hurricanes, uncontrolled 

wildfires, and devastating water crises. Meanwhile, the countries 

with the highest emissions continue to promote economic policies 

based on infinite growth, ignoring planetary boundaries (WWF, 

2024).

Likewise, the analysis by Millward-Hopkins et al. (2024) reinforces 

the idea that inequalities in current climate mitigation models 

perpetuate structures of injustice. The countries of the Global 

North have been responsible for most historical emissions, while 

the Global South, which has contributed less, faces the most 

devastating impacts. However, the proposed mitigation scenarios 

do not correct this injustice; rather, they maintain inequalities in 

access to energy, resources, and economic development.

According to Hickel et al. (2024), planetary degradation is not 

accidental, but the structural outcome of the global capitalist 

system, which is sustained through the unequal exchange of 

labor and resources. In 2021, the countries of the Global North 

net-appropriated 826 billion hours of labor from the Global South, 

representing a massive drain of productive capacity that could 

have been used to meet local human needs. This appropriation 

occurs because wages in the South are 87–95% lower than in the 

North for work requiring the same level of skill and productivity, 

which allows Northern economies to double their production 

and consumption capacity without bearing the real cost of labor. 

http://www.ejolt.org/
http://www.ejolt.org/
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Working time is also imbalanced. While workers in the North 

have seen a 7% reduction in their working hours since 1995, in 

the South working time has increased by 1%, with an average of 

466 more hours per worker per year (Hickel et al., 2024).

Moreover, this exploitation is not limited to low-skill sectors. The 

study shows that the North also net-appropriates large amounts of 

highly skilled labor in sectors such as technology, manufacturing, 

and services. This scheme of exploitation is facilitated by the 

manipulation of global trade, in which Southern countries must 

export more labor and resources to obtain the same goods as the 

North. Since the 1980s, Structural Adjustment Programs imposed 

by the IMF and the World Bank have weakened the sovereign 

capacities of the Global South, forcing it to depend on extractive 

sectors and cheap labor in production chains dominated by 

Northern corporations.

Additionally, inequalities in current climate mitigation models 

perpetuate structures of injustice. The countries of the North have 

been responsible for most historical emissions, while the Global 

South, which has contributed less, faces the most devastating 

impacts. However, the mitigation scenarios proposed do not 

correct this injustice; rather, they maintain inequalities in access to 

energy, resources, and economic development. Millward-Hopkins 

et al. (2024) argue that current models operate under principles 

of utilitarianism, libertarianism, and meritocracy, which justify 

inequalities as long as they increase “aggregate welfare.” However, 

these principles collapse at the international level, since they 

ignore the historical plunder of resources, labor exploitation, and 

environmental destruction that have enabled the development 

of the Global North at the expense of the South.

The Oxfam International report titled ““El saqueo continúa: 

Pobreza y desigualdad extrema, la herencia del colonialismo” (Oxfam 

2025) notes that the combined wealth of billionaires increased 

by two trillion US dollars, which is equivalent to a growth of 

approximately 5.7 billion dollars per day, tripling the pace of 

increase compared to the previous year. During that year, 204 new 

billionaires emerged, an average of nearly four new billionaires 

per week. Meanwhile, more than 3.5 billion people lived on less 

than 6.85 dollars per day, a figure that has barely changed since 

1990. Additionally, the report points out that 60% of billionaire 

wealth is inherited, marked by clientelism and corruption, or 

linked to monopolistic power. It is also estimated that, if current 

trends continue, within a decade there could be at least five 

trillionaires on the planet, while the number of people living in 

poverty will have hardly changed.

In turn, the article in The Conversation titled “A ‘doom loop’ of 

climate change and geopolitical instability is beginning” (Laybourn 

et al., 2024) highlights how climate change and geopolitical 

instability mutually reinforce one another, creating a vicious cycle 

that exacerbates both crises. This phenomenon, known as a “doom 

loop,” implies that the effects of climate change, such as natural 

disasters and resource scarcity, intensify political tensions and 

conflicts. These tensions hinder the international cooperation 

needed to address climate change, thereby perpetuating and 

amplifying its impacts. This cycle threatens to further destabilize 

societies and ecosystems, underscoring the urgency of integrated 

interventions that address climate and geopolitical challenges 

simultaneously.

This analysis aligns with the concept of polycrisis, which describes 

the convergence of multiple interconnected crises that mutually 

reinforce one another, creating a complex and difficult-to-manage 

situation. The interaction between climate change and geopolitical 

instability is a clear example of how different crises can become 

intertwined, amplifying their effects and complicating the search 

for effective solutions.

Furthermore, climate change has been identified as a “threat 

multiplier” in the security field, as it intensifies existing risks 

and creates new challenges for global stability. For example, 

the degradation of natural resources and climate-related di-

sasters can trigger mass displacement and conflicts over scarce 

resources, exacerbating political and social tensions. In short, 

the interrelationship between climate change and geopolitical 

instability creates a harmful cycle that worsens both problems. 

Addressing this “doom loop” requires integrated approaches that 

recognize and manage the complex interactions between climate 

and geopolitical crises, promoting solutions that strengthen both 

environmental and social resilience.



Documentos FCE • N° 01 • Marzo de 2026
Universidad Nacional de Colombia Sede Bogotá - Facultad de Ciencias Económicas

— 10 —

Diverse Economies and Other Economies for Life:  
Toward the Collective Creation of Planetary Solutions from the Local Fabrics of the South

Alexander Rincón Ruiz

Toward the Collapse of Life-Support Systems 
Ripple et al. (2024) warn that we are heading toward a point 

of no return, where climate, ecological, and economic crises 

mutually reinforce one another. The oceans have absorbed 90% 

of the excess heat generated by human emissions, which has led 

to an increase in the frequency of hurricanes, storms, and the 

collapse of marine ecosystems. In addition, sea level has reached 

its highest point in modern history, putting hundreds of millions of 

people in coastal areas at risk. Wildfires, exacerbated by drought 

and climate change, destroyed 28.3 million hectares in 2023, the 

third-highest figure on record. The combination of extreme heat 

waves, loss of fertile soils, and water crises threatens global 

food security. Despite these warnings, government policies and 

investments in fossil fuels continue to rise.

