World Population
—What of the Future?

UN-DOWN housing, unsan-
itary conditions, scarcity of
“|food and clean water, disease,

~Imalnutrition—these and numer-
ous other hardships are a day-to-day reality in
the lives of a major part of the world’s popu-
lation. Yet, as we have seen, most people liv-
ing under those conditions somehow manage
to cope with them and carry on with their
daily life.

What, though, of the future? Will people
have to go on enduring such harsh realities of
life indefinitely? To complicate matters, what
about the doom and gloom that environmen-
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tal scientists and others are forecasting as a
result of the continued population growth?
They tell us that we are fouling our own nest
by polluting the air, water, and soil we depend
on. They also point to the greenhouse effect
—emission of gases, such as carbon diox-
ide, methane, chlorofiuorocarbons (refrig-
erants and foaming agents), that will result
in warming of the atmosphere and chang-
es in the global weather pattern, with dire
consequences. Will this finally bring about
the demise of civilization as we know it? Let
us examine more closely a few of the key fac-
tors.

Greenhouse
gases




Few people had water piped to their homes,
so one of my chores was to go with a bucket to
fetch water from an outside faucet, called a
standpipe. The problem was that during the
dry season, many of the standpipes were
locked to conserve water. On one occasion, we
went one full day with no water to drink. Not
a single drop! Sometimes I had to walk miles in
search of just one bucketful of water. Carrying
the water on my head for such long distances
wore away my hair where the bucket rested. |
had a bald patch at ten years of age! | am glad
to say that the hair grew back.

Children as Security
Looking back, I would say our lot in life
was average, perhaps even above average for
our part of Africa. I know lots of other fami-
lies whose living standard was far worse than
ours. Many of my friends at school had to sell
at the market before and after school in order
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to bring in money for their families. Others
could not afford to have something to eat in
the morning before school, and they would
leave home hungry and be in school all day
without food. I can remember lots of times
when one of these children would come and
plead with me as I ate my bread at school. So
I would break off a piece to share with him.
Despite such hardships and difficulties,
most people still like to have large families.
“One child is not a child,” many people here
say. “Two children are one, four children are
two.” That is because the infant death rate is
among the highest in the world. Parents know
that though some of their children will die,
some will live, grow up, get jobs, and bring
home money. Then they will be in a position
to look after their parents who have grown
old. In a land with no social-security benefits,
that means a lot.—As told by Donald Vincent.




Are There Too Many People?

First of all, will the world’s population go
on expanding indefinitely? Is there any indi-
cation as to how far it will go? It is, of course,
a fact that the world population is growing in
spite of efforts at family planning. The an-
nual increase is now about 90 million (equiv-
alent to another Mexico every year). It ap-
pears that there is no immediate prospect of
halting it. Looking ahead, however, most de-
mographers agree that the population will
eventually level off. The question in their
mind is at what level and when.

According to projections of the UN Pop-
ulation Fund, world population may reach
14 billion before leveling off. Others, however,
estimate that it may peak at between 10 bil-
lion and 11 billion. Whatever the case, the
crucial questions are: Will there be too many
people? Can the earth accommodate from
two to three times the present population?

From a statistical point of view, 14 billion
people worldwide would average out to 269
persons per square mile. As we have seen,
Hong Kong’s population density is 14,483
persons per square mile. Currently, the Neth-
erlands’ population density is 1,140, while Ja-
pan’s is 848, and these are countries that en-
joy above-average living standards. Clearly,
even if the world population should grow to
the extent predicted, the number of people is
not the problem.

Will There Be Enough Food?

What, then, about the food supply? Can
the earth produce enough to feed 10 billion or
14 billion people? Obviously, the world’s pres-
ent food production is not enough to care for
such a population. In fact, we often hear about
famines, malnutrition, and starvation. Does
this mean we are not producing enough food
to take care of the population now, let alone
two or three times more?

That is a difficult question to answer be-
cause it depends on what is meant by
“enough.” While hundreds of millions of peo-
ple in the world’s poorest nations cannot get
enough food to maintain even a minimum,
healthful diet, people in the rich, indus-
trialized nations are suffering from the conse-
quences of an overly rich diet—strokes, some
types of cancer, heart disease, and so on. How
does this affect the food picture? By one cal-
culation, it takes five pounds of grain to pro-
duce one pound of beefsteak. As a result,
the meat-eating quarter of the world’s inhab-
itants consumes almost half of the world’s
grain production.

