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Foreword 

by 

James P. Duguid, CBE, MD, BSc, FRCPath, 
Professor Emeritus of Bacteriology, University of Dundee. 

Advisor to the Optimum Population Trust 

 

Me against my brother, my brother against me. Me and my brother against our cousin. 
 Me, my brother and our cousin against our neighbour.   

Me, my brother, our cousin and our neighbour against the world. 

 

This Arab proverb, quoted by Jack 

Parsons, exemplifies the biological pressure 

for inter-human  competition, and its change 

to kin loyalty and cooperation when under 

external threat. Throughout  evolution, different 

human communities have been engaged in an 

endless Darwinian conflict in  their efforts to 

obtain sufficient territory and resources to 

enable them survive, and to defend their  

territories against incursions by others. The 

need for such conflicts arises from man's 

biological  propensity to produce far more 

young than needed to replace the adults 

dying. Under favourable,  unconstrained 

conditions, a people can multiply over five-

fold in a generation and l00-fold in a  century.  

 Communities thus rapidly reach the 

limits of the resources of their territory, and 

their growth is  then inevitably restrained by 

the checks described by T R Malthus in 1798: 

‘positive’ checks – such  as deaths from violent 

conflicts, starvation and infections enhanced 

by malnutrition – and ‘preventive’ checks, 

including social constraints on marriage 

without resources, non-marital procreation  

and contraceptive practices, induced abortion, 

infanticide and voluntary abstinence. The 

more of one type of check, the less the need for 

the other kind.  

 It is only in today's more developed 

societies that preventive checks have 

reduced births to below the replacement rate, 

and so eliminated the need for lethal checks. 

But the less developed  societies have always 

produced an excess of offspring, and so incur 

the need for the lethal checks of  conflict and 

want, except only when they can abate them by 

taking over the territory of others by  war or 

migration.  

 Thus, in the hunting 'Redskin' societies of 

North America, when a tribe had grown beyond 

the  resources of its own territory, the Chief 

would say, ‘Let us go and eat that nation’, ie 

exterminate a  neighbouring tribe and take over 

its hunting grounds. And for the ancient Greek 

city states, Plato, in  Book II of his ‘Republic’, 

had Socrates instruct Glaucon that when the 

population of a state had  grown larger than 

could be fed by its pasture and plough land, 

it had to go to war and seize a slice  of its 

neighbour's land.  

 Throughout history, wars have had 

various immediate causes, political, religious 

or economic, but  a common underlying cause 

has been the want to control land and 

resources: e.g. the German drive  for 

Lebensraum, and the Japanese drive for a ‘co-

prosperity’ empire. In recent years the take-

over  of land and resources by war has been 

largely replaced by 'non-violent' take-overs by 

migration: by  a heavy immigration into the 

richer lands by the surplus population of the 

poorer ones.  

This massive migration has been stimulated 

by wider knowledge of the quality of life in  

different countries and by the ease of modern 

travel and by the evolution of less self interest  

regimes. Migration increases the population 

in both donor and recipient countries; poor 

migrants  without resources to raise families 

in their homeland, find them in the richer 

country, and their departure from their 

homeland marginally reduces its 

unemployment and land hunger, leaving  



 

DataCrítica: International Journal of Critical Statistics, Vol.1, No.1 Supplement                           7  

 

resources to the remaining inhabitants to rear 

more children.  

 The purpose of Jack Parson's outstanding 

and comprehensive book is to show how such  

biologically driven conflicts in to many 

situations are deliberately exacerbated in the 

pursuit of  power: both by the heads of 

families aiming to increase their influence by 

maximising the size of  their families, and by 

community leaders aiming to gain greater 

political, religious or economic  power by 

increasing the number of their people.  

 The book illustrates the widespread and 

varied practices aimed at getting a competitive  

advantage through number-power. It gives 

details of many instances in different 

situations, cultures  and countries, with 

quotations from many major and minor 

participants, and discusses the  soundness of 

different initiatives, and their successes and 

failures.  

 Thus, it assesses the contributions and 

limitations of number power in warfare, the 

size of  populations needed for cultural and 

technological progress, the malign effects of 

religious  pro-natalism designed to people the 

world with 'true' believers, and the ill-effects of 

business aims  to maximise profit by increasing 

the numbers of workers and customers. And it 

notes the harmful  effect of the excessive 

populations in damaging the environment by 

their efforts to obtain the  necessary food and 

comforts.  

 A special merit lies in the author's 

rational and objective approach to issues from 

which most  authors and politicians shrink 

because they are ‘sensitive’, and liable to 

arouse uncomfortable, or  ‘politically 

incorrect’ thoughts. Thus, he discusses the 

extent of the ongoing take-over of western  

countries, such as Britain and the USA, by 

immigrants with foreign cultures and 

religions. The  slowly reproducing indigenous 

peoples are being replaced by the foreigners, 

and there is the danger  that social cohesion 

will be seriously damaged by the build-up of 

large, distinct minorities of the  kind that 

cause intractable conflicts in Ulster, Palestine, 

Sri Lanka, Fiji, Bosnia and elsewhere.  

 The effect on the reader is overpowering 

and may cause a depressing pessimism about 

the future  of mankind. That pessimism is the 

more likely to be justified because there is a 

lack of public  discussion and understanding of 

the problems of population pressure and 

competition. Those  subjects are virtually taboo 

in the western democracies, which have 

adopted an ethos so  over-charitable as to be 

self-destructive. Apart from Jack Parson's 

pioneering book, there are hardly  any 

publications by social scientists and other 

scholars on the subject of human competition  

through number-power.  

 The reasons for the taboo are not 

obvious. One is the reluctance of comfortable, 

well-intentioned  persons to face up to harsh of 

natural realities which conflict with their 

political or religious tenets.  They wish to believe 

that all will be well if everyone acts for the 

common good, and that the  sufferings of 

mankind are due to greed and stupidity, not to 

the limitations of a divinely designed Nature.  

 Since the times of Malthus and Darwin, 

many have refused to see that mankind 

survived only by  producing many progeny, 

most of whom had to die painfully in 

childhood. Modem societies have  lost the 

wisdom of our ancestors (Parsons calls it 

‘demosophia’), concerning the inescapable 

need  to balance population and resources 

against each other, as seen in the customs of 

circumscribed  peoples such as the Australian 

aborigines. They maintained approximately 

stationary populations  over vast epochs. 

Moreover, we now have much ‘cooking of the 

books’ in politics and the media in  order to 

distract public attention from population 

issues.  

Thus, a former Labour Home Secretary 

later gleefully boasted that he had compelled the 

Registrar-General to alter the public 

presentation of figures on immigration into 

Britain so that its extent  was obscured, 

presumably for fear of being dubbed illiberal 

by our moralising ‘elite’ and because  he 

wished to avoid the possibility of an informed 

electorate compelling the Government to 

impose  firm controls.  
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 The fashion of welcoming large-scale 

immigration of peoples with radically 

different cultures,  seems seriously misguided. 

It would be better if different peoples lived in 

separate, largely homogeneous, sovereign 

communities. If each felt secure in maintaining 

its own territory, culture and identity, and 

lacked outlets for mass emigration, it would 

develop its own means for adjusting its 

population to the resources of its territory , 

as most societies did in the past. It would 

also gain  confidence in cooperating with 

neighbouring communities, and avoid the lack 

of self-security that  leads to fear, hatred and 

conflict.  