The report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 

(IPCC) and the latest (State of the Climate Report) warn that we 

are entering a critical phase of climate change. Global temperatures 

have surpassed pre-industrial levels by more than 1.20C and, if the 

current trajectory continues, we could reach 2.70C by the end of 

the century. Extreme climate events, such as massive wildfires, 

more intense hurricanes, and unprecedented heat waves, are 

already affecting millions of people. The report also highlights 

the growing instability of the global food system due to soil 

degradation and the decline in water resources.

The Ecological Footprint and the Earth 
Overshoot Day 
The ecological footprint is an indicator that measures humanity’s 

demand for natural resources in comparison with the planet’s 

capacity to regenerate them. It is expressed in global hectares per 

person and considers factors such as the consumption of food, 

energy, goods, and services, as well as waste generation. When 

we compare the Global North (developed countries) with the 

Global South (developing countries), significant disparities become 

evident, reflecting deep ecological injustices. Comparison of the 

ecological footprint between the Global North and Global South:

•	 Resource consumption: Countries in the Global North consume a 

disproportionately larger number of natural resources compared 

to those in the Global South. This disparity in consumption 

not only increases pressure on ecosystems but also generates 

a situation of environmental injustice in which less-developed 

regions bear the consequences of a pattern of consumption in 

which they barely participate.

•	 Responsibility for the ecological footprint: Only four countries (China, 

the United States, India, and Russia) are responsible for half of 

humanity’s total ecological footprint. Although China and India 

are considered part of the Global South, it is important to note 

that a large share of their production is destined to meet the 

demand of developed countries, which means that consumption 

in the Global North significantly drives this footprint.

•	 Ecological debt: The concept of ecological debt refers to the accu-

mulation of environmental liabilities that the Global North has 

incurred with the Global South due to the historical exploitation 

of resources and pollution. This debt includes the appropriation 

of natural resources and the disproportionate use of carbon 

sinks, which limits opportunities for sustainable development 

in Southern countries.

On the other hand, Earth Overshoot Day marks the date when 

humanity’s demand for ecological resources and services exceeds 

what Earth can regenerate in a year. From that day on, we operate 

in “ecological overshoot,” using resources that compromise the 

planet’s regenerative capacity. Since calculations began in the 

1970s, this date has moved forward at an alarming rate (Global 

Footprint Network, 2024)

•	 1971: December 25.

•	 1980: November 16.

•	 1990: October 18.

•	 2000: September 17.

•	 2010: August 10.

•	 2020: August 22.

•	 2024: August 1.

This trend shows that, in just over five decades, we have brought 

Earth Overshoot Day forward by nearly five months, indicating 

a constant increase in our demand for natural resources—driven 

primarily by unsustainable per capita consumption in part of the 

world, rather than by population alone. In 2024, Earth Overshoot 

Day fell on August 1, which means that we are currently using 
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natural resources 1.7 times faster than Earth can regenerate them. 

In other words, we would need 1.7 planets to sustain our current 

level of consumption, thereby depleting the natural resources 

of future generations.

This overexploitation is radically unequal. While countries such as 

Qatar, Luxembourg, and the United States have an extremely high 

per capita ecological footprint, other countries in the Global South 

live with only a fraction of those resources. This disparity reflects not 

only an environmental crisis, but also a global ecological injustice 

(while the ecological footprint of countries like Qatar is 15.68 global 

hectares, that of countries like Haiti is 0.5 global hectares). The 

Global North consumes more resources than it produces, leading 

the ecological footprint rankings, while Global South produces 

more than it consumes. Two planets would be needed to meet the 

projected demand for resources by 2030, given that average global 

biocapacity is approximately 1.6 global hectares per person. When 

a country’s per capita ecological footprint exceeds this value, it 

is in ecological deficit—that is, it consumes more resources than 

its territory can regenerate—and the Global North exceeds this 

average by far (Global Footprint Network, 2024).

The Mirage of Capitalist Resilience 
The contemporary economic model is grounded in a set of prin-

ciples that have been questioned for their structural unviability: 

perpetual economic growth, the financialization of nature, the 

commodification of the commons, and the centrality of the market 

as the absolute regulator of social life. At the political-institutional 

level, the response to the crisis has been limited to promoting 

market mechanisms such as carbon credits, environmental 

offsets, and the circular economy—solutions that do not alter the 

structural dynamics of capitalism, but rather reproduce them in 

new forms (Gudynas, 2021; Escobar, 2015).

Technological optimism and green capitalism have been ins-

trumentalized to sustain an illusion of continuity, avoiding any 

engagement with the roots of the problem and shifting the debate 

toward issues of resource-use efficiency or supposedly disruptive 

technological innovations. Within this framework, corporate actors 

and global elites have reinforced their control over economic and 

political flows, exacerbating the exclusion of communities that 

have historically developed sustainable, non-capitalist economic 

forms (Marañón Pimentel, 2021; Escobar, 2018).

The impact of the hegemonic system is not limited to the econo-

mic and ecological spheres; it is also generating a global health 

crisis, which Jason Hickel (Hickel et al., 2024) calls “capitalogenic 

disease”. This concept refers to how capitalism generates and 

exacerbates illness through pollution, work-related stress, poor 

nutrition, and the commodification of access to healthcare.

The global agro-industrial model is a clear example: on the one 

hand, it destroys ecosystems through intensive monocultures 

and excessive use of agrochemicals; on the other, it produces 

an epidemic of metabolic diseases by flooding markets with 

ultra-processed foods and nutrient-poor diets. At the same 

time, air, water, and soil pollution have increased the incidence 

of respiratory diseases and cancers associated with exposure to 

toxic chemicals.

In the countries of the Global South, where access to medical care 

is limited, the effects of this health crisis are multiplied, reinfor-

cing the cycle of exploitation and poverty. The most vulnerable 

communities not only face the worst environmental impacts, but 

also lack the means to protect or recover themselves, remaining 

trapped in a system that perpetuates injustice. The development 

of the Global North is not universalizable, as it depends on this 

massive appropriation of labor and resources from the South. 