As far as the total quantity of food pro-
duced is concerned, note what the book
Bread for the World says: “If present world
food production were evenly divided among
all the world’s people, with minimal waste,
everyone would have enough. Barely enough,
perhaps, but enough.” That statement was
made in 1975, over 15 years ago. What is the
situation today? According to the World Re-
sources Institute, “over the past two decades,
total world food output expanded, outpacing
demand. As a result, in recent years, prices of
major food staples in international markets
declined in real terms.” Other studies show
that the prices for staples like rice, corn, soy-
beans, and other grains dropped by half or
more over that period.

What all of this boils down to is that the
problem of food lies not so much in the quan-
tity produced as in the level and the habits of
consumption. New genetic technology has
found ways to produce varieties of rice,
wheat, and other grains that can double the
present output. However, much of the exper-
tise in this area is concentrated on cash crops,
such as tobacco and tomatoes, to satisfy the
appetite of the rich rather than to fill the
stomachs of the poor.
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What About the Environment?

More and more, those who are keeping a
close eye on the subject are coming to realize
that population growth is only one of the
factors posing a threat to mankind’s future
welfare. For example, in their book The Pop-
ulation Explosion, Paul and Anne Ehrlich pro-
pose that the impact of human activity on
our environment can be expressed by this
simple equation: Impact = population X level
of affluence X prevailing technologies’ effect
on the environment.

By this standard, the authors argue that
countries like the United States are over-
populated, not because they have too many
people, but because their level of affluence de-
pends on a high rate of consumption of nat-
ural resources and technologies that exact a
heavy toll on the environment.

It takes five pounds of grain
to produce one pound of
beefsteak. Thus, the
meat-eating quarter of the
world’s population
consumes almost half of the
world’s grain production

Other studies seem to bear this out. The
New York Times quotes economist Daniel
Hamermesh as saying that ‘greenhouse emis-
sions are more closely related to the level of
economic activity than the numbers of emit-
ters. The average American generates [9
times as much carbon dioxide as the average
Indian. And it is entirely possible that, say, an
economically vibrant Brazil with slow popu-
lation growth would burn down its tropical
forests more rapidly than an impoverished
Brazil with rapid population growth.’

Making basically the same point, Alan
Durning of the Worldwatch Institute ob-
serves: “The richest billion people in the
world have created a form of civilization so
acquisitive and profligate that the planet is in
danger. The lifestyle of this top echelon—the
car drivers, beef eaters, soda drinkers, and




throwaway consumers—constitutes an eco-
logical threat unmatched in severity by any-
thing but perhaps population growth.” He
points out that this “wealthiest fifth” of man-
kind produces nearly nine tenths of the chlo-
rofluorocarbons and over half of the other
greenhouse gases that are threatening the en-
vironment.

The Real Issue

From the above discussion, it becomes ap-
parent that blaming population growth alone
for the woes facing mankind today is missing
the real point. The issue facing us is not that
we are running out of living space or that the
earth is incapable of producing enough food
for a healthful diet for everyone or that all
the natural resources will be used up anytime
soon. These are merely the symptoms. The
real issue is that more and more people are
aspiring to a higher and higher level of ma-
terial consumption without considering the
consequence of their actions. This insatiable
desire for more is taking such a heavy toll on
our environment that the earth’s carrying ca-
pacity is fast being exceeded. In other words,
the basic problem lies not so much in the
number as in the nature of humanity.

Writer Alan Durning puts it this way: “In a
fragile biosphere, the ultimate fate of human-
ity may depend on whether we can cultivate
a deeper sense of self-restraint, founded on
a widespread ethic of limiting consumption
and finding non-material enrichment.” The
point is well-taken, but the question must be
asked, Is it likely that people everywhere will
voluntarily cultivate self-restraint, limit con-
sumption, and pursue nonmaterial enrich-
‘ment? Hardly. Judging by the self-indulgent
and hedonistic life-style so prevalent today,
the opposite is more likely to occur. Most

people today seem to live by the motto: “Let

us eat and drink, for tomorrow we are to die.”
—1 Corinthians 15:32.

