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This article looks critically at the UN’s Sustainable Development Goals and how they deal
with their fundamental objective – the inclusion of all people. CRAIN SOUDIEN argues that
dominant development discourses have struggled to deal with the realities and effects of
exclusion and marginalisation as they are manifested in ongoing processes of racialisation,
gender discrimination and class formation. 
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Introduction 
ow do we conceptualise and develop a global development agenda that is attentive to the needs, requirements and 
entitlements of all the world’s people? In this contribution I problematise dominant approaches to development and the 
ways in which these approaches, firstly, conceptualise ideas about the ‘universal’ and, secondly, erase, silence and 
marginalise particular groups of people. With this backdrop, I focus on the UN’s Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 

and particularly their conceptualisation. Of particular interest is how the design of the SDGs deal with the fundamental objective 
underpinning this global intervention – that of inclusion. The argument I will make is that dominant development discourses, 
including the SDG project, have struggled to deal with the realities and effects of exclusion and marginalisation as they take 
expression and are manifested in processes of racialisation, gender discrimination and class formation.  

This article unfolds in five movements. First it considers ideas of development and how these ideas deal with the 
questions of inclusion, ‘progress’ and equality, and well-being. It then works with the SDGs in terms of their substance and their 
objectives. Thirdly, a brief examination is undertaken of the broad architecture of the SDGs in relation to issues of racial 
inequality. A fourth section examines how racial inequality takes expression in SDGs 3 and 4, Health and Education. A final 
section considers the question of alternative development pathways.  

The argument I will make is that dominant development discourses, including the SDG project, essentially conceptualise 
ideas such as progress in narrow European ways. They struggle to accommodate and make space for other sensibilities or other 
ways of making a life. They tell us that there is no alternative. 

Ideologies of development 
It is important to begin this discussion by insisting that there are alternatives. We can challenge dominant ideas of 

‘development’. We can, firstly and simply, because we have no option. As the world hurtles towards unprecedented levels of 
global warming, imperilling the very fabric of life, we have to be consciously, resolutely and practically doing everything we can, 
in the first instance, to mitigate the worst effects of what is to befall us, and, secondly, to begin the radical process of looking anew 
at our fundamental presumptions of what the ‘good life’ is (see Ripple, et al., 2024; and Alenda-Demoutiez, 2022). Facilitating, 
fortunately, our path towards rethinking what wellbeing means, we have, in the last 30 years or so, moved on from strait-jacketed 
economism, the conceit that economic questions constitute the essence of life, and ideas of economic growth. We now, into the 21st 
century, influenced by scholars such as Amartya Sen (1999) and, more recently, by the decolonial movement, have a broader, 
wider and deeper understanding of development (see Kumi, Maes & Fomunjong, 2022). Development is not simply an economic 
manifestation. It is also cultural, psychological and social. It involves the full amplitude of the complex relations that exist between 
humans, between humans and all the forms of life which make up our planetary ecology. 

While the UN uses the concept of the Human Development Index, which includes questions of life expectancy, levels of 
education, it is essentially the standard of living indicator which has come to determine whether a country is developed or not (see 
United Nations, 2024). This standard of living indicator indicates what a country’s annual per capita income is. ‘Developed’ 
countries are countries where the annual income per capita or gross domestic product (GDP) exceeds US$12,000 (Aggarwal, 
2023).1 A low-income country is where the income per capita or GDP is US$1,145 or less. In 1999 the World Bank defined poverty 
as the situation where people were earning less than $2 per day and extreme poverty as an income of $1 a day (see Haughton & 
Khandker, 2009). In terms of this definition about half of the world’s population then was poor – three billion people – and 
another quarter extremely poor, underdeveloped. Progress is based on the pace of income growth per head of the population. The 
belief was that economic growth provided the basis to solve all challenges. We believed this. We believed that if we did not place 
ourselves on a path towards economic growth we would not be able to deal with the challenges of health, education, environment 
and the improvement of people’s living standards.  

It is important, before we move on, to be clear-eyed about how systematically economic growth thinking has seized 
control of not only financial policymaking but has come to determine development thinking almost everywhere. The dominant 
version of this thinking is evident in neo-classical economics - the idea of freeing up the market to give individuals the freedom to 
compete with each other. It takes form now in neoliberalism (see Harvey, 2003). But the idea of economic growth as the central 
objective of development is also there in what we think of as socialist planning (see, inter alia, Fernandes, 2022). The objective of 
socialist planning is to secure control of production processes to avoid the irrationality of the free market. It requires, however, 
planned growth. 

To emphasise how much this ‘growth’ sensibility dominates our discourse, it is important to understand how the 
development discussion was managed in the circles in which we found ourselves, not least of all in the academy (see Fioramonti, 
2017). The discussion has effectively come to pivot on the question of how parts of the world came to be ‘developed’ and others 
‘under-developed’. Out of this emerged a new field of enquiry, that of ‘Development Studies’.  