If the North had to sustain its own consumption without this 

extraction, it would need to double its internal labor force and 

drastically increase working hours.

Moreover, this model prevents the South from using its own labor 

to meet its basic needs. It is estimated that, in 2021, 9–16% of 

the productive capacity of the Global South was drained through 

unequal exchange, meaning that millions of hours of work that 

could have been devoted to building hospitals, schools, and 

housing were instead used to sustain the North’s consumption 

(Hickel et al., 2024). This drain of capacity reinforces the cycle of 

poverty and dependency, as it prevents Southern countries from 

breaking their economic subordination and building sovereign 

development models.
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Even so, the predominant response to the environmental crisis 

has been the promotion of “green capitalism” or “benevolent 

capitalism,” which incorporates certain environmental regulations 

without altering the productive and extractive structure. Gudynas 

(2010) warns that this green adjustment is functional to the 

ideology of progress, since “many of the impacts of capitalism 

and the inequalities it entails are not denied, but it is accepted 

that environmental or social aspects must be incorporated in an 

instrumental way.” In other words, nature continues to be treated 

as an input for capital accumulation. A clear example of this is the 

expansion of the carbon market and environmental offsets. These 

measures seek to “internalize” the ecological costs of economic 

development, but in practice they perpetuate a model in which 

wealthy countries can continue polluting in exchange for financing 

conservation projects in the Global South (Hickel, 2024). Climate 

justice is thus reduced to a mere market mechanism.

The Environmental Crisis as an Expression of an 
Unsustainable Model 
The contemporary environmental crisis is not an externality or 

a temporary malfunction of the global economic system, but 

a structural consequence of the hegemonic model. However, 

the predominant responses to this crisis, grounded in faith in 

technological progress, the expansion of green markets, and 

the strengthening of competitiveness, have not only proven 

insufficient, but have worsened the situation by diverting attention 

away from the root causes of the problem.

Instead of rethinking the foundations of a system that has brought 

humanity to the brink of ecological collapse, economic and political 

elites continue to promote strategies that perpetuate extractivist 

and accumulative logic. Sustainability discourses promoted by 

corporations such as Tesla or Amazon, led by figures like Elon Musk 

and Jeff Bezos, do not represent a break with the dominant deve-

lopment model, but rather its reconfiguration within a framework 

that continues to prioritize profitability over ecological regeneration. 

The rise of “technological solutions” to the climate crisis—such 

as geoengineering, carbon capture, or an energy transition based 

on intensive mineral extraction—does not question the power 

structures or the economic rationality that have led to the crisis, 

but instead seeks to adapt them to new market opportunities.

At the political level, the administrations of Donald Trump and 

Javier Milei have revealed a rollback in environmental governance, 

promoting an accelerated deregulation of ecological policies 

under the argument of strengthening the economy and attracting 

investment. These positions are not anomalies within the system, 

but explicit manifestations of an ideology that conceives nature as 

an inexhaustible resource and the ecological crisis as an obstacle 

to the expansion of capital.

In turn, international organizations and environmental agencies 

have to a large extent been co-opted by this market-centered 

vision, promoting responses based on market mechanisms. These 

strategies reduce the climate crisis to a problem of economic 

management, ignoring its sociopolitical dimensions and its 

relationship with global inequalities. Countries in the Global 

South, trapped in external debt schemes and pressured to adopt 

extractivist models as the only path to development, are the most 

affected by this dynamic. In this context, Indigenous, campesino, 

and local communities, which have sustained lifeways in balance 

with nature, are displaced and criminalized, while their territories 

are subjected to intensive exploitation.

This situation highlights a fundamental fact: it is not possible 

to confront the environmental crisis within the conceptual and 

operational framework of the current hegemonic model. The 

commodification of nature, competitiveness as the guiding 

principle of the economy, and the concentration of wealth 

cannot serve as the basis for a genuine ecological transition. 

On the contrary, it is necessary to move toward economic 

models that not only halt environmental degradation, but 

also promote ecosystem regeneration, social justice, and the 

self-determination of people. The main simplifications of the 

modern economic system include:

1.	 Reduction of Nature to a Resource: Biodiversity is viewed as 

a set of “natural resources” that can be exploited, rather than 

recognizing its intrinsic value and its role in the web of life.

2.	 Reduction of the Economy to Markets: Community-based, 

solidarity-based, and regenerative economies that have exis-

ted for centuries—and have been fundamental for sustaining 

life—are ignored.
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3.	 Reduction of Culture to Production: A single vision of deve-

lopment is imposed, disregarding the multiple ways in which 

people have built their territories, economies, and societies.

4.	 Reduction of Value to Money: Everything is measured in terms 

of price and profitability, excluding fundamental values such 

as reciprocity, care, and ecological regeneration.

Given this framework, alternatives will not emerge from those who 

have built their power based on accumulation and extractivism, 

but from the communities and territories that have resisted 

the imposition of a model that prioritizes profit over life. The 

environmental crisis is, ultimately, a civilizational crisis, and 

overcoming it requires a radical rethinking of the principles that 

have guided the global economy in recent decades. Without this 

structural change, responses to the crisis will continue to be not 

only ineffective, but part of the problem.

Diverse Economies and Other Economies for Life: 
Imperatives of Transformation in a Context of 
Systemic Crisis 
In the recent publication by Palomo et al. (2024), it is argued 

that if the business-as-usual model is maintained, neither the 

global carbon emission reduction targets nor the Sustainable 

Development Goals (SDGs) for 2030 will be achieved (moreover, 

the SDGs themselves have been questioned for ignoring the 

structural crisis – Eschenhagen, 2023). The study also makes 

clear that the development model based on economic growth 

and the exploitation of natural resources is exacerbating the 

climate and ecological crisis, and that current policies are 

insufficient to generate structural change, requiring, among 

other things, new forms of social and economic organization 

(Palomo et al., 2024).