 Jack Parsons' book deals with a wide 

range of processes that need to be considered 

and understood by everyone making 

decisions about human welfare. This Synopsis, 

so ably prepared by  Edmund Davey, should 

make it easy for readers to obtain information 

and conclusions about the  main issues, and be 

guided to consulting the original book for 

further material about the subjects of  their 

interest. If those population problems are 

ignored, the future of mankind will be extremely  

painful.  
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Introduction 

by 

Edmund Davey, Chairman of the UK Optimum Population Trust  

 

 Jack Parsons, the author of the book, 

occasionally sent me notes on scrap paper 

about Optimum  Population Trust affairs. On 

one side was the intended note, but overleaf I 

would find a page of a  book in preparation 

with a single, diagonal line cancelling. I have 

occasionally wondered whether  this might 

have been the subtlest of advertising ploys, for 

the page often began and ended in the  middle 

of intriguing sentences, and could prove much 

more interesting than the original note!  

 I vaguely wanted to read more of these 

tantalising extracts, so, when David 

Richardson phoned  me from Jersey asking me 

to summarise Jack’s latest book, I realised that 

this was the one I had  sampled and so readily 

accepted. However, when the two volumes 

arrived – adding up to more than  800 pages of 

smallish print -- I began to regret the idea. In 

addition to the normal routines of  modern 

life I was working occasionally as a teacher, 

and, more especially, it was a year in which  

my wife and I were organising our daughter’s 

wedding. Nevertheless, after my rather 

grudging start  on the task, I found that the 

deep interest of each chapter stimulated a 

desire to move to the next.  

 The work I found myself reading is not 

just an academic piece, though wide research 

and thorough indexing are key features. 

Neither is it just a work of philosophy, though 

the challenging ideas  will be new, even rather 

scary, to many readers. It is not just a series of 

yarns, funny or hair-raising,  about practices 

and attitudes, though it has the engaging 

human-interest approach employed by  popular 

historians. It contains all these elements, but it 

also carries a deep, defining theme, as it  teases 

out from a huge number of sources the great 

variety of motives and pressures which are  

currently spurring the human race to take what 

seems to be exactly the wrong direction.  

 We agonise over environmental 

degradation, destruction of habitats and species 

and depletion of  vital resources, whilst trying 

to wring desperate measures from Western 

and developing societies to  control global 

warming, but we are, the author argues, 

ignoring perhaps the major underlying  cause. 

This is the factor of the human population 

which is growing in number at an 

unprecedented  rate to an unprecedented size.  

 The original book is the result of ten 

years work -- which in turn was based on 

some 25 years of  preparatory research – and it 

was rejected by no less that 101 publishers 

before no. 102 took it up  on condition that the 

author agreed to prepare camera-ready copy 

and to forego all royalties.  Preparing this 

synopsis took me only six months, but during 

that time my wife had to take over a lot  of our 

joint affairs – including the wedding, for which I 

was duly grateful as I came to find the work  

quite congenial.  

 My hope is that this synopsis will lead 

you to consider the major new ideas put 

forwards and  then to look for the original, 

where you will find a wealth of interest and 

challenge. If this in turn  leads to a wide 

debate unimpeded by political correctness or 

misplaced sensitivity, then both Jack  Parson’s 

strenuous marathon and my brief effort in 

reporting it will have served a useful purpose.  

 

 Edmund Davey 

January, 2001  

 

 
A brief history of the  
various editions of this book  

 

 Although the new CD edition is here 

labelled the 4th, this is correct only in a 

somewhat restricted technical sense as the 1st,  

2nd, and 3rd editions were not formally 

identified by the original publisher, the Edwin 

Mellen Press of Lewiston, NY. The first three 

were made in shortish print runs  without any 
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indication which was which. The second two 

had various alterations -- some intended  by 

the author, sadly, some not -- and, as the four 

‘editions’ do vary significantly – the 4 , very 

significantly in many ways – they are all 

identified here. For all three original hardback 

variants, Vol.  1 has the ISBN 0-7734-8372-1, 

while Vol. 2 has 0-7734-8374-8.  

 1) 1st Edition. This appeared in May 1998, 

and may be identified by its incorrect title: 

Human Population Competition as Biological 

Warfare. The Pursuit of Power Through Numbers. 

[‘Incorrect’ in  the specific sense that it was not 

the one explicitly agreed face to face by the 

author and the Director of the publishing house 

concerned, and duly recorded]. Though this was 

not a  serious problem.  This version also had 

rather more typos than the author and his 

proof-reader could feel happy about  as they 

had been responsible for producing camera-ready 

copy.  

 It was agreed between author and Director 

that the wrongly titled version must not be 

published  or marketed but it later transpired 

that many copies – probably all of them – were in 

fact sold. The  author personally stumbled upon 

examples of this version in Toronto University 

Library, in the  British Library in London, and 

at the HQ of UK Interlibrary Loans at Boston 

Spa (by telephone in  this case). However, it’s 

an ill-wind that blows no good and it became 

possible – on account of this  acknowledged 

fault – to correct typos, improve the text in 

places, and add more ‘late notes’, etc. for  the 

new version.  

 2) 2nd  Edition. This came out in October 

or November 1998, (the author was never kept 

informed)  this time with the correct title and 

other improvements, mentioned above, 

although the first graph  (vol 1, p.4) – correct 

in the 1st edition -- now had no trend-line. He 

prepared an erratum-page for this  and ensured 

that all author’s copies, the stock held by Dr 

Tanton of the Social Contract Press in  Petoskey, 

Mich., and any others he was able to track 

down – including the one in his own  

University Library (Cardiff)  -- were corrected.  

 Most of the reviews (very favourable so 

far) were based on this edition, which – along 

with his  two main earlier works, Population 

Versus Liberty & Population Fallacies – is later to 

be  electronically re-‘published’ on the Web 

Database of Questia Inc, of Houston, Texas.  

 3) 3rd  Edition. This was produced some 

time early in 1999, he thinks, not having 

received any  information from the publisher 

or ever seeing a copy. Friends have told 

informed him that this  version had a number 

of even more serious faults (eg, the problem 

graph now appeared in the front-matter, 

facing the title page, and two chapters were 

said to be missing altogether).  

 For these and other reasons he was driven 

to the conclusion that the difficulties in 

consistently  producing such a large and 

complicated tome had finally proved too great 

for the original publisher.  

 In November 2000, after lengthy and 

expensive legal negotiations, the author 

managed to regain his  publishing rights and 

part company from the original publisher in 

order to permit republication of  the work 

through other channels.  

 4) OUP ‘print on demand’. After having 

regained the publishing rights, JP learned 

from the Web  that Oxford University Press 

was in the early stages of exploring the new 

‘print on demand’ process  In view of the 

facts that the reviews had been very good, 

and that there would be few uncertainties  

and almost zero capital outlay, he enquired if 

OUP would republish the work on the new 

basis.  

 At first, in lengthy telephone discussions 

with Jonathon Earl, Head of Academic 

Marketing,  Humanities and Social Sciences: 

there seemed to be considerable enthusiasm and 

he was asked to  submit the basic information – 

(not copies of the two bulky volumes 

themselves in the first  instance) – and this, too, 

was well received.  

 However, after a couple of reminders 

and a considerably longer period than had 

been agreed for  decision-making, he 

received the following letter: 
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“Dear Jack  (if I may)  

 

 “First of all my sincere apologies for the long delay in responding to your resent letter of 8th  August ... 