H 
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We learnt a lot out of this theory-making. We came to a better understanding of the nature of global capitalism and of 
globalisation and imperialism. We came to see, in the late 20th century, how globalisation took shape in extreme forms of 
financialisation and how a few corporate oligopolies were effectively determining the direction of economies everywhere (see 
Gallagher, 2005). 

Now, of course, one should not in a reverse fundamentalism throw out economic ideas of development. In complex 
societies, now mass-based societies, one has to be thinking about production and how one produces for the fulfilment of the needs 
of everybody. But we are faced with quite important issues here. They are issues about whose idea of needs and wants are to be 
taken into consideration and how they are to be fulfilled; issues about how we settle and resolve disputes about whose interests 
and needs are to be taken into consideration, about how we define wellbeing, and, critically, how we think of development in 
relation to the capacity of the planet. 

With respect to the question of whose needs and how we deal with the needs of different people, the work of Amartya 
Sen is critical. Sen, it must be said, is not beyond our criticism, but he kicks off his famous book, Development as Freedom, with an 
explanation which quite categorically upends the entire ‘Development Studies’ legacy we have inherited. “Development can be 
seen”, he says in the very first line of his book, “as a process of expanding the real freedoms that people enjoy” (Sen, 1999: 3). He 
continues: “Focusing on human freedoms contrasts with narrower views of development, such as identifying development with 
the growth of gross national product, or with the rise in personal incomes, or with industrialisation, or with technological 
advance, or with social modernization” (Sen, 1999: 3). He also makes clear that standard economic factors can substantially 
contribute to expanding human freedom, but that the lack of substantive freedoms “robs people of the freedom to satisfy hunger 
... or for the maintenance of local peace and order ... the freedom to participate in the social, political and economic life of the 
community” (Sen, 1999: 4). 

Dominant approaches to development, focusing on production and consumption, lead to the dangers of over-production 
and over-consumption with extreme negative effects for the ecology. They promote personal cultures of excess and superficiality, 
and structural effects such as extreme inequality and unmanageable debt. They have driven the planet to the point of 
unsustainable collapse. In the wake of this, exclusion and marginalisation have been exacerbated. Poor people everywhere are 
being pushed to the edges of the survival cycle.  

What we are dealing with, it is important to understand, is the larger and long-term project of modernity. The literature 
around this, especially as it pertains to ideas of progress, is large (see, for example, Portes, 1973; Jackson, 2009; Heinberg, 2011; 
Dietz & O’Neill, 2013; Rifkin, 2014). Critical about modernity, now a 500-year-old project, is that it brought to the world ideas of 
human progress and development. We are now, well into the 21st century, wholly under its supervision. The benefits it has 
brought to the world are abundant. We are living longer. Our states of health have somewhat improved (Broom, 2022). More 
people can read and write than at any other time in our history. The technological capacity we have at our disposal is 
extraordinary. But we wish to stand in clear resistance to its presumption that it does all that we would wish our knowledge 
repertoires to make possible for us. It is a European idea. It is filled with European conceit - the idea that we can bend all of nature, 
all that we deem to be of inferior status to the rationality of European logic. The idea took full flight with the renaissance and the 
industrial revolution and came to its climax with the confluence of the industrial revolution and colonialism. Based on 
extractivism, taking from the planet whatever we like, oppression of working-classes everywhere and the marginalisation and 
discrimination of people not deemed to be white, it constructed and constituted the idea of humanness, and its perfectability, in 
narrow European middle-classedness. Everything else was suspect, backward. 

The problem now is that the world, geopolitically, is fighting over how to consummate this 500-year project. The sum 
total of what we have before us is complete paradox. While the wellbeing of large proportions of humanity has improved, we are 
now, amongst ourselves, riven with unacceptable disparity, inequality and discrimination. The gap between the rich and the poor 
in our contemporary times has grown year on year. In 2020 the world’s 2,153 billionaires, based, largely, in what we call the 
‘developed North’, had acquired more wealth than 4.6 billion of the world’s population put together (Oxfam, 2020). 

The Sustainable Development Goals 
The SDGs are at the heart of the UN’s 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development (United Nations, 2015). This agenda, 

which was adopted by all member states in 2015, aims to provide a “shared blueprint for peace and prosperity for people and the 
planet, now and into the future” (United Nations, 2020). It is, ostensibly, the world’s response to its development contradictions. It 
will guide development investment in the coming decade (Griggs et al., 2013; Hák et al., 2016).  