In this context, and following what has been outlined above, 

Diverse Economies and Other Economies for Life currently 

represent a historical (holistic and complex) response that con-

fronts the hegemonic economic paradigm, prioritizing ecological 

sustainability, social justice, and the dignified reproduction of 

life (Rincón-Ruiz, 2024). They emerge from a relational and 

systemic vision in which life is conceived as an interdependent 

web of beings, communities, and ecosystems, in line with the 

understanding of life proposed by Maturana and Capra, where 

collective care sustains the common good. These economies arise 

from community practices, ancestral knowledge, and territorial 

resistances, challenging capitalist market logic and a single 

Western epistemology.

According to Quijano and Escobar, they are economies rooted 

in cultural difference and in the plurality of ways of living and 

producing, where economy is culture and territory, and not only 

market. These economies emerge from cultural differences and 

the plurality of ways of living and producing, making visible eco-

nomies that have been rendered invisible by hegemonic thought.

“For life” means weaving economies that embrace epistemic 

diversity, recognizing multiple ways of knowing and producing 

beyond Western logic; that root their practice in territories, 

conceived as spaces of life, memory, and care; and that nurture 

the networks of life by integrating production and social justice. In 

essence, these economies are pluriversal: they celebrate diversity 

and sustain life through reciprocity, care, and cooperation, placing 

the common good above capital accumulation.

These economies have long coexisted in Latin America and in cou-

ntries such as Colombia in multiple forms; indeed, there is a large 

number of networks and organizations in Latin America that have 

historically been strengthening these ideas under different names 

and organizational forms but with shared transversal principles, 

such as MAELA (Movimiento Agroecológico de América Latina), 

CERN–Latin America (Community Economies Research Network 

– Latin America), FSMET (Foro Social Mundial de Economías 

Transformadoras – Latin America), RIPESS (Red Intercontinental 

de Promoción de la Economía Social y Solidaria – Latin America), 

the RedLASES, and many others throughout Latin America.

In fact, the literature and practice of these experiences in Latin 

America could fill entire encyclopedias. For this reason, this 

document will not expand on this point (a book on the topic is 

currently being written and will be published soon); however, 

below we will mention some of these experiences which, beyond 

their differences, share principles and common points that will 

be discussed later.
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Solidarity and Cooperative Economy: Here, cooperation is prioritized 

over competition, and the satisfaction of needs over wealth 

accumulation. It is grounded in principles of solidarity, equity, 

and social justice, strengthening community networks of pro-

duction and consumption. Particularly in Latin America, there 

are prominent work networks in this line and key authors such as 

Paul Singer (2002), José Luis Coraggio (2011), among many others. 

Additionally, networks such as the Intercontinental Network for 

the Promotion of Social and Solidarity Economy (RIPESS) are 

fundamental in this field, with notable researchers in Colombia 

such as Hans Cediel and extensive work in initiatives like the 

campaign for a global social and solidarity economy curriculum.

Community Economies: These focus on activities that prioritize 

collective well-being, environmental sustainability, and social 

equity, including unpaid forms of work, exchanges based on 

reciprocity, and cooperatively managed enterprises. One of the 

most prominent networks, without a doubt, is the Community 

Economies Research Network (CERN), whose Latin American 

chapter is made possible thanks to a large group of women 

researchers such as Ana Heras (Heras, 2023) and Juliana Flórez 

(Flórez, 2018), among many others.

Peasant Economy: Family labor and food sovereignty are some 

of its core characteristics. It is a key alternative to agroindustry, 

guaranteeing the autonomy and resilience of rural communities. 

Foundational authors in this line include Orlando Fals Borda, Darío 

Fajardo, Carlos Duarte, Itayosara Rojas, and Ángela Rodríguez. 

Notable ideas include the Zonas de Reserva Campesina (ZRC, Peasant 

Reserve Zones) in Colombia, a legal figure created to protect the 

territories of peasant communities and promote their autonomous 

development. Another fundamental figure in Colombia is that of 

Territorios Campesinos Agroalimentarios (TECAM, Peasant Agro-Food 

Territories), conceived to recognize and strengthen the territoriality 

of peasant communities. These territories, historically inhabited and 

organized by peasant families and organizations, seek to guarantee 

permanence in the territory, the conservation of common natural 

goods, the dignified life of their inhabitants, and food sovereignty.

“Other” Economies (Indigenous and Afro-descendant): These economies 

are rooted in relationships of reciprocity, complementarity, and 

respect for nature. They promote harmony with the territory 

and the reproduction of life, in contrast to extractivist logics. 

In countries such as Colombia, the collective territories of Black 

communities and Indigenous reserves represent a structural axis 

of this thinking, which underpins deep relational ideas such as 

*Ubuntu*, *I am because we are*, and *Buen Vivir*. Notable 

authors such as Marilyn Machado have developed significant 

work in this field (PCN et al., 2014).

Own/Local Economies (Economías propias): These emerge as respon-

ses to exclusion from the formal market, developing strategies of 

subsistence and social reproduction based on self-management 

and cooperation. They include community enterprises, barter, and 

solidarity networks. These economies do not follow the logics 

of the traditional capitalist market; rather, they are built from 

autonomy, cultural identity, and the relationship with territory. 

The work of Natalia Castillo in this line is particularly noteworthy.

Ecofeminism and the Care Economy: This perspective links the 

exploitation of nature with the oppression of women, proposing 

an economy grounded in care, equity, and the regeneration of 

life. It points out that the same system that exploits nature 

(extractivism, deforestation, pollution) also oppresses women 

(inequality, gender-based violence, dispossession of rights). 

Likewise, it rejects economic growth based on extractivism and 

the commodification of life, promoting sustainable and equitable 

ways of living. Authors such as María Paz Aedo in Latin America 

have contributed to this line of work (Durán Escobar, Quiroz 

González, & Peñalillo García, 2020).

Transformative Economies: The term “transformative economies” is 

used as an umbrella concept for those socio-economic transfor-

mation proposals that converge on the same horizon of placing 

life, solidarity, and care at the center. They seek to break with 

capitalist logics, promoting models that center equity and the 

collective. In this line, the network of the World Social Forum 

of Transformative Economies (FSMET) stands out as a global 

convergence process that brings together diverse movements and 

organizations promoting alternatives to the dominant capitalist 

economic system. Its main goal is to build an inclusive global 

agenda from the local scale, fostering collective commitments 
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and concrete agreements to transform current economic and 

social structures. Claudia Álvarez and Heloisa Primavera have 

played a fundamental role in its consolidation in Latin America 

(REAS, 2020).