[the first package was almost completely destroyed in the mail] ...  We have taken rather longer 

than anticipated to gather opinions of your proposal ... [and] I regret to  say that we do not feel that 

your book fits with our current priorities ... Population Studies is not a  field in which we are publishing 

many titles at present. I regret that this is the case, but given the limited number of projects we can 

pursue at any one time, we do need to be very focussed in our  publishing. ...  

 

“Your book has already had a remarkable publishing history – I liked your candour in confessing  to 

101 rejections! – and we were impressed by the stunning reviews that it has earned, but I am  afraid 

that we simply do not feel that we are the right publishers either to reissue your work, or to  

publish it in our Print on Demand programme.  

 

 “I am sorry to be the bearer of disappointing news, and we do wish you well with your future  

projects and plans, including the possible reissue of Human Population Control [sic].  

 

 “With all good wishes,  

 

 “Yours  sincerely,  

 

“ Jonathon Earl 

Head of Academic Marketing 

Humanities and Social Sciences  

25th  October 2001” 

 

 

 

 

 The Freudian slip in the last line of this 

brief and profitless encounter – ‘Control’ 

instead of  ‘Competition’ – in this 102nd rejection 

by a publisher, is a useful pointer to the turgid 

decision-making processes needed to achieve 

the emotionally desired outcome, the 

observance of the near-universal taboo on 

discussion of the more difficult aspects of 

human population problems. 
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SYNOPSIS OF VOLUME ONE   
 

PART I  
THE POPULATION / RESOURCES / QUALITY OF LIFE PROBLEM 

 

CHAPTER 1   
A brief introduction 

 

The picture for the period ahead is almost a nightmare. The … population explosion will have tremendous repercussions 

on the region’s physical resources such as land and essential social services … riots, crime, and misery will be the  
order of the day. With weak and fragile sociopolitical systems,  

the very sovereignty of African states will be at stake.  

 Dr Adobe Adedegi, Executive Secretary, Economic Commission for Africa.  (Myers, 1983, p. 82) 

 

  Humanity is approaching a crisis point with respect to the interlocking issues of population, environment, and 

development … Scientists today have the opportunity and responsibility to mount a concerted effort to confront 

our … predicament. But science and technology can only provide tools and blueprints for action and social change 

… As human  numbers … increase, the potential for irreversible … [and] far-reaching changes also increases …We 

urge … governments and international decision-makers … including those meeting in Cairo … at the UN 

International Conference on  Population and Development, who hold the key to our future … to take incisive 

action now and to adopt an integrated  policy on population and sustainable development on a global scale … 

With each year’s delay the problems become  more acute.  

Part of the resolution by representatives of over 50 national academies  

of science at a conference in New Delhi in October 1993.   

(Press Office, The Royal Society, London. 27 October 1993, pp. 1²)  

 

 

 Preamble 

 What is the point of being concerned 

about population competition, or, indeed, 

about population questions in general? 

Leaving aside the activities of formal 

demographers – for whom it is an  interesting 

scientific pursuit, perhaps merely an 

acceptable career – the whole object is to 

address,  via the relationships between 

numbers and resources, some extremely 

pressing problems. The first of these is the low 

quality of life for a large part of humanity, with 

widespread hunger, malnutrition,  and illiteracy.  

 There is a lack of health care, housing, 

economic infrastructure — leading to massive 

unemployment — and other basic amenities. 

Low life-expectancy is typical, and famine strikes 

all too often.  In addition, there is often 

excessive competition including civil and 

international wars over territory, water, and 

other resources.  

 The second set of problems centres on 

undue pressure on the environment, such as 

building over  good (often the very best) 

agricultural land, forest-stripping, erosion, 

desertification, lowering of  water tables, 

pollution, and salination.  

 It may also include damaging climatic 

change, extinction of plants and animals, 

destruction of  wilderness, over-exploitation 

of renewable resources such as fertile soil, 

fresh water, and fisheries,  and rapid exhaustion 

of some key non-renewables such as oil.  

 Insofar as population competition 

overall and competitive breeding in 

particular cause numbers  to increase more 
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rapidly than they otherwise would, then to 

that extent they increase pressure on  natural 

resources and competition and conflict over 

them. They do this either negatively, by  

discouraging the uptake of voluntary birth 

control and the adoption of population control 

policies  proper (preferably through education, 

incentives, and support of the voluntary 

principle), or positively, by stimulating the 

production of greater numbers of children.  

 

 These are the reasons why population 

dynamics overall and population competition 

in particular  are important and should be 

taken into account in all 

development/migration/conservation/welfare  

discussion and planning, not to mention 

security and peace. 

 

  
ED Synopsis  

 The two ‘eyebrow’ quotations above 

open the chapter and set the framework 

within which the  study of human 

population competition is set. World 

population growth has indeed soared. [4-6] It  

took at least 150,000 years and 6,667 

generations to produce four billion people 

(the approximate  population in 1975); 

whereas the next four billion (projected for 

2020) will take about 45 years, two  

generations. Population, Resources and 

Quality of Life are the three key variables in 

any discussion  of population issues.  

 Whilst a minimal material standard of 

living is obviously necessary, beyond that, 

the quality of  life depends on other, subtler, 

factors. While a very small human population 

can often attain a  better standard of living via a 

numerical increase, if growth in numbers 

continues, the process may  become self-

defeating.  

 The Dalai Lama – quoted later in the 

book – is perhaps the only world leader who 

thoroughly  understands this complex issue and 

is prepared to speak out frankly about it, 

underlining the  dangers and the need for 

urgent action to prevent further deterioration 

in the human situation. [16]  

  
JP Conclusions  

 I hope this chapter convinces at least 

some of that small minority of readers who 

still need  convincing that, whatever 

quantitative estimates one makes and whatever 

ethical value system one  applies to them, 

population, resources, and the quality of life are 

the three key variables. Similarly,  that although 

their interrelationships can be of the utmost 

complexity there are, nevertheless,  several 

basic and inescapable connections which we 

ignore at our peril.  

 In all basic planning we must take into 

account the quantity, quality, and distribution 

of resources -- actual and potential, renewable 

and non-renewable -- and the quantity, 

quality, and  distribution of the human stock. 

Human quality of life -- actual and desired -- 

is almost wholly  dependent on the quantity, 

quality, and distribution of material resources.  

 No resources, no population; few resources, 

small population and/or low quality of life; ample  

resources, large population and high material 

quality of life: but within limits. It is 

impossible to increase both numbers and 

material resource-consumption indefinitely in 

a finite country on a finite earth.  

 Insofar as population competition 

increases numbers it must also create greater 

pressure on  scarce resources, thereby causing 

greater competition for them, sometimes 

leading to an increase in  supplies, often 

leading to a decrease, either absolute or per 

capita. A decrease is especially likely in  the 

case of ‘nonrenewable’ resources.  

 To that extent population competition 

may be one of the most destructive forces 

operating in  human society. 
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PART II 

INTRODUCTION TO COMPETITION IN GENERAL 

 

CHAPTER 2 

Environments, plants, and animals versus each other 

 

 [[Believe that everything is for you until you discover that you are for it; sing your faith in what you get to eat  
right up to the minute you are eaten, for you are going to be eaten.   