The agenda consists of 17 goals. These are subdivided into 169 targets and 232 indicators. Across their 17 goals is the 
objective of fulfilling human rights, achieving equality and non-discrimination - of “leaving no one behind.” While the ambition 
and well-meaning intent of the SDGs are acknowledged there are substantial criticisms. Defenders claim that the goals reflect the 
complexity of development, detractors argue that the breadth is at odds with the need to prioritise (The Economist, 2015). The 
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mainstream journal, The Economist, describes the SDGs as so broad and sprawling as to, “… amount to a betrayal of the world's 
poorest people.”  

A more radical view argues that the SDGs’ universalist claims are overstated and that they effectively reproduce the 
dominant discourse of ‘development’ and thus continue to legitimise the capitalist world order. They fail to work with the 
criticism that neo-liberalism is central to global poverty. Critics (see inter alia, Swain, 2017; Action Education, 2015) question 
whether they will protect and fulfil human rights for all and  end racial, gender and other forms of discrimination prohibited by 
international law. Specifically, as an outline for a Society, Politics and Law course at the Open University (n.d) emphasises, the 
following issues arise: 

Despite the 2030 Agenda’s promising rhetoric, it largely fails to 
fulfil its pledge to ‘leave no one behind’ when it comes to the 

principles of racial equality and non-discrimination .... 

• Power: The SDGs do not go far enough in challenging the status quo. They protect existing political and
economic interests that contribute to the very global issues, such as environmental degradation, racism, sexism
and inequality, the goals are supposed to address.

• Agency: Many people are excluded by uneven processes of development that are directed by and benefit the
most powerful.

• Scale: Even though the SDGs are global in scale, implementation is dependent on national governments and
governments can select which SDGs they wish to pursue.

• History: The SDGs are premised on the continuing pursuit of economic growth, which has produced stark social
inequalities and damaged the environment.

• They devalue local knowledge and schemes of thought. This is where decolonisation is really important.

In what follows, we focus on the question of racism raised in this Open University course. 

Racial inequality 
Global racism is a particular point of issue with respect to the politics of the SDGs. E. Tendayi Achiume, United Nations 

Special Rapporteur on contemporary forms of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance makes the 
following observation:  

Despite the 2030 Agenda’s promising rhetoric, it largely fails to fulfil its pledge to ‘leave no one behind’ when it 
comes to the principles of racial equality and non-discrimination .... Racial justice commitments are largely absent 
from the operationalisation of the SDGs ... The persistent lack of resources, failure to collect disaggregated data and 
dearth of political willpower still limit progress toward racial justice in virtually all national and international 
contexts. (United Nations, 2022) 

In her report, the Special Rapporteur attributed the entrenched challenges of promoting racial justice and racial equality 
through development initiatives to the racialised origins of the modern international development framework. She said that “the 
(2030 Agenda) is incapable of fundamentally disrupting the dynamic of racially discriminatory underdevelopment embedded in 
the international economic order” (Achiume, 2022: 1). Achiume said a vast body of research had demonstrated that the 
international economic, development and financial order perpetuated human rights harms and economic inequality, dismantling 
social safety nets in the global South and increasing dependency of formerly colonised peoples: “If anything, the development 
framework has contributed significantly to entrenching and advancing racialized underdevelopment” (Achiume, 2022: 9). Her 
report emphasised the urgent need for decolonising global economic, legal and political systems – a goal which could only be 
achieved by disrupting international hierarchies and moving beyond Euro-centric visions, models and means of economic 
development. 

Winkler and Satterthwaite (2017) also argue that inequalities based on race, ethnicity and similar factors do not receive 
the same attention as gender equality in the SDGs and in the targets and the global indicators developed by the Inter-Agency and 
Expert Group (IAEG-SDGS) approved by the UN General Assembly to monitor progress on implementing the SDGs. While 
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Winkler and Satterthwaite (2017) support the explicit gender focus in the SDGs, they find the exclusion of many marginalised 
categories of people deeply troubling. 

In many respects and despite global initiatives, talking about race in development, it could be argued, is a taboo subject 
(White, 2002). Reading the global literature critically, race acts as an absent presence in development discourses. It is often absent, 
for example, as a category of analysis in the institutional lives of development organisations and programmes. White (2002: 408) 
describes the silence surrounding race as a “determining silence that both masks and marks its centrality to the development 
project” (Walker et al., 2023: 2). Through seeing itself as being outside of the politics of race and adopting a ‘colourblind’ stance 
(e.g., see Gillborn, 2019, for a discussion of colourblind ideologies), a conclusion which is hard to avoid is that international 
development functions as a continuation of the European colonial project, propagating a Western imaginary of the world order 
and of the accumulation of capital. 

In the next section I work with two critical goals, those of health and education, SDGs 3 and 4, to see how inclusion is 
managed. 