Regenerative Economy: This perspective focuses on the restoration 

and regeneration of ecosystems, adopting productive practices 

that guarantee environmental and social sustainability. Networks 

such as Colombia Regenerativa and the work of researchers like 

Daniel Christian Wahl (2016), Gunter Pauli (2010), Bill Reed (2018), 

and, in Colombia, Melina Ángel (2022, 2024), provide central 

contributions in this field.

Agroecology: Agroecology is a comprehensive approach that 

combines traditional, scientific, and community knowledge for the 

sustainable, regenerative, and autonomous production of food. 

Within the framework of diverse economies and other economies 

for life, agroecology is not only an alternative agricultural model, 

but a key strategy for food autonomy, ecological regeneration, 

and the construction of new ways of life in harmony with terri-

tories. In this line, the work of the Movimiento Agroecológico de 

América Latina y el Caribe (MAELA) stands out; it is a network 

that brings together organizations, communities, and movements 

that promote agroecology as an alternative to the agro-industrial 

model in Latin America and the Caribbean, as well as the Comité 

de Impulso del Movimiento Agroecológico Colombiano (CIMAC), 

among many others. The National University of Colombia has 

several research groups in agroecology across its different cam-

puses. Around this idea, networks such as the Red de Mercados 

Agroecológicos Campesinos (REDMAC) exist in Colombia.

Popular-sector Economy: Popular Economy refers to the forms of 

production, distribution, and consumption that emerge from 

working-class and low-income sectors, often in informal or self-

managed settings. It is based on self-employment, cooperatives, 

small family enterprises, street vending, fairs, and barter networks. 

It differs from traditional capitalist economy in that it does not 

center on capital accumulation, but on the reproduction of life 

and the satisfaction of needs. In Colombia, the work of Professor 

César Giraldo of the National University of Colombia is particularly 

relevant in this field (Giraldo, 2017).

Ethical and Solidarity-Based Financial System: This is an alternative 

model to the traditional financial system that prioritizes social 

well-being, equity, environmental sustainability, and community 

development over profit maximization. It is based on principles 

of transparency, democratic participation, economic justice, 

and financial inclusion, promoting access to financial services 

for historically excluded sectors and supporting productive 

activities with positive social and environmental impacts. In 

Colombia, the financial cooperative Confiar stands out for 

this type of vision, among many other existing initiatives in 

the country.

Some Principles of Diverse Economies and Other 
Economies for Life 
Diverse Economies and Other Economies for Life offers an alter-

native perspective to the hegemonic economic model, prioritizing 

ecological sustainability, social justice, and the dignified repro-

duction of life (Rincón-Ruiz 2024a, 2024b). They emerge as a 

response to the socio-environmental crises affecting the planet 

and propose a profound transformation in economic structures 

and in the relationships between communities and nature. 

Broadly speaking, they put forward key principles that, although 

not shared by all of them, present many common themes when 

taken together. Some of these are:

a.	 Ecological Interdependence: Life on the planet depends on 

healthy and interconnected ecosystems. Diverse economies 

promote practices that respect and restore these systems, 

adopting productive methods that mimic natural cycles. 

Regenerative agriculture and peasant economies, for example, 

seek to maintain soil fertility, conserve water, and preserve 

biodiversity, thereby ensuring long-term resilience. This entails 

recognizing that ecosystems are not inexhaustible resources 

but living webs that sustain existence.

b.	 Biocultural Diversity: There is an intrinsic relationship between 

cultural and biological diversity. The ancestral practices of Indige-

nous and Afro-descendant communities have demonstrated their 

capacity to protect biodiversity. This principle recognizes that 

sustainability depends on valuing and strengthening traditional 

practices that care for the land and ecosystems, maintaining 

a respectful coexistence with nature. Biocultural diversity 
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ensures that local knowledge remains a source of learning for 

the responsible management of ecosystems.

c.	 De-commodification of Nature: While capitalism and hegemonic 

visions treat nature as an exploitable commodity, some diverse 

economies conceive it beyond this utilitarian view. This principle 

implies recognizing the intrinsic and relational value of ecosys-

tems beyond their economic usefulness, fostering a relationship 

of reciprocity and respect for the natural environment. It is 

about restoring the sacred bond between human beings and 

nature, promoting the protection of commons such as water, 

air, and land. Unfortunately, large global meetings on climate 

and biodiversity end up reducing responses to market-based 

solutions: carbon credits, biodiversity credits, and so on.

d.	 Community Autonomy and Self-Management: The ability of com-

munities to manage their resources and productive processes 

is fundamental. Diverse economies promote decentralized 

models that strengthen collective decision-making, foster local 

self-sufficiency and reduce dependence on global markets and 

state interventions. This autonomy allows communities to adapt 

their economic practices to the specificities of their social and 

ecological contexts, recognizing local innovation and resilience.

e.	 Ethics of Care: The sustainability of life requires recognizing and 

valuing care work, both in domestic and community spheres. 

This principle underscores the importance of caring for people, 

communities, and nature, breaking with the productivism logic 

that ignores these essential forms of labor. The aim is to build 

an economy that prioritizes collective well-being over individual 

accumulation. Care is a fundamental practice that sustains life 

and strengthens community ties.

f.	 Socioecological Resilience: Communities must develop the capacity 

to adapt and respond to crises without collapsing. Socioecolo-

gical resilience is built through productive diversity, collective 

learning, and the strengthening of community networks. The in-

tegration of ancestral knowledges with contemporary knowledge 

enables communities to reorganize in the face of disturbances, 

maintaining their cohesion and regenerative capacity. Resilience 

does not only mean resisting, but also transforming economic 

and social structures in harmony with nature.

g.	 Social and Environmental Justice: Equity in the distribution of 

resources is a fundamental pillar of diverse economies. This 

principle seeks to correct the structural inequalities perpetuated 

by the capitalist system, ensuring inclusive and participatory 

territorial governance. Environmental justice also implies 

recognizing and repairing the damage caused to communities 

and ecosystems affected by extractivist practices. It is about 

ensuring that all social actors have equitable access to the 

resources necessary for life.

