The aff scenario is our solvency argument – collapse causes cultural shift – that means even if we lose the CP, we still solve!
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If present rich world per capita resource consumption rates must be cut dramatically, possibly by 90%, there is a strong case that this cannot be done unless there is a transition to some kind of Simpler Way (for the detail see TSW 2018). For the rich world, this involves: A profound cultural shift, to simpler lifestyles, involving far less production and consumption per capita, less concern with luxury, affluence, possessions and wealth, and instead a focus on non-material sources of life satisfaction. In addition the predominant outlook would have to be cooperative not competitive, much more collectivist and less individualistic. The enormity of such a cultural transition can hardly be exaggerated. It contradicts some core Enlightenment ideas and values. Mostly small, highly self-sufficient local economies, largely independent of national or global economies, devoting local resources to meeting local needs, with little intra-state let alone international trade. This means transition from globalized to localized systems. A new form of governance, primarily involving people in small communities taking cooperative and participatory control over their own local development, via voluntary committees, working bees and town meetings. A new economy, one that is a small fraction of the size of the present economy, is not driven by profit or market forces, does not grow, and ensures that needs, rights, justice, welfare and ecological sustainability determine the purposes to which limited resources are devoted. Following is a brief elaboration on some of the elements indicated by the above statement of principles. Production of most basic goods by many small firms and farms (some cooperatives, some privately owned) within and close to settlements -- much use of intermediate and low technologies especially craft and hand-tool production, mainly for their quality of life benefits -- extensive development of commons providing many free goods especially 'edible landscapes' -- building using earth, enabling all people to have very low-cost modest housing -- voluntary working bees developing and maintaining community facilities -- conversion of existing towns and suburbs into highly self-sufficient communities -- many voluntary The main concern of the Simpler Way project has been to show that a society of this kind would be viable and could be easily built, in terms of technical ease, although the political and cultural changes would be difficult. It would provide a higher quality of life than most people experience in rich-world societies today. The detailed vision laid out in this and other publications is not offered as a precise prescription but as an illustration of possibilities intended to indicate feasibility (e.g., Alexander and Gleeson 2019; Simplicity Institute 2018; TSW 2018). As explained further below, the account generally corresponds to the nature of many existing eco-villages and to goals found within the Transition Towns movement (Aiken 2012; Henfrey and Ford 2017). ommittees, e.g., for agriculture, care of aged, care of youth, entertainment and leisure, cultural activities - - few paid officials -- large cashless, free goods and gifting sectors -- little need for transport, enabling bicycle access to work and conversion of most suburban roads to commons -- the need to work for a monetary income only one or two days a week, at a relaxed pace -- thus enabling much involvement in arts and crafts and community activities -- town-owned banks -- local currencies that do not involve interest -- relatively little dependence on corporations, professionals, bureaucrats and high-tech ways – no unemployment; communities organize to use all productive labour and to ensure everyone has a livelihood (Trainer 1995). The document Remaking settlements (TSW: 2016c) derives detailed tentative estimates supporting the claim that these procedures could cut the energy, dollar and footprint costs typical of a Sydney suburb by more than 90%, while improving all dimensions of the quality of life. Reductions of this magnitude are also achieved by the Dancing Rabbit Eco-village in Missouri, USA (Lockyer 2017). The crucial point here is that only in small, and highly integrated communities can per capita resource and ecological costs be dramatically reduced. For instance in a consumer society egg supply involves complex international networks for agribusiness and industrial feed and fertilizer production, production of steel for factories, tractors, shipping, warehousing, battery farming, logistics, advertising, trucks, super marketing, IT, finance, consultants, packaging, waste removal, and expensive technical skills. However eggs produced in backyards, community co-ops and local small farms eliminate almost all of these costs while adding benefits such as enabling 'waste' kitchen scraps to become chicken feed, and 'waste' chicken manures to go directly to soils, thus eliminating dependence on a fertilizer industry. The proximity and smallness of scale make possible much recycling and reuse, without need for transport etc., and enable arrangements and problem solving via spontaneous communication among neighbors, as well as creating community, leisure resources and resilience. A study of inputs to local egg production finds that dollar and energy costs are typically around 2% of eggs supplied by the commercial/industrial path (Trainer, Malik and Lenzen 2019). 
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