Don Marquis, Archy and Mehitabel. (1931, p. 76)  

 

 Being well prepared to appreciate the struggle for existence which everywhere goes on from long-continued  
observation of … animals and plants, it at once struck me [on reading Malthus on Population] … that under  
these circumstances favourable variations would tend to be preserved, and unfavourable ones to be destroyed.   

The result of this would be the formation of new species.  

Charles Darwin, 1838. (Ralling, 1982, p. 146)  

 

 

Preamble 

This book focuses mainly on a specific 

problem of human interaction, population  

competition based on a belief in number-

power. Population competition is only one 

type of human  competition overall and 

competitive breeding is only one type of 

population competition.  Nevertheless, many 

people want to reject it out of hand because of 

idealistic convictions that we  humans are 

basically a peace-loving lot.  At least, even if we 

are not now, we would be if only we  could 

somehow find our true selves and/or were not 

exploited, misled, driven, or otherwise  inveigled 

into excessively conflicting behaviour by malign 

forces hitherto beyond our control.  

 For this reason I base my case on a solid 

foundation, a sample résumé of the conflict and  

competition which have typified the 

evolutionary and historical past and that any 

open-minded  observer can see for himself – 

or at least hear about – in almost any place at 

any hour of any day.  Leaving aside its basic 

geographical frame, the world is almost entirely 

as we have made it in all its  main aspects: 

ecological, economic, and social.  

 We are the architects.  We can take the 

credit for the human world’s good aspects but 

there is no  one else to blame for its many 

manifest shortcomings.  With the legacy of 

natural resources left us  by a beneficent 

providence, life could be vastly better for a 

vastly greater proportion of humanity.  Even 

the present probably overlarge population 

(around 6.137 billions in mid-2001) could be  

provided with a much better life -- at least in 

the short run -- if only we tapped into the 

great ocean  of existing knowledge more 

sensibly -- let alone the torrent of new 

knowledge on its way -- and  behaved less 

destructively towards each other and the 

environment.  

 If it cannot honestly be denied that, 

besides behaving kindly and cooperatively 

over some issues  some of the time, we 

compete and conflict in many other ways -- 

with each other, with other life-  forms, and 

with the physical environment -- then the 

possibility that we compete and conflict over  

population numbers can be more readily 

accepted, provisionally, at least.  

 To help get things into perspective the 

argument is built on an ecological foundation 

and readers  who are already convinced that 

ecological dynamics and the evolutionary 

process are based mainly  on conflict and 

competition can skim or even skip the first 

two chapters. 
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ED Synopsis  

 Conflict and competition amongst living 

organisms, and between living organisms and 

the non-living environment, are probably the 

main kinds of natural interactions, but we 

should also take into  account such important 

phenomena as symbiosis, and the more active 

forms of co-operation as seen  amongst 

elephants and especially amongst primates. 

[27]  

 Of number-power in animal life, JP 

points out that there seem to be advantages to 

some animal  species in gathering in large 

numbers. [34 & 36] Thus, some birds and 

mammals come together in  pre-mating leks, 

whilst – be it in shoals, flocks, swarms or 

herds -- the potential for safety and survival 

of the animals concerned is also enhanced. E 

O Wilson is quoted as suggesting that 

abundance  favours survival, whilst a 

dwindling population can reach a number so 

low that the effects of  inbreeding may become 

terminally destructive. This concept is 

crystallised in ‘“ The 50-500 rule of  genetic 

health in populations”. (50 is nearly always 

too small and 500 is often adequate).’  

 At this point the author states the personal 

philosophy underlying his analysis: ‘My basic  

assumption is that nearly all phenomena, 

including our species, are products of a non-

purposive and  largely competitive 

evolutionary process.’ Although ‘the whole 

system’ may not be ‘entirely empty  of 

purpose’, the universe ‘... is probably not the 

result of an overall policy on the part of some 

unimaginably intelligent and powerful 

inventor.’ [38]  

  
JP Conclusions   

It is hoped that this foray into the 

complex and often conflicting relationships 

both between subhuman living things and 

between them and their environments, 

covering items 1 to 7 on our list of  

environment-plant-animal-human interactions, 

brief though it is, nevertheless provides a 

reasonably  firm foundation for what follows. 

This — covering items 8 to 11 or 13, depending 

how far the  reader wants to push it — is an 

overview of the relations between humans 

and their environments,  including its flora 

and fauna. This again involves, in addition to a 

certain amount of cooperation  and harmony, a 

great deal of competition, conflict, and 

destruction on both sides.  

 On the question of Purpose and Design, 

despite all the learned opinion and considerable  

although by no means unanimous public 

support mentioned above, my own leaning is 

more  towards the message of Ecclesiastes, 

although without the implied -- and surely 

unnecessary  –  bitterness or despair. For me 

there is no one Point, Purpose, or Meaning, but 

very many points,  purposes, and meanings, 

some of which are, of course, of the utmost 

significance both to us and to  the future of 

our earthly home. If anyone has proof to the 

contrary, I shall be interested to hear it.  

 In any case, whether or not there was/is a 

Creator, and/or a grand design, it seems certain 

that it  is the mechanisms described here which 

regulate the behaviour of the system. If this is so 

we have  no alternative but to come to terms 

with them or perish.  

 Even if there is no Great Design and/or 

an all-wise, all-loving mother/father figure, 

and even if  their absence leaves an aching void 

in the psyche of some of us humans, surely we 

are in great luck  to have a universe with a world 

with a geosphere, atmosphere, and biosphere 

that can support us in  such style and for such 

an age if only we can discipline ourselves 

sufficiently to count our blessings  and stop 

abusing it. 
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CHAPTER 3 

Humans versus environments, plants, and animals 

 

 God blessed them and said to them, ‘Be fruitful and increase in number; fill the earth and subdue it. Rule over  
the fish of the sea and the birds of the air and over every living creature that moves on the ground.’  

 Genesis, 1:28  

The chain of causes cannot be relaxed or broken by any force, 

 and Nature cannot be commanded except by being obeyed.   

Sir Francis Bacon (1561r 6) (WMS Russell, 1976, p. 129)  

 If man does not control the … superhuman powers he has discovered … the chaos … he has contrived … [and] 

should finally destroy himself, then the fungi, unhindered and unheeding, will continue their many activities 

undisturbed … until they obliterate all traces … [of] the debris of his disaster and destruction …  

the wreckage  of his recklessness.   

WH Weston, mycologist.  (Cooke, 1979, Preface)  

 

 

 Preamble 

This chapter looks briefly at the relationships 

between environment, plants, and lower  animals, and 

from our parochial standpoint that special animal, 

Homo sapiens sapiens.  Where  better to start than with 

the small private war waged against the forces of 

nature — with no hope of  ever achieving a truce, let 

alone a peace treaty — on my small farm?  The land is 

rented out for  sheep and cattle so another person 

manages the animal husbandry side. I get fresh air and 

exercise,  however, by doing some basic work on 

maintenance and improvement, which forcefully 

reminds  me every day of the wider struggle of 

humankind against the forces of nature.  

 On the human versus plant front there is an 

inexorable series of invasions of general vegetation  

and falling debris into the drainage ditches, tending to 

block them and cause flooding. There is  nonstop 

invasion by rushes, bracken, thistles, nettles, brambles, 

holly, hawthorn, and other trees  into the pasture, while 

the remaining hedgerows, which I want to preserve, 

continually bolt  skywards and have their weak spots 

unerringly spotted and penetrated by the sheep.  