h.	 Community Participation: Decision-making must involve all 

actors in a community, guaranteeing inclusive and transparent 

spaces for participation. Mechanisms are promoted that allow 

communities to decide on the use of their resources and the 

direction of their economic processes, thereby strengthening 

their sense of belonging and collective responsibility. This 

participation fosters greater co-responsibility in the management 

of commons.

i.	 Economic Plurality and Relationality: The economy is not a single, 

monolithic system. Diverse economies recognize the coexistence 

of multiple forms of economic organization, such as barter, 

reciprocity networks, cooperatives, and community-based 

production. This principal advocates for a plural and relational 

vision in which different economic practices interact and mutually 

reinforce one another. Economic diversity is a source of resilience 

and creativity in contexts of uncertainty.

j.	 Ecological Sustainability: The regeneration of ecosystems is a 

priority. Diverse economies promote productive practices 

that respect planetary boundaries, minimize environmental 

impact, and restore degraded areas. The goal is to ensure that 

future generations inherit a healthy and balanced environment 

in which life can continue to develop in harmony. This sustai-

nability implies a profound revision of extractivist practices 

and a transition toward economies that respect natural cycles.

k.	 Knowledge and Ancestral Wisdom: The accumulated experience 

of Indigenous, peasant, and Afro-descendant communities 

is an invaluable source of knowledge for sustainability. This 

principle emphasizes the importance of recovering, respecting, 

and articulating these knowledges with contemporary practices, 

recognizing their role in building resilient and adaptive economic 

models. Ancestral wisdom is fundamental to facing current cha-

llenges and constructing more just and sustainable economies.

l.	 Gift and Reciprocity Economies: Based on solidarity exchange 

and mutual support, these economies promote economic 

relationships that do not seek accumulation, but collective 
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well-being. Gifting, barter, and practices of reciprocity strengthen 

community bonds and build commons, fostering an economy 

oriented toward cooperation and sharing. This principle reflects 

a logic of shared abundance, in contrast to the competition and 

induced scarcity of the capitalist system.

m.	 Alternative Notions of Well-Being: Diverse economies and other 

economies for life propose moving beyond the reduction of 

well-being to material consumption, advancing collective 

notions of well-being that consider cultural, spiritual, and 

ecological dimensions and Buen Vivir. This broader perspective 

on well-being allows communities to revalue their practices 

and aspirations in terms of quality of life, beyond conventional 

monetary indicators.

n.	 Nurturing Diversity for Reorganization and Renewal: One of the 

essential principles of these economies is biocultural diversity 

as the basis for the resilience of socioecological systems. This 

diversity not only strengthens adaptive capacity, but also enables 

the regeneration of ecosystems and societies, recognizing that 

diversity is a source of learning and creativity.

o.	 Technologies for Environmental Justice: Transitions toward diverse 

economies require the development of appropriate technologies 

that promote environmental equity and collective access to 

commons. These technologies must serve life and avoid the 

commodification of ecosystems, fostering technological solutions 

that respect local knowledges and natural dynamics.

p.	 Agroecology and Food Sovereignty: The strengthening of agro-

ecology, permaculture, and other local initiatives is key to 

ensuring productive systems that regenerate rather than degrade 

ecosystems. The use of native seeds, short food circuits, and 

community-based food governance are essential practices 

in these economies, ensuring food autonomy and territorial 

resilience.

q.	 Multiscale Autonomies and Shared Governance: These economies 

advocate the decentralization of economic power and the 

creation of shared governance systems in which communities 

actively participate in decision-making about their territories 

and ways of life. This principle implies a redistribution of 

decision-making capacities across different levels, strengthening 

community control and collective responsibility.

r.	 Environmental Education and Just Transition: Transitions toward 

economies for life require processes of environmental, 

interdisciplinary, and transdisciplinary education, as well as 

just transition mechanisms that reduce power asymmetries 

and promote social and environmental justice. Environmental 

education fosters critical awareness and collective commitment 

to ecological regeneration.

s.	 Plural valuation of nature: It is essential to move beyond decision-

making based on monetary values and cost–benefit analysis, 

which are sustained by treating environmental problems as 

an externality to be internalized. A plural valuation makes it 

possible to include other cultural and ecological visions, other 

worldviews that should not be reduced to monetary valuation 

methodologies in order to be taken into account, but instead 

open the spectrum toward decision-making that, while it does 

require “technical inputs,” is not itself a technical solution.

We must move beyond the creation of instruments and policies 

centered on simplifying reality so that politicians and investors 

can “understand” it within their logics of money and profit 

(turning environmental issues into a new business). Politicians 

and investors need to learn and adapt to a world that is not under 

their “control” nor subject to their reductionism—a more complex 

world that demands a collective vision that goes beyond egos, 

individuality, and greed. In this sense, plural valuation becomes 

a powerful instrument of environmental justice.

Diverse Economies and Other Economies for Life constitute a 

comprehensive proposal to confront current crises, building 

economic models that prioritize life, social justice, and ecological 

balance. These principles not only question capitalist logic 

but also invite us to imagine and construct a future in which 

sustainability and solidarity are the foundations of economic 

and social organization. It is an invitation to rethink the economy 

from diversity, collaboration, and the care of life in all its forms.

Overcoming the Environmental Crisis and Making 
Diverse Economies and Other Economies Possible 
Beyond Hegemonic Visions 
The current crisis is not only an ecological and social crisis, but also 

a crisis of dominant economic thought. The insistence that there 

are no alternatives blocks the possibility of imagining and building 

other models of organizing life. However, Diverse Economies 
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and Other Economies for Life shows that alternatives are not 

only possible, but already underway and historically resilient 

in countries such as Colombia, where, despite the expansion of 

legal and illegal markets in regions like Cauca and Nariño, these 

have historically persisted.

•	 The challenge, then, is not their viability, but their expansion 

and consolidation as the basis of a new economic rationality. 

This requires:

•	 Recognizing and protecting these economies as legitimate forms 

of economic organization.