SDG 3 - Health and inequality 
The short description of SDG 3 is “Good health and well-being. Ensure healthy lives and promote well-being for all at all 

ages” (United Nations, 2015: 14). It consists of 13 targets. 

The final decisions on SDG 3, the “Health SDG”, occurred after intense, multi-cornered contestation among UN member 
states, the for-profit sector, civil society and private foundations. The groupings did not represent a single interest. There were 
many differences and schisms among them. In the end the differences of ideology and interest were, some say, massaged, and the 
multiple Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) on health were brought together under the single umbrella of SDG 3. But the 
schisms were deep and essentially papered over. 

The most important challenge in realising the aims of SDG 3 is that of funding. The funding for health, national and 
global, has been restricted ever since the 1980s - the early years of the neoliberal policy regime, with its cuts in national health 
budgets, its push towards privatisation and liberalisation of regulatory structures.2 Within this racism is a particularly acute 
problem. Paradies et al. (2015) make the comment that racism influences health across the life span beginning in childhood. A 
large meta-analysis of people identifying as minoritised racial groups around the world demonstrated a negative relationship 
between racism and health in countries such as the Netherlands, Finland, Israel, Norway, the United States, the United Kingdom, 
Australia, Canada, Spain, Portugal, New Zealand and Barbados. Racism erodes health through a myriad of pathways, including a 
heightened stress-response, with adverse consequences for the cardiovascular, inflammatory and immune systems (Harrell et al., 
2011). 

In the United States and Latin America, minoritised and racialised groups (people classified as Black, Native American 
and Indigenous) are more likely to get ill earlier in life, have faster disease progression and lower survival rates (Williams et al., 
2019). These disparities are particularly evident for stress-related illnesses such as heart disease and stroke (American 
Psychological Association Working Group on Stress and Health Disparities, 2017).  

Research on the short- and long-term psychological effects of experiencing racial discrimination in childhood in the 
United States and South Africa has found that children who experience racial discrimination develop perceptions of threat, fear, 
victimisation, low self-efficacy and self-esteem, and hopelessness.  

… there is the need to think again about the relevance, 
foundations and the implementation of the SDGs … questioning 

their claims to be speaking for the world. 

Target 3.8 seeks to achieve universal health care but pays no attention to processes such as racism and racialisation 
(United Nations, 2015: 16). It says relatively little about the pathways by which and through which Universal Health Care (UHC) 
will be provided to people. Yet, there is growing concern that those pathways may be critical to determining whether those 
responsible for implementing the UHC approach, nationally and globally, limit themselves in the foreseeable future to picking 
low-hanging fruit, or tackles the more difficult challenges that confront the health of those at the very bottom of social and 
economic hierarchies (see Sen, 2015). The UHC approach has traditionally been concerned with economic inequality and whether 
or not the health system protects and promotes the health of the poor. But, at the bottom of most socio-economic ladders, 
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inequality is not only economic but is reinforced by such factors as gender, caste, race, ethnicity, disability, gender identity or 
sexual orientation to name some. This kind of intersectional inequality is often impervious to universalising approaches and 
requires specific targeted approaches. 

SDG 4 – Education 
SDG 4 reads as follows: “Quality Education: Ensure inclusive and equitable quality education and promote lifelong 

learning opportunities for all” (United Nations, 2015: 17). It has 10 targets. 

In advocating for inclusive, high-quality education for all, it could be argued that SDG 4 was written with a 
consciousness of the questions of race and racism. Strikingly, while there is specific mention of inequalities relating to gender, 
disability and indigeneity, the terms ‘race’ and ‘racism’ do not appear in any of the official text describing the goal and its 10 
targets. None of the targets, and particularly Target 5 on ‘Discrimination’, makes any reference to racism (United Nations, 2015: 
17). Evident, I argue, is a failure to engage with ideologies of race, processes of racialisation and the material effects of racism. This 
failure has the effect of reinforcing racial disparities and perpetuates epistemic violence through global education policy.  

Education, it must be emphasised, was central to the colonial project both in terms of providing the human capital 
required by segregated, colonial labour markets but also in producing racialised subjects who knew their place within the colonial 
social and political order. At an epistemological level, education also played a key role in the spread of the Western episteme in 
the form of Western languages, knowledge systems and religions at the expense of the knowledge systems, values, cosmologies 
and languages of the colonised. 

In developing our arguments here, it is important to clarify that we are not seeking to assert that racial disparities are 
more or less important compared to other forms of oppression and disadvantage in education. Rather it is to argue that by eliding 
issues of race and racism, the international education development community is failing to recognise and address a burning form 
of disadvantage. Further, it is often the intersection between racism and other forms of disadvantage that is crucial to grasp when 
seeking to address disparities of different kinds, a point we will return to below. 