 On the animal front — leaving aside the 

depredations of the livestock to gates, fences, dry-stone  

walls, waterways, lawn, and garden, etc. — I never 

cease to be amazed at the damage done by the  small 

but relentless army of sappers, the moles. It is far worse 

than that caused by the rabbit  population, though this is 

now making a comeback with myxomatosis-resistant 

strains.  

On top of these come attacks by foxes and 

delinquent dogs at lambing-time, occasional  

disruption from the hunting fraternity’s packs of 

hounds — formally banned from my property but  not 

under proper control — and the need for constant 

precautions against thriving mouse and rat  populations; 

painful encounters with horseflies; decimation of the 

soft fruit crop by birds; invasions  of the house itself by 

squirrels, rats, mice, ants, bees, wasps, wood-lice, myriad 

swarms of flies,  greenfly, woodworm, death-watch 

beetle, and various other small intruders. All this with 

almost no  financial gain: small wonder that the suicide-

rate is high among farmers.  

 One of my worst recent setbacks in this battle, writ 

small, concerns a largish pond I had dug  (aided by a 

partial grant from the Nature Conservancy) in a 

marshy place as a wildlife habitat.  Before this had time 

to settle down, there was a tremendous flooding of the 

boundary brook, the  worst in living memory. The 

water rose from 15 centimetres to 1.5 metres deep, 

swelled from 1.5 to  30 metres wide, and carried back 

much of the spoil from the excavation, partially 

backfilling the  pond. As a consequence the pond is 

now much shallower than intended so that, despite 

a lot of  strenuous work in waders, rushes and other 

plants have invaded and covered much of the surface.  

 A symbiotic arrangement with the Biology 

Department of the local comprehensive school to  

maintain it in return for access for educational 

purposes soon collapsed, so, without substantial  

labour and capital inputs, it will soon revert to bog.  
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The prospects are not bright.  Another  challenge is 

presented by drought, which every few years dries up 

my water-supply and gives me a  faint inkling of the 

lot of a large part of humanity: the struggle to get 

minimal supplies of this basic  necessity.  

 Why do I stay on?  One reason is love of the 

countryside, another is enjoyment of hard manual  

labour, and pleasure in tackling challenges.  However, I 

shall soon be too old to cope with it all and  must give 

way gracefully to younger generations; with luck, in 

better heart than when I came to it.  No such respite is 

in prospect for my fellow humans vis-à-vis the 

environment as a whole. This  struggle must go on as 

long as our species survives, and unless we are careful, 

it will be with ever-increasing intensity, complication, 

and conflict.]]  

 
ED Synopsis  

 Humans struggle for survival against purely 

physical forces such as climate, floods earthquakes,  and 

volcanic eruptions. Our numbers and technology are now 

such that we are able to modify the  former, though 

probably not to our long-term advantage. Our 

competition with plants depends upon  whether the 

plant is regarded as crop or weed, whilst we react to 

animals in a similar way, that is to  say, according to our 

perception of the way the animal fits our needs and/or 

philosophy.  

 We have always, historically, hunted animals, and 

Robert Ardrey is quoted saying that it is the  sharp-

wittedness required in hunting that has made us the 

species we are:  

 ‘It is because we ... killed for a living that we 

have the wit to survive even in a world of our own  

creation.’ This view might help to explain the depth of 

passion aroused in debates on the morality  of hunting. 

[57]  

 

 JP Conclusions  

 Short and superficial although it has to be in the 

light of the enormous range and complexity of  

environmental and behavioural phenomena, I hope 

this chapter gives sufficient grounds for  accepting that 

although many examples of harmony, symbiosis, and 

mutuality are to be found in the  plant and animal 

worlds, a very great deal of conflict and competition 

takes place. Indeed these are  the basic modes of life 

and of the evolutionary process. Opposition, conflict, 

and competition go on  between segments of the 

physical environment; between this and various living 

entities; and  between these living entities in an almost 

unbelievable range of permutations and combinations.  

 It would be very surprising if humankind — an 

evolutionary product of this great ecomachine —  did not 

behave to a considerable degree in a similar mode, and it 

is this that we now examine in   broad terms before 

going on to deal with population competition in 

general and competitive breeding in particular. 

Chapter 15 deals in more detail with the particular 

area of human population impact on the environment. 
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CHAPTER 4 

Human versus humans in general 

 

 Me against my brother, my brother against me. Me and my brother against our cousin.  

Me, my brother, and  our cousin against the neighbour. Me, my brother our cousin and our neighbour against the world.  

 Arabic proverb  

 It’s us against the world.   

 Family motto of Joseph, father of President JF Kennedy  

 We can choose whether our species is to be kindly, merciful and generous,  

or diabolically malignant; for it is  the same creature, under different conditions of stress.    

WMS & Claire Russell.  ( 1979, p. 116) 

  

 

 Preamble 

 The last chapter dealt with human ecological 

conflict and competition and with humans ‘versus’ 

plants, animals, and environments. This chapter 

concentrates on humans versus humans,  on social 

conflict and competition, giving ‘social’ a wide 

definition to include racial, ethnic,  religious, 

economic, and all comparable forms except 

population competition, which occupies most  of the 

book.  We now examine some of the evidence, first 

looking at conflict as an aspect of human  nature and 

its manifestation in children.  Does humankind have an 

‘innate tendency to hate’, as  Mason argues below?  

 The rest of the chapter gives examples from the 

maelstrom of competition and conflict we see  around 

us daily— starting with violence against the self — in 

an attempt to throw light on the  question is homo 

homini lupus (man is a wolf to man) the whole story, 

a part of the story, or  nothing to do with the story? 

Finally we note briefly, but at the same time stress, 

that competition  and outright conflict are by no means 

always unmitigated evils.  Within reason they are 

essential  aspects of all healthily functioning social 

systems. [67].  

  
ED Synopsis  

 Because of our higher intelligence we humans 

are more able than other species to adapt our innate  

abilities for competition and co-operation to a wide 

range of environments, where they are  expressed in a 

great variety of cultural forms. [69] JP emphasises 

here that he is not arguing that  humanity exhibits the 

patterns of competition and conflict with the rest of 

Nature to the same  degree as other species. He 

stresses that, in addition to behaving ruthlessly 

much of the time, we are capable, some of the time, of 

generating a much wider range and depth of benign 

responses than  other species because of this higher 

intelligence and morality.  Nevertheless, because the 

natural instincts for conflict are still deep within us, 

these are  especially manifested in the still untutored 

habits of our young, and studies of child-behaviour 

show  that amongst siblings competitive behaviour often 

takes over from cooperation.  

 Conflict also takes the form of adult cruelty to 

children, widely practised in recent historical  times, 

and still with us today despite the increasingly severe 

penalties imposed by law. [70-72]  

 Violence against the self, ranging from religious 

self mortification to suicide, via quite severe  self-

inflicted pain merely for cosmetic reasons, is discussed 

as an important feature of many human  cultures. [80] 

Then, having examined various forms of conflict with 

and amongst children, and  differing kinds of self-

harm, JP turns to explore the wider field of conflict 

with others. He  characterises the earlier space-race 

between the USA and the USSR as ‘a ... ceremonial 

tournament,  a mock battle with much preening and 

strutting in place of a highly dangerous real battle.’ 