Even if enough people wake up to the facts
and start changing their way of life, we would
still not be able to turn things around anytime
soon. Witness the many environmental activ-
ist groups and alternative life-styles that have
appeared over the years. Some of them may
have succeeded in getting into the headlines,
but have they had any real impact on the
ways of so-called mainstream society? Hard-
ly. What is the problem? It is that the en-
tire system—commercial, cultural, and polit-
ical—is geared to promoting the concept of
built-in obsolescence and throwaway consum-
erism. In this context there can be no change
without a thorough reconstruction from the
foundation up. And that would require mas-
sive reeducation.

Is There a Bright Future?

The situation may be likened to that of
a family living in a furnished and fully
equipped house provided by a benefactor. To
make them feel completely at home, they are
given permission to use all the facilities in the
house to their satisfaction. What would hap-
pen if the family began to damage the furni-
ture, tear up the floor, smash the windows,
clog up the plumbing, overload the electric

Why Is Food
Often Expensive?

Even though the real cost of food has
been falling, the common experience is that
food prices are rising. Why? One simple
reason is urbanization. To feed the multi-
tudes in the world’s ever-growing cities,
food must be transported over great dis-
tances. In the United States, for example,
“the typical mouthful of food travels
1,300 miles from farm field to dinner plate,”
says a Worldwatch study. The consumer
must pay for not only the food but also the
hidden costs of processing, packaging, and
transporting-it.




circuits—in short, threaten to ruin the house
completely? Would the owner just passively
observe and not do anything? Not likely. He
would no doubt take action to remove the de-
structive tenants from his property and then
restore it to its proper condition. No one
would say that such action was not justified.

What, then, about the human family? Are
we not like tenants living in a well-furnished
and superbly equipped house provided by the
Creator, Jehovah God? Yes, we are, for as the
psalmist put it: “To Jehovah belong the earth
and that which fills it, the productive land
and those dwelling in it.” (Psalm 24:1; 50:12)
God has not only supplied us with all the
necessities that make life possible—light, air,
water, and food—but he has also provided
them in great abundance and variety to make
life enjoyable. Yet, as tenants, how has man-
kind behaved? Unfortunately, not very well.
We are literally ruining this beautiful home in
which we are living. What will the owner, Je-
hovah God, do about it?

“Bring to ruin those ruining the earth”
—that is what God will do! (Revelation 11:18)
And how will he do it? The Bible answers: “In
the days of those kings the God of heaven
will set up a kingdom that will never be
brought to ruin. And the kingdom itself will

not be passed on to any other people. It will
crush and put an end to all these kingdoms,
and it itself will stand to times indefinite.”
—Daniel 2:44.

What can we expect under the rule of
God’s indefinitely lasting Kingdom? In the
words of the prophet Isaiah, we are given a
foreglimpse of what is to come:

“They will certainly build houses and have
occupancy; and they will certainly plant vine-
yards and eat their fruitage. They will not
build and someone else have occupancy; they
will not plant and someone else do the eating.
For like the days of a tree will the days of my
people be; and the work of their own hands
my chosen ones will use to the full. They will
not toil for nothing, nor will they bring to
birth for disturbance; because they are the
offspring made up of the blessed ones of
Jehovah, and their descendants with them.”
—Isaiah 65:21-23.

What a bright future that is for mankind!
In that new world of God’s making, no more
will mankind be plagued with problems of
housing, food, water, health, and neglect. At
last, obedient mankind, under God’s guid-
ance, will be able to fill the earth and sub-
due it, without any threat of overpopulation.
—Genesis 1:28.

Why “Propaganda”?

In 1622, Pope Gregory XV established a
congregation, or committee, of 13 cardinals,
2 prelates, and a secretary to supervise mis-
sionaries of the Roman Catholic Church. He
called it the Congregatio de Propaganda Fide
—the Congregation for the Propagation of
the Faith—or Propaganda for short. In due
course this word came to mean any effort to
spread ideas or beliefs in order to make pros-
elytes.

Today, “propaganda” is often associated
with a distortion of facts, the dishonest influ-
encing of people’s minds, as for example in
time of war. But some authorities feel that
even the best of advertising can fairly be de-
scribed as propaganda, especially if it involves
persuasion. Comments The World Book Ency-
clopedia: “Educators in democratic societies
teach people how to think, but propagandists
tell them what to think.”