This omission is compounded when we work with the continuing legacy of colonial epistemic violence. Target 4.7 
explicitly refers to the need to inculcate respect for cultural diversity as a basis for global citizenship (United Nations, 2015: 17). 
Whilst this is undoubtedly a positive aspiration, from a racial justice perspective it is impossible to implement until such a time as 
the full extent of epistemic violence perpetuated through education is addressed. As noted, education has been a major vehicle for 
the global hegemony of the Western episteme (Western knowledge systems, values and languages) as the basis for curricula 
around the world. Of course, this episteme is not singular or, put differently, without contradiction. In its worst conceits, however, 
it undermined or in some cases, in the process, completely erased indigenous languages, knowledge systems, religions and 
cosmologies. 

Closely linked to the predominance of a Western episteme is the hegemony of Western languages as languages of 
teaching and learning around the world. As has been clearly evidenced, the use of a subtractive, bilingual approach in many 
formerly colonised countries that promote English and other Western languages at the expense of local and indigenous languages 
can be seen as a form of linguistic imperialism in that it further reinforces Western interests within the Western-led development 
project (Phillipson, 2012). 

Conclusion: towards alternative pathways to development 
In light of the critique developed in this contribution, it is clear that there is the need to think again about the relevance, 

foundations and the implementation of the SDGs. Most critical is questioning their claims to universality – to be speaking for the 
world. 

There is an emerging debate in the academic and political spheres about considering the possibility of scrapping the 
existing framework and the 17 goals and starting over, adjusting the SDGs and creating new SDGs, as there are important areas 
that are not yet addressed or are insufficiently emphasised in the current framework of the 2030 Agenda. For example, some 
countries have presented in their Voluntary National Reports proposals for different SDGs according to their domestic political 
priorities. India has proposed an SDG on local empowerment and rural development, and Costa Rica has proposed SDG 18 on 
people's happiness and wellbeing. Most pertinently, Brazil has suggested the adoption of a new goal to combat systemic racism. 
President Lula da Silva announced, at the High-Level Political Forum, that his country favoured the voluntary adoption of an 18th 
goal regarding ethnic-racial equality (see Forum of the Countries of Latin America and the Caribbean on Sustainable 
Development, 2024). The suggestion emanated from a need to confront the country's main development problem, that is, 
structural racism.  

The suggestion of an 18th goal is significant because the year 2024 marked the 76th anniversary of the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights and the final year of the International Decade for People of African Descent. The global analysis is 
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that there has not been enough progress with structural changes in the issue of racial equality. Despite the enormous challenges, 
the Brazilian suggestion can be seen as part of a shared effort of the international community against racism, racial discrimination, 
xenophobia and related intolerance, as well as to contribute to inclusive sustainable development for persons however they have 
been racialised. This would fundamentally reshape the 2030 Agenda and would have ramifications for the future of international 
politics. 

What such a development would set in motion is the possibility of developing new, alternatives theories to fill in the 
gaps left by the SDGs and, critically, to foster resistance in fields such as agriculture, economics, education or health (Isgren & 
Ness, 2017; Kopnina, 2020; Padayachee et al., 2018).). It would provide the conditions for the legitimation of marginalised 
epistemologies and cultures and open possibilities for new and plural ways of thinking about development. It would make 
possible a critical engagement about some of the notions on which the SDGs lie, be it the notion of development or wellbeing 
(Jimenez & Glover, 2023; Van Norren, 2020). Those routes call for a robust dialogue between several worldviews, positionings and 
modes of action that can enrich one another to make it possible to enter the provocative zones of imaginations deemed to be off-
limits. 

REFERENCES 
Achiume, Tendayi, 2022. 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, the Sustainable Development Goals and the Fight Against Racial 

Discrimination: Report of the Special Rapporteur on Contemporary Forms of Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related 
Intolerance. Human Rights Council Fiftieth Session 13 June-8 July, Agenda Item 9. Available at https://docs.un.org/en/A/HRC/50/60 
(accessed 05 December 2024). 

Action Education, 2015. Criticisms and Limitations of the 17 Sustainable Development Goals. March. Available at https://action-
education.org/ch/en/criticisms-and-limits-of-17-sustainable-development-goals/ (accessed 12 March 2025). 

Aggarwal, Raghav, 2023. What is a Developed Country, a Status India is Aiming to Achieve by 2047? India News, 16 August. Available at 
https://www.business-standard.com/india-news/what-is-a-developed-country-a-status-india-is-aiming-to-achieve-by-2047-
123081600329_1.html (accessed 21/03/2025). 

Alenda-Demoutiez, Juliette, 2022. From Economic Growth to the Human: Reviewing the History of Development Visions Over Time and Moving 
Forward, Third World Quarterly, Vol. 43, Issue 5, pp. 1038-1055. https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2022.2042680. 