[81]  

 The awful practice of dowry-burnings and allied 

violence against women in India is chillingly  

described whilst the rather subtler tensions between 

western men and women are discussed. [82 &  85 ] The 

intractable disputes arising amongst academics are 

described, whilst the rivalry of sports  and games is 
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shown to range from the blood lust of boxing 

spectators to the bad feelings that can  arise from even’ 

such innocent-seeming activities as Bridge and 

Scrabble’. [87]  

 Religions - Christian, Muslin, Hindu, Sikh - have 

historically been steeped in violence, and  instances are 

quoted of unyielding confrontations, necessitating long- 

standing police supervision,  between Muslims in 

England and Christians in Northern Ireland. [89 & 91] 

Money flowing through  the Public Lending Rights 

Channel shows that there is a strong market for crime 

stories, which  account for about 30% of the 

throughput. There also seems to be a worrying trend 

towards  watching real, violent crimes by uninvolved 

bystanders. This penchant shades into a taste for public  

executions, now fairly dormant in the West but 

thriving elsewhere, eg in China. Even in the USA  

executions are often accompanied by public 

celebrations. [92]  

 The Milgram Electric Shock Experiment, posing 

searching questions about human nature and  our 

widespread willingness to inflict pain at the request of 

an authority-figure, is briefly described.  Torture is still 

widespread, with some British firms -- Pye 

Telecommunications is spotlighted --  cashing in on 

overseas demands for the ‘best’ modern equipment for 

the purpose. [95 & 98]  

 At the national level, democracy in all its forms 

can be seen as a dynamic management of  conflicting 

forces with minimal resort to force, the highest bodies 

constructed as adversarial  systems. However nations 

which have attained this high level can all too easily 

sink back into more  violent forms and the examples of 

Italy, Germany, Greece and India are cited. [99] ‘Until the 

Brave  New World arrives we shall not see the end of 

conflict in politics. Nor should we even aspire to  

that. Within reason, conflict is of the essence of 

democracy, as of family and all other group life’.  [100]  

 When we study warfare proper, it becomes 

obvious that the so-called ‘rules’ are frequently  

broken, and several instances are given of the great 

pleasure which some individuals derive from  killing 

their fellow humans. Individual acts of conflict can 

be used as an advantageous way of  impressing 

women. [103] A table is provided to show that, overall, 

civilian deaths tend to  considerably outnumber 

military. [106] At a more mundane level even groups 

concerned with  apparently peaceful interests can be 

split into violent factions as examples from the 

spheres of  vegetarianism and tortoise-lovers amply 

show.  

 JP stresses that a lot of conflict is generated by 

attempts to cooperate: ‘Leaving aside those few  

situations in which people come together for the 

express purpose of having a fight ... [they] are  simply 

not in a position to indulge in conflicting behaviour 

unless they are trying to cooperate’.  [106]  

 The chapter concludes by emphasising that all-

human activities contain conflict; it is through 

conflict, correctly moderated, that tensions are 

resolved.  

 
JP Conclusions  

 I want to agree as far as possible with the 

‘eyebrow’ quotation from Clare and WMS Russell,  

provided it is understood to mean ‘in general’ and ‘at 

the macro level’. A number of examples of  reasonably 

harmonious social life are given in this book. 

However, this chapter shows beyond any  reasonable 

doubt that, in one form or another for virtually 

everyone, considerable amounts of  conflict and 

competition are part of the stuff of everyday life at 

the micro level, and that the  potential for violence at 

the macro level always lurks under the surface, as the 

Russell quotation  presupposes. There’s a lot of it about. 

Paradoxically, it must be emphasised that much of the  

conflict and competition we find ourselves embroiled 

in stems from efforts to cooperate, and that  the more 

of us there are, and the more heavily we press on the 

limited resources of the earth, then  the more 

cooperation-induced conflict there must be.  

 This is not to say that everything we do is based 

solely on competition and conflict, we mostly  cooperate 

when it suits us — not infrequently when it does not 

particularly suit us.  Quite often we  avoid potential 

conflict because we are too lazy, indifferent, or scared 

to act; we let people and  events flow past or even over 

us.  Far too often we look the other way -- or even 

turn tail and run --  when legitimate and constructive 

conflict is obviously called for, standing up against 

bullying or  injustice, for instance.  

 Some readers will want to ignore or dismiss these 

elemental facts by accusing me of dwelling  entirely on 

or stressing out of all proportion the ‘red in tooth and 

claw’ argument, so I readily  acknowledge that 

significant acts of kindness and cooperation may be seen 

almost every day --  perhaps most of us have been lucky 

enough to have had a fair experience of cooperation 

and  goodwill -- but, elements of the one do not negate 

the widespread existence of the other.  

 Meanwhile, as a potential counterweight to all this 

talk of conflict, competition, and outright  violence, I 

cordially invite all those living conflict- and 

competition-free lives who happen to dip  into this 

book to let me know.  I would like to compile some 

statistics on these remarkable  lifestyles. On this 
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foundation, a clear recognition of widespread conflict, 

we now move on to our  main theme, population 

competition. 
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PART III 

HUMAN POPULATION COMPETITION 

 

CHAPTER 5 

Sexual and population competition in individuals and small groups 

 

 Men still want more children than women … [and] would rather have more children  

than a higher standard of living because approval from other men comes from large family size.  

 Gill Shepherd, 1984  (OXFAM Report on Kenya, see below)  

 [President JF Kennedy’s] dependence on womanising was quite pathological in its intensity. When … visiting  [UK Prime 

Minister] Harold Macmillan, he … confided helplessly to the older man that he just had to have  women all the time, 

 like a heroin addict needing his fix.  

 Johnson, 1993, see below 

Surrounded by clamouring children, Mbayang Diouf [second of three wives in a Senegal family] said;  ‘Because I’m in a polygamous 

household, it’s in my best interest to have plenty of children while I am young,  especially boys for inheritance.’  

Kamara, 1983, p. 18 

 

 
Preamble 

 As we have seen, humans compete in many 

diverse ways: with the environment, plants, and  

animals, as well as with each other via political, 

military, and other social means. From this point  

onwards we concentrate on sexual and population 

competition, seeking power through sex and/or  

numbers, trying to dominate, or at least to hold one's 

own, with some real or imagined rivals in  terms of 

sheer group size.  Of course ‘real’ and ‘imagined’ refer 

to the rivalry, not the group, which  will usually be 

tangible enough.  After the introduction, Part I 

concentrates on the male aspects of  these processes, 

Part II on the female aspects, while Part III attempts a 

synthesis of both parts.  If they are not doing it 

already, readers are urged to begin forthwith their 

personal treatment of  the topic by reflecting on their 

own views and experiences, especially vis-à-vis the 

widely used  slogan; ‘there’s safety in numbers’]].  

 
ED Synopsis  

 ‘From this point onwards we concentrate on 

sexual and population competition, seeking power  

through sex and/or numbers, trying to dominate – or 

at least to hold one’s own – with some real or  

imagined rivals in terms of sheer group size’. JP 

states, this chapter starting off with a study of  ‘micro 

competition’, ‘competition within families ... and 

between families or other smallish  groups’. [111 & 

114]  

 After a brief introduction dealing with the 

evolutionary background, the origin of the term  

‘competitive breeding’ (with Ruth Allen, 1958), human 

libido (with material on the unlikely  subjects, Saint 

Augustine and Gandhi), the chapter is then developed 

in three stages.  

