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In the 1980s these views crystallized around the journal Development: Seeds
for Change. They have been taken up by intellectuals in Latin America (Esteva,
Escobar), India (see Dallmayr 1996 on the ‘Delhi school”), Pakistan (Rahnema
and Bawtree 1997), Malaysia (Just World Trust 1995), France (Latouche 1993)
Switzerland (Rist 1997), Germany (Sachs 1992a), Belgium (Verhelst 1990),
England (Seabrook 1994), Ireland (Tucker 1999), Japan (Lummis 1991). They
have become prominent since they coalesce with ecological critiques and ecofemi-

nism (Mies 1986, Shiva 1988b) and through bestsellers such as Sachs’ Development
Dictionary.
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