American Psychological Association Working Group on Stress and Health Disparities, 2017. Stress and Health Disparities: Contexts, Mechanisms, 
and Interventions Among Racial/Ethnic Minority and Low Socioeconomic Status Populations. Available at 
https://www.apa.org/pi/health-equity/resources/stress-report (accessed 2 December 2024). 

Broom, Douglas, 2022. We’re Spending More Years in Poor Health than at Any in History. How Can We Change This? World Economic Forum: 
Health and Healthcare Systems. Available at https://www.weforum.org/stories/2022/04/longer-healthier-lives-everyone/ (accessed 
03 December 2024.) 

Dietz, Rob & O’Neill, D. 2013. Enough is Enough: Building a Sustainable Economy in a World of Finite Resources. San Francisco: Berret-Koehler. 

Farias, Deborah, 2023. Unpacking the ‘Developing’ Country Classification: Origins and Hierarchies, Review of International Political Economy, Vol. 
31, Issue 2, pp. 651-673. https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2023.2246975 (accessed 21 March 2025). 

Fernandes, Luís Miguel Barbosa, 2022. Socialist Central Economic Planning: An Analysis of Challenges in Theory and Reality. Unpublished 
Dissertation in Master in Economics, Universidade do Porto. Available at 
https://sigarra.up.pt/reitoria/pt/pub_geral.pub_view?pi_pub_base_id=569092 (accessed 2 December 2024). 

Fioramonti, Lorenzo, 2017. Wellbeing Economy: Success in a World Without Growth. Johannesburg: Pan Macmillan South Africa. 

Forum of the Countries of Latin America and the Caribbean on Sustainable Development, 2024, Seventh Meeting of the Forum - Santiago, 15-18 
April. Available at https://foroalc2030.cepal.org/2024/en. (accessed 2 December 2024). 

Gallagher, Kevin (ed.), 2005. Putting Development First. London: Zed Books.  

Gillborn, David, 2019. Hiding in Plain Sight: Understanding and Addressing Whiteness and Color-Blind Ideology in Education, Kappa Delta Pi 
Record, 55 (3), pp. 112-117. Available at https://doi.org/10.1080/00228958.2019.1622376 (accessed 2 December 2024). 

Griggs, D. M.; Stafford-Smith, O.;  Gaffney, J;. Rockström; M. C.; Öhman, P.; Shyamsundar, W.; Steffen, G.; Glaser, N.; Kanie, & Noble I. 2013. 
Sustainable Development Goals for People and Planet. Nature 495 (7441): 305–307. Available at 
https://www.nature.com/articles/495305a (accessed 2 December 2024. http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/495305a 

Hák, T., Janousková, S. & Moldan, B. 2016. Sustainable Development Goals: A Need for Relevant Indicators, Ecological Indicators, 60, pp. 565-573. 
Available at http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2015.08.003 (accessed 2 December 2024). 

Harrell, C.J.; Burford, T.I.; Cage, B.N.; Nelson, T.M.; Shearon, S.; Thompson, A. &  Green, S. 2011. Multiple Pathways Linking Racism to Health 
Outcomes. Du Bois Rev. April, 15;8(1):143-157. doi:10.1017/S1742058X11000178. PMID: 22518195; PMCID: PMC3328094. 

Harvey, David, 2003. The New Imperialism. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

Haughton, Jonathan & Khandker, Shahidur, 2009. Handbook on Poverty and Inequality. Washington: The World Bank. Available at 
https://documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/488081468157174849/pdf/483380PUB0Pove101OFFICIAL0USE0ONLY1.pdf (accessed 
2 Decmber 2024). 

/iYiQJ�5iJKtV�)HVtiYal *loEal�dHYHloSPHQt�FKallHQJH�

https://docs.un.org/en/A/HRC/50/60
https://action-education.org/ch/en/criticisms-and-limits-of-17-sustainable-development-goals/
https://action-education.org/ch/en/criticisms-and-limits-of-17-sustainable-development-goals/
https://www.business-standard.com/india-news/what-is-a-developed-country-a-status-india-is-aiming-to-achieve-by-2047-123081600329_1.html
https://www.business-standard.com/india-news/what-is-a-developed-country-a-status-india-is-aiming-to-achieve-by-2047-123081600329_1.html
https://www.tandfonline.com/author/Alenda-Demoutiez%2C+Juliette
https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2022.2042680
https://www.apa.org/pi/health-equity/resources/stress-report
https://www.weforum.org/stories/2022/04/longer-healthier-lives-everyone/
https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2023.2246975
https://sigarra.up.pt/reitoria/pt/pub_geral.pub_view?pi_pub_base_id=569092
https://foroalc2030.cepal.org/2024/en
https://foroalc2030.cepal.org/2024/en
https://doi.org/10.1080/00228958.2019.1622376
https://www.nature.com/articles/495305a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/495305a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2015.08.003
https://documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/488081468157174849/pdf/483380PUB0Pove101OFFICIAL0USE0ONLY1.pdf


NEW AGENDA – Issue 96 | First Quarter 2025 

Heinberg, R. 2011. The End of Growth: Adapting to our New Economic Reality. Gabriola Island: New Society Publishers. 