Part 1 – under the heading ‘machismo’ -- deals with 

the mainly male aspects of the above  processes; and 

Part 2 with the female aspects under the label 

Marianismo/‘machisma’ (the last term  being a JP 

neologism); while Part 3 attempts a synthesis 

between the first two.  

 In primitive societies it has most frequently 

been in a women's best interest to attach herself to  

the most powerful male around (the local Big-Man) - a 

typical primate habit. [112].  JP observes:  

 ‘It seems very likely that comparable 

contemporary behaviour in human females has an  

evolutionary basis of which at least some women, 

perhaps quite a few, are either unaware, or not  able 

or willing to override.’ [112]  

 The sexual urge is perhaps stronger in humans 

than in most other primates and we probably  share 

with many other species the basic drive of dominant 

males to command most – or at least the  cream – of the 
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available females. JP argues that different cultures and 

religions approach the subject  from a wide range of 

angles:  

 ‘All of the great religions and many of the lesser 

ones are saturated with sex; celebratory as in  Hinduism 

or Islam, condemnatory as in Buddhism ... or deeply 

ambivalent -- even tormented -- as  in Christianity.’ 

[114]  

 He discusses machismo in some detail and at 

three levels: that of the ‘little-man’, the ‘middle-  man’ 

and the ‘Big-Man’. [114] At each level, in all cultures 

there appear to be two main types of  activity: either 

to procreate large numbers of children (especially 

noticeable in less-developed  cultures) or to make a 

wide range of sexual conquests (or a combination of 

both, of course). As men  acquire greater power there 

seems to be a stronger tendency to exploit the women 

under their  influence, or to add even more sexual 

scalps to their belts. [127]  

 Examples are provided of a wide range of well-

known men possessing these proclivities, ranging  from 

scientists (Einstein) politicians (Lloyd George and 

Chairman Mao) and literary figures  (Tolstoy and Wells) 

to notable religious figures, including Martin Luther 

King, and most of the  males of the Kennedy clan. [129]  

 Here JP introduces his neologism (he has coined 

several) ‘machisma’ – the approximate female  equivalent 

of machismo. He stresses that it is ‘approximate’ 

because some of the evidence quoted,  mainly from 

Africa, suggests situations in which women are 

‘making the best of a bad job’. [135 &  137]  

 These women are shown going with the main 

cultural flow and exploiting their fecundity within  

polygamous marriages to obtain a measure of security 

for themselves and their children by means  of a high 

numerical representation of the latter – preferably 

males. [135]  This success also attracts the reflected 

esteem of the husbands' potency. A picture thus 

emerges  of a variety of cultures which leave little 

room for expression of female creativity other than  

through childbearing.  

 The concept of competitive breeding now begins 

to emerge in an interesting quote from Galal el  Din, 

writing on very high birthrates in wealthy African 

families. This, JP argues, ‘drives ... another  nail, if 

there is room for one, into the coffin-lid of the 

“development is the best contraceptive” and  

“demographic transition” arguments, as the birth rate in 

the wealthy merchant class, about a quarter  of whom 

are polygamous [is] probably higher than in any 

other group [and] is due in part to  competitive 

breeding. [141] Wives feel it is their ‘most important 

mission in life’.  

 In the final section of the chapter we are alerted to 

the main menace of machismo in that in some  cultures it 

leads to large numbers of children, especially in those 

societies in which wives are  denied recourse to 

contraception. Mexico and Greece are given as 

examples. [156]  

 After a brief note on the equivalent of machismo 

in homosexual groups, he concludes:  

 ‘The basic sex/reproductive urges are of the 

greatest importance in most humans and ... these are  

moulded in radically different ways in different 

cultures at different times ... These mighty forces  are 

potentially at the disposal of evil or misguided 

leaders and groups seeking power through  numbers. 

Fostering these life- and love-giving urges in pursuit of 

religious or political power is in  most cases a very 

questionable activity. Cynically exploiting them in 

pursuit of overweening  military power – worst of all 

for imperialistic conquest and domination – is surely 

unforgivable.’  [158]  

 

 JP Conclusions  

 I have argued strongly that the basic 

sex/reproductive urges are of the greatest importance 

in most  humans and that these are moulded in radically 

different ways in different cultures at different  times. 

They can be more or less totally suppressed, 

emphasised, steered into weird or destructive  

channels, or worshipped and expressed — as in the 

Hindu Tantric rituals — as some of the highest  forms 

of human love and spirituality, where I think they 

belong.  These mighty forces are  potentially at the 

disposal of evil or misguided leaders and groups 

seeking power through numbers.  Fostering these life-

and love-giving urges in pursuit of religious or 

political power is in most cases  a very questionable 

activity.  Cynically exploiting them in pursuit of 

overweening military power –  worst of all for 

imperialistic conquest and domination – surely is 

unforgivable.  

 The section in PVL, quoted above, concluded as 

follows:  

 We must recognize the enormous power and 

significance of the sexual urge and provide 

wholesome  and fulfilling means of its expression. 

We must also impose upon it constraints sufficient 

to ensure  that one of its main outcomes, the flow 

of progeny, is a force for stability, peace, plenty, 

and the  fullest possible flowering of the human 

spirit, instead of a threat to the continued 

existence of  civilisation. (1971, p. 22)  

 Thirty years on, I stand by that.  
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CHAPTER 6 

Who belongs? 

 

Primitive man never looked out over the world and saw ‘mankind’ as a group and felt common cause with his  species. From the 

beginning he was a provincial who raised the barriers high. Whether it was a question of  choosing a wife or taking a head, the first and 

most important distinction was between his own human group  and those beyond the pale.   

Ruth Benedict (1961, p. 5)  

 We hope to show … there is no such thing as a real Londoner. Everybody is an immigrant.   
Nichola Johnson, Barbican Centre Later London Collections. (Radford, 1992, p. 5)  

 

 If a new family wished to settle at an inhabited place … having … put their boat ashore but not yet begun  bringing up their goods, 

[they] … had to await the consent of the people … which was given by certain signs of  civility or welcome … If these signs were not 

given they pushed their boat off again and went on to look for  another place.  

Sir Alexander Carr-Saunders on the Klutschak ‘Eskimos’ [Inuit] (1922, p. 205)  

 

 

 Preamble 

 Anyone concerned about a group’s number-

power must be able to count heads or make  reasonable 

estimates. To permit this there must be rules for sorting 

the sheep from the goats.  ‘Who  counts?’ has two 

obvious meanings: who qualifies to be counted in, and 

who is doing the counting?  Both are needed and 

experienced census-taking nations have precise and 

elaborate procedures  defining who is to be counted, 

when, where, and how.  Similarly, all those who 

concern themselves  with the number-power of their 

own and of rival groups must have some idea, however 

subjective,  of who belongs where.  They must also 

measure or estimate from this the present number of 

heads  and rates of change. ** At the micro level 

difficult problems are increasingly arising in the ratios 

between natives and  members of immigrant groups on 

juries and in the classroom or workplace.  Reporting 

the  notorious Murray Davis case in New York, WJ 

Weatherby said that the jury system, once  considered 

‘the essence of democracy’, has now become a 

‘controversial reflection of a multiracial  society’: ** 

Where the defendant is Black or Hispanic, the 

prosecution seeks to have as few Blacks or 

Hispanics  on the jury as possible. The defence 

insists upon the opposite ... The battle over jury 

selection is  likely to grow [even] more heated.’  