•	 Redefining the role of the state in terms of promoting economic 

models that are not centered on accumulation.

•	 Challenging the hegemony of capitalist economic thought in 

academia and politics.

The current crisis leaves no room for partial solutions. The 

construction of economic systems based on the regeneration 

of life, social justice, and ecological sustainability is an urgent 

necessity. In a world that insists on the inevitability of capitalism, 

Diverse Economies and Other Economies for Life represents a 

horizon of possibility that can guarantee the continuity of life 

on the planet. It is not about imagining alternative futures, but 

about recognizing and strengthening the worlds that already 

exist and have proven to be viable.

The following subsections outline key areas for advancing a 

transition toward economies for life:

a.	 Strengthening Community-Based and Autonomous Economies

•	 Creation of solidarity-based exchange networks and community 

currencies.

•	 Support for campesino, Indigenous, and Afro-descendant 

economies that integrate principles of reciprocity and ecological 

sustainability.

•	 Implementation of autonomous territorial governance models 

that recognize the interdependence between humans and 

ecosystems.

b.	 Redesigning Production and Consumption

•	 Promotion of regenerative economies that restore ecosystems 

instead of exploiting them.

•	 Fostering food sovereignty through local markets and short 

production–consumption circuits.

•	 Support for production and consumer cooperatives based on 

principles of solidarity economy and self-management.

c.	 Transformation of the Financial System

•	 Implementation of community banks and self-managed soli-

darity funds.

•	 Development of credit mechanisms based on community trust 

and mutual support.

d.	 Appropriate and Sustainable Technologies

•	 Design of appropriate technologies that strengthen the economic 

autonomy of communities, recognizing their own knowledge.

•	 Implementation of decentralized and community-based energy 

systems to avoid dependence on large corporations.

e.	 Reinventing the Teaching of Economics

•	 Integration of ecological economics, feminist economics, and 

the care economy into academic programs.

•	 Creation of learning spaces based on participatory methodologies 

and experiences of “other economies.”

•	 Incorporation of ancestral knowledges and community practices 

into curriculum design.

Colombia: A Global Key for Diverse Economies 
and Other Economies for Life as a Response to 
the Global Environmental Crisis 
Colombia’s Biocultural Wealth in a World in Crisis 
Colombia is a globally privileged country due to its astonishing 

biocultural diversity, which makes it a living laboratory for the 

construction of diverse economies and other economies for life. 

With 10% of the world’s biodiversity and cultural wealth expressed 

in more than 115 Indigenous peoples (DANE, 2019), as well as 

Afro-descendant, campesino, and Raizal communities, Colombia 

is a strategic territory in the search for economic frameworks that 

prioritize ecological regeneration, social justice, and collective 

well-being.

In a context of global ecological and social crisis—characterized 

by climate change, biodiversity loss, and growing inequalities—

Colombian experiences of “other economies” offer essential 

lessons for the world. Colombia is a fundamental country for 

the development of these economies, highlighting its role in 
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planetary resilience, its biocultural richness, and the alternative 

economic practices that emerge from its territory.

Colombia as a Pluriverse of Knowledges and 
Economic Practices 
Arturo Escobar describes Colombia as a pluriverse, a space 

where multiple ways of understanding and living life coexist, 

which makes it possible to think and build economies from non-

hegemonic perspectives (Escobar, 2010). The diverse economies 

that emerge in regions such as Cauca and Nariño are not merely 

local practices, but expressions of an ontological resistance to 

the global extractivist and capitalist economic model. Indigenous, 

Afro-descendant, and campesino communities have developed 

forms of production that integrate respect for ecological cycles, 

community reciprocity, and the care of life.

Planetary Resilience: Colombia as an Environmental 
Refuge 
Because of its geographic location and ecosystemic richness, 

Colombia is considered a crucial environmental refuge for huma-

nity. The rainforests of the Chocó, the Amazon, the Caribbean, 

the Llanos, and the Andean mountains act as carbon sinks, 

water regulators, and biodiversity reservoirs. However, these 

ecological functions are not self-sustaining. They have been 

safeguarded by ancestral territorial management practices of 

Indigenous, campesino, and Afro-descendant peoples, along 

with schemes and practices of solidarity-based, community, 

and collective economies that have ensured the conservation 

of these ecosystems. These communities understand nature not 

as a resource to be exploited, but as a vital web to which they 

belong and which they must care for.

Relational Philosophies: Buen Vivir and Ubuntu 
The thinking of Buen Vivir, present among Andean Indigenous 

peoples, and Ubuntu, an African philosophy of interdependence, 

converge in Colombia in an economic perspective that places life 

at the center. These worldviews offer essential insights for a world 

seeking to move beyond extractivist and consumerist logics.

Buen Vivir, in particular, has inspired local policies aimed at 

strengthening the economic autonomy of communities through, 

among other measures: the creation of native seed banks; the im-

plementation of community life plans that prioritize sustainability 

over economic growth; and the community-based management 

of ancestral territories, among many others.

Colombia’s Global Role in the Sustainable Economic 
Transition 
Colombia is not only a country with internal potential for diverse 

economies and other economies for life, but also an international 

reference in the transition toward more just and sustainable 

economic models. The Black Communities Process (PCN) and 

Indigenous organizations have participated actively in global 

forums, sharing their experiences in community-based territorial 

management, resistance to extractivism, and the construction 

of alternatives grounded in respect for life.

In a world desperately searching for solutions to environmental 

and social crises, Colombia emerges as a beacon of hope—not 

because of its exploitable resources, but because of its capacity 

to show other possible ways of inhabiting the planet. Colombia’s 

biocultural diversity and the “other economies” that emerge 

from its territories offer invaluable lessons for humanity. At a 

time when the ecological crisis threatens to destabilize the very 

foundations of life, diverse economies and other economies in 

Colombia demonstrate that it is possible to build societies based on 

mutual respect, ecological regeneration, and community solidarity.

Recognizing Colombia as a key country for these transitions is 

not an act of romanticism, but a practical and urgent necessity. 

The experiences of Nariño, Cauca, the Pacific region, and other 

areas not only show viable alternatives, but also point to an 

indispensable path for the global future.