Isgren, Elinor & Ness, Barry, 2017. Agroecology to Promote Just Sustainability Transitions: Analysis of a Civil Society Network in the Rwenzori 
Region, Western Uganda, Sustainability, August , 9(8):1357, pp. 1-20. DOI:10.3390/su9081357 

Jackson, T. 2009. Prosperity Without Growth. London: Earthscan. 

Jiménez, A. & Glover, C.S. 2023. Racial Discrimination Distress and Psychological Well-being: The Moderating Role of Ethnic-Racial Socialization 
in African American Emerging Adults, Emerging Adulthood, 11(3), pp. 639-653. Available at https://doi.org/10.1177/21676968231151981 
(accessed 2 December 2024). 

Kopnina, H. 2020. Education for the future? Critical Evaluation of Education for Sustainable Development Goals, The Journal of Environmental 
Education, 51(4), 280-291. Available at https://doi.org/10.1080/00958964.2019.1710444 (accessed 2 December 2024). 

Kumi, Emmanuel; Maes, Bjorn & Fomunjong, Jimm Chick, 2022. Decolonisation of Development Cooperation, Partos. Available at 
https://www.partos.nl/publicatie/tracing-the-colonial-roots-of-development-cooperation-a-brief-history/ (accessed 12 March 2025). 

Lim, M. M. L., P., Søgaard Jørgensen & C. A. Wyborn, 2018. Reframing the sustainable development goals to achieve sustainable development in 
the Anthropocene – a systems approach, Ecology and Society 23(3):22. https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-10182-230322  (accessed 2 December 
2024). 

Oxfam, 2020. World’s Billionaires Have More Wealth than 4.6 Billion People. Oxfam Press Release, 20 January 2020. Available at 
https://www.oxfam.org/en/press-releases/worlds-billionaires-have-more-wealth-46-billion-people (accessed 13 March 2025). 

Padayachee, K.; Matimolane, M. & Ganas, R. 2018. Addressing Curriculum Decolonisation and Education for Sustainable Development Through 
Epistemically Diverse Curricula, South African Journal of Higher Education, Volume 32 Number 6, pp. 288‒304. Available at 
http://dx.doi.org/10.20853/32-6-2986 (accessed 2 December 2024). 

Paradies, Y.; Ben, J.; Denson, N.; Elias, A.; Priest, N.; Pieterse, A.; Gupta, A.; Kelaher, M. &  Gee, G. 2015. Racism as a Determinant of Health: A 
Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. PLoS One. Sep 23;10(9): e0138511. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0138511. PMID: 26398658; PMCID: 
4580597. 

Phillipson, R. 2012. Linguistic Imperialism, in Carol Chapelle, (ed.), The Encyclopedia of Applied Linguistics. London: Blackwell Publishing, pp. 1-7. 
DOI: 10.1002/9781405198431. 

Portes, Alejandro, 1973. Modernity and Development: A Critique, Studies in Comparative International Development, Vol. 8, pp. 247-279. Available at 
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF02800432 (accessed 12 March 2025). 

Rifkin, J. 2014. The Zero Cost Marginal Society. New York: Palgrave Macmillan. 

Ripple, William J.; Wolf, Christopher; Gregg, Jillian W.; Rockström, Johan; Mann, Michael E.; Oreskes, Naomi; Lenton, Timothy M.; Rahmstorf, 
Stefan; Newsome, Thomas M.; Chi Xu; Svenning, Jens-Christian; Pereira, Cássio Cardoso; Law, Beverly E. & Crowther, Thomas W. 2024. 
The 2024 State of the Climate Report: Perilous Times on Planet Earth, BioScience, Volume 74, Issue 12, December 2024, pp. 812–824. 
Available at https://doi.org/10.1093/biosci/biae087 (accessed 12 March 2025). 

Sen, Amartya, 1999. Development as Freedom. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

Sen, Amartya, 2015. Universal Health Care: The Affordable Dream, Harvard Public Health Review, 5: 1–8. Available at 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/48503117 (accessed 2 December 2024). 

Swain, Ranjula Bali, 2017. Critical Analysis of the Sustainable Development Goals, Handbook of Sustainability Science and Research, pp. 341-35. 
DOI:10.1007/978-3-319-63007-6_20. 

The Economist (105). 2015. The 169 Commandments, March 26. Available at https://www.economist.com/leaders/2015/03/26/the-169-
commandments (accessed 12 March 2025). 

The Open University (n.d). Introducing Global Development. Available at https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/introducing-
global-development/content-section-
11#:~:text=Power%3A%20The%20SDGs%20do%20not,goals%20are%20supposed%20to%20address (accessed 12 March 2025). 

United Nations, 2015. Transforming Our World: The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. Resolution Adopted by the General Assembly on 
25 September. A/RES/70/1. Available at https://docs.un.org/en/A/RES/70/1 (accessed 2 December 2024). 

United Nations, 2020. The Sustainable Development Goals Report 2020. Available at https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/report/2020/#sdg-goals 
(accessed 12 March 2025). 

United Nations, 2022. Special Rapporteur on Racism to Human Rights Council: the 2030 Agenda is Characterised by a Shallow Commitment to 
Racial Justice and Fails to Address Systemic Racism and Xenophobia. Available at https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-
releases/2022/07/special-rapporteur-racism-human-rights-council-2030-agenda-characterised (accessed 12 March 2025). 

United Nations, 2024. Human Development Report 2023-2024. Available at https://hdr.undp.org/content/human-development-report-2023-24 
(accessed 12 March 2025). 

Van Norren, D. 2020. The Sustainable Development Goals viewed through Gross National Happiness, Ubuntu, and Buen Vivir, International 
Environ Agreements, 20, pp. 431–458. Available at https://doi.org/10.1007/s10784-020-09487-3 (accessed 12 March 2025). 

Walker, Sharon; Tikly, Leon; Strong, Krystal; Wallace, Derron & Soudien, Crain, 2023. The case for educational reparations: addressing racial 
injustices in sustainable development goal 4, International Journal of Education and Development, Vol. 103, pp. 1-5. Available at 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijedudev.2023.102933 (accessed 12 March 2025).  

/iYiQJ�5iJKtV�)HVtiYal *loEal�dHYHloSPHQt�FKallHQJH�

http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su9081357
https://doi.org/10.1177/21676968231151981
https://doi.org/10.1080/00958964.2019.1710444
https://www.partos.nl/publicatie/tracing-the-colonial-roots-of-development-cooperation-a-brief-history/
https://www.oxfam.org/en/press-releases/worlds-billionaires-have-more-wealth-46-billion-people.%20(accessed
http://dx.doi.org/10.20853/32-6-2986
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF02800432
https://doi.org/10.1093/biosci/biae087
https://www.jstor.org/stable/48503117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-63007-6_20
https://www.economist.com/leaders/2015/03/26/the-169-commandments
https://www.economist.com/leaders/2015/03/26/the-169-commandments
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/introducing-global-development/content-section-11#:~:text=Power%3A%20The%20SDGs%20do%20not,goals%20are%20supposed%20to%20address
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/introducing-global-development/content-section-11#:~:text=Power%3A%20The%20SDGs%20do%20not,goals%20are%20supposed%20to%20address
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/introducing-global-development/content-section-11#:~:text=Power%3A%20The%20SDGs%20do%20not,goals%20are%20supposed%20to%20address
https://docs.un.org/en/A/RES/70/1
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/report/2020/#sdg-goals
https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2022/07/special-rapporteur-racism-human-rights-council-2030-agenda-characterised
https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2022/07/special-rapporteur-racism-human-rights-council-2030-agenda-characterised
https://hdr.undp.org/content/human-development-report-2023-24
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10784-020-09487-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijedudev.2023.102933


NEW AGENDA – Issue 96 | First Quarter 2025 

White, S. 2002. Thinking Race, Thinking Development, Third World Quarterly, 23 (3), pp. 407–419. Available at 
https://doi.org/10.1080/01436590220138358 (accessed 12 March 2025). 

Williams, David R.; Lawrence, Jourdyn, A. & Davis, Brigette A. 2019. Racism and Health: Evidence and Needed Research, Annual Review of Public 
Health, 40, pp. 105-125. Available at 
https://scholar.harvard.edu/files/davidrwilliams/files/williams_et_al._racism_and_health_evidence_and_needed_research_2019.pdf 
(accessed 3 March 2024). 

Winkler, Inga & Satterthwaite, Margaret, 2017. Leaving no one behind? Persistent inequalities in the SDGs, International Journal of Human Rights, 
July.  DOI:10.1080/13642987.2017.1348702 (accessed 3 December 2024). 

ENDNOTES 

1 See Farias (2023) for an extremely useful discussion about the typologies that have developed around the meaning of ‘developed’ and ‘under-
developed’.  

2 Contemporary developments with the withdrawal of federal government funding by the United States government to financially challenged 
economies around the world have brought this whole system to unmanageable levels of crisis. 
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