Final Reflection: Between Hegemonic Economies 
and Diverse Economies and Other Economies for 
Life 
The hegemonic economy, with its expansive logic of growth, 

accumulation, and competition, presents itself as an inescapable 

system, grounded in the false idea of “individual freedom” which 

ultimately disincentivizes collective responsibility and ignores 

human–nature interdependence, shaping our ways of organizing 
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and creating reality (Rincón-Ruiz, 2024c). However, the historical 

existence—and constant emergence—of diverse economies and 

other economies shows that it is not the only option. The challenge 

is not minor, as it involves the coexistence and tension between 

two paradigms with contradictory principles. But far from a 

relationship of absorption or subordination, the real task lies 

in generating interstices, transitions, and strategies that make 

it possible to strengthen viable, sustainable, and autonomous 

alternatives. Authors such as Euclides Mance, in his book La 

revolución de las redes, had already proposed that the organization 

of networks of solidarity-based collaboration is a viable way to 

build a society based on solidarity and ethical consumption, in 

opposition to capitalist accumulation (Mance, 2001).

Power asymmetries are evident: large corporations lead a reduc-

tionist environmental agenda; political leaders resort to oversim-

plifications (often captured and corrupt); economics education 

continues to promote a hegemonic vision of the economy; and 

international environmental agencies and organizations ultimately 

serve interests that do not question the structural issues discussed 

in this text. However, the key lies in designing strategies that 

open cracks within the system and consolidate processes that 

challenge its logic of growth, accumulation, and infinite greed. 

This is not a distant utopia, but a path already being walked by 

multiple experiences in different territories around the world. 

Some key ideas, by way of a brainstorming sketch, include:

Building Trust and Social Fabric 
The construction of economies for life requires community 

participation processes that strengthen the social fabric. Escobar 

(2018) argues that trust and collaboration are essential to trans-

forming economic dynamics in territories marked by mistrust and 

conflict. In Latin America, as mentioned earlier, there are multiple 

associated networks: MAELA, FSMET, RIPESS, CERN, among 

others, as well as many local initiatives throughout the region.

Construction of Autonomous Economic Ecosystems 
Integration into alternative value chains: fostering networks 

of production, distribution, and consumption that minimize 

dependence on conventional markets. Decentralized financing 

systems: community funds, solidarity-based cryptocurrencies, 

and communal banks that make it possible to finance initiatives 

without depending on speculative capital.

Co-creation of Alternative Narratives 
•	 Challenging the meaning of growth: showing that growth does 

not necessarily imply greater well-being, and that prosperity 

can arise from sufficiency, redistribution, and regeneration.

•	 Making successful experiences visible: documenting and scaling 

diverse economy initiatives that function without depending 

on the expansive capitalist logic.

•	 Other compasses: many baseline indicators such as the SDGs, 

although valuable for orienting environmental issues on the 

global agenda, fall short by not addressing structural issues and 

therefore, almost inertially, render other possibilities invisible 

(Eschenhagen, M. L., 2023; Eschenhagen & Sandoval, 2023).

Influencing Public Policy and Transforming the Rules 
of the Game 
The advance of these economies requires public policies that 

recognize their value and integrate them into development 

agendas. Quijano (2012) underscores the importance of creating 

regulatory frameworks that support solidarity-based and sustai-

nable economic practices.

•	 Hybrid public policies: creating incentives so that diverse eco-

nomies can be sustainable without depending on conventional 

markets (e.g., tax incentives for regenerative production).

•	 New metrics of well-being: displacing GDP as the central indicator 

and adopting different compasses and metrics—indicators of 

ecological regeneration and community well-being, and plural 

valuation of nature (Rincón-Ruiz et al., 2021)—which advance 

critical arguments against global statistical frameworks that 

tend to simplify aspects such as the bioeconomy by reducing 

it to efficiency, markets, and technology.

•	 Financial reconfiguration: promoting investment models based 

on eco-social returns, rather than exclusive financial returns, 

with corporate and solidarity-based schemes.

Design of Transition Strategies 
•	 Hybridization: creating transition models in which market 

actors adopt principles of other economies without losing their 
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functionality. Examples include B Corporations, regenerative 

cooperatives, and ethical banks.

•	 Niche strategies: fostering the creation of protected spaces 

where diverse economies can develop and demonstrate their 

viability without being absorbed by the capitalist market.

•	 Zones of economic autonomy: experimenting with territories 

that implement alternative economic logic without depending 

on infinite growth.

•	 Debt Jubilee: debt jubilees have historically been used as tools 

to restore economic and social balance. However, their modern 

implementation faces resistance from financial and political 

sectors. Contemporary jubilees would allow countries to free 

up more resources to support diverse economies and other 

economies for life.

Institutionalizing Other Economies without Cooption 
•	 Public policies for promotion: laws and programs that protect 

and promote diverse economies without forcing them to operate 

under extractivist logics.

•	 Territorial autonomy networks: consolidation of economic 

bioregions that minimize dependence on the global market 

(such as short production–consumption circuits).

•	 Plural legal systems: recognition of community-based norms 

that govern their own economies.

•	 Strategic use of investments and subsidies: channeling resou-

rces from the dominant system to strengthen autonomous 

structures (for example, public or international funds directed 

to communities).

•	 Certifications and alternative market labels: such as fair trade 

or agroecology labels, which allow certain actors to operate in 

formal markets without abandoning their principles.

Generating Interface and Mediation Spaces 
•	 Hybrid markets: exchange systems where monetary economy 

and non-capitalist forms converge (such as campesino markets, 

barter fairs, and community currencies).

•	 Alternative financing funds: mechanisms that mobilize resources 

from the capitalist system toward diverse economic initiatives 

without forcing them to adapt to its extractive logic.

“Probablemente de todos nuestros sentimientos el único que 

no es verdaderamente nuestro es la esperanza. La esperan-

za le pertenece a la vida, es la vida misma defendiéndose”  

Julio Cortázar.

[Of all our feelings, the only one that is not truly ours is 

hope. Hope belongs to life; it is life itself defending itself.]
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