(1988, p.23) ** The OJ Simpson trial brought the 

question ‘who belongs?’ on juries into even sharper focus 

and  similar issues arise in classroom and school 

composition.  The US bilingual education programme,  

designed to speed the transition of non-English 

speaking pupils into the mainstream, has founded a  

considerable bureaucracy with a life of its own.  It 

creates absurd anomalies by arbitrarily, without  

consultation or agreement, thrusting pupils into 

language-groups thought best for them by the  

managers.  

 Susan Headden gave several examples, the first 

of which was that of a lively 12-year-old boy of  

Puerto-Rican parentage but who knew no Spanish. He 

was taught in English and spoke it fluently and happily 

in the classroom, the playground, and at home until 

one day, without consultation or  warning, he was 

put in a Spanish-speaking class. He became very 

unhappy and when his worried  mother begged the 

school authorities to put him back in his English class, 

her request was ‘met with  amazement’. ‘Why?’ the 

teacher asked. ‘Don’t you feel proud to be Hispanic?’ 

(1995, p. 44)  

 Headden lists other weird examples, mildly 

noting that ‘Some ... places seem to defy common  

sense’:  

 Some English-speaking African-Americans 

end up in classes taught partly in Chinese.  

Chinese-  speakers, meanwhile, have been placed 

in classes taught partly in Spanish. (p.45)  

 In a controversial decision in 1991 a British 

judge ruled that a White mother had a right to  

remove her five-year-old daughter from a school 
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where 60% of the pupils were Asian, to another  

nearby in which the makeup was 98% White.  The 

mother insisted that she could not be a racist on  the 

grounds that:  

 the child’s father ‘is a half-caste.  All of my 

friends are black or half-caste and everyone agrees 

with what I  did. (Bates, 1991, p. 5)]]  

 
 
ED Synopsis  

 After this, JP goes on to a discussion of the 

fundamental questions concerning group territory  and 

boundaries – pointing out that the Bible stressed the 

latter topic as an essential element of the  Creation – and 

‘Who counts as human?’ [165] He then brings forward 

numerous examples of the  need felt by most groups to 

develop and retain a sense of identity. Many Jews have 

regarded  themselves as members of the ‘Chosen People’ 

and this idea is surprisingly widespread among  other 

groups, often being exemplified in their names. [167]:  

 ‘the meaning of the name Kiowa [a Carib tribe] is 

“real or principal people”; a great number of the  

[American Indian] tribal names ... are the only native 

terms for “the human beings”’ and so on.  [165]  

 Contemporary Americans quite often assert – or are 

forcefully reminded by their leaders – that  they are 

citizens of ‘God’s own country’. Great cruelty has 

often been inflicted in the name of  group purity and 

‘rightness’, as in the rigid Indian caste system, in Nazi 

Germany, and, more  recently, in Rwanda and 

Yugoslavia.  

 JP begins his section on the regulation of group 

membership with two quotations, the first from  

Philip Mason, who argued that in the ‘long 

evolutionary process’ which produced us :  ‘It seems 

probable that among the qualities that helped ... [us] to 

survive have been loyalty to [the]  group ... and 

hostility, or at least suspicion, towards other groups 

and their members.’ [171]  

 The second is from the pioneer American 

sociologist, Giddings, who coined the concept  

‘consciousness of kind.’  

 Endogamy and intermarriage are dealt with -- 

with gruesome evidence of the lengths to which  

some groups are still prepared to go to prevent 

‘pollution’ by love and marriage ‘outside’ -- as is  

ethnic-cleansing, the latter being shown both to go back 

into the depths of history and still to be  continuing 

even within the UK (in Ulster). [178]  

 The right of people to protect their identities is 

emphasised, as in the UN Charter, which: grants  the 

right to restrict immigration ‘and virtually all countries 

avail themselves of it, some reasonably,  others by 

fiercely effective means.’ The USA alone seems 

unable or unwilling to take up this right:  ‘Quite a 

paradox in ... the most powerful nation on earth’. [182]  

 Another controversial topic, patriotism, is dealt 

with in a very unusual way. In his section ‘In  praise 

of patriotism’, JP argues that the typically contemptuous 

dismissal of any claim for possible  virtue in this idea is 

often bolstered by Dr Johnson’s assertion that 

‘Patriotism is the last refuge of  the scoundrel’. This, JP 

contends, is based on a total misunderstanding – 

indeed a complete reversal  – of the good Doctor’s 

intent. Similarly with the much-abused phrase, ‘my 

country right or wrong’.  JP points out that in the full 

quotation the last sentence reverses the construction 

almost invariably  placed on the passage.  

 ‘If right to be kept right; and if wrong to be set 

right!’ [181. Emph. added by JP]  

 Among the other topics dealt with are, the 

‘principles of belongingness, initiation-rites, and  social 

‘gate-keeping’, his material here forcefully 

demonstrating the seemingly instinctive need of  

virtually all peoples for a sense of belonging somewhere 

and a concomitant dread of being  swamped.  

 At the end he pleads for realism and a sense of 

balance, supporting a humane but firm policy of  

immigration-control, one based on a full recognition 

of the rights and duties of legitimate  immigrants but 

which never loses sight of the pre-eminent needs and 

feelings of the native  citizenry.  

 
JP Conclusions  

 It would be odd if the evolutionary process had 

bypassed the problems posed by group life in a  

context of generally scarce resources, and failed to 

prepare us in some way to cope with these.  Those 

concerned about the welfare of their group and 

entertaining a belief in number-power must  be 

concerned about its membership. How measure size if 

one does not know who belongs?  

 Of course, as with other good things, it is possible 

for these basic, honest, and useful values to be  abused. 

Demagogues of all political stripes can, and often do, 

pervert them for their own ends,  loyalty and solidarity 

can become fanaticism, spiritual devotion, vengeful 

bigotry, patriotism,  fascism, nationalism, racism, and 

so on, but the fact that they are often perverted does 

not destroy  their basic value when properly 

understood and used.  

 Most of us seem to believe, sometimes passionately, 

that belongingness is important to both  individual and 

group. We feel ‘lost’ if we do not have a fairly clear 

identity and essentially  unquestioned membership of at 

least one significant group giving status, prestige, and 
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security.  Without these, life can be bleak. For the group, 

as a whole, a basic level of shared belongingness  gives 

coherence, morale, efficiency, and power to achieve its 

goals.  

 This is not to say that we are and must remain 

slaves to our biological inheritance.  The latter  

undoubtedly gives us needs, drives, potentials, and a 

number of actual behaviour patterns (some of  these 

flatly opposed to each other) but most of them, most 

of the time, are under individual and/or  social 

control and need not and do not lead to blind, animal-

type behaviour. Despite the huge  amount of conflict, 

much- emphasised here, a good deal of our behaviour 

is sociable, even civilised.  

 However, it does seem likely that civilised 

behaviour can be bought at too high a price. Both  

self-control and social controls can bear down too hard 

on our instinctive drives, leading to apathy  and 

depression, so that acceptable outlets need to be 

provided. At the other extreme, if there are no  

acceptable outlets, control leads to outbursts of violence, 

the latter from time to time deliberately  stirred up by 

religious, racial, or political agitators in pursuit of 

power — often via number-power.  

 Moralists, opinion-formers, and policy-makers 

should eschew lofty idealism, except as a  possible 

goal on the distant horizon, and stick resolutely to 

here-and-now-realism. 
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CHAPTER 7 
Is Small really Beautiful? 

 
[There is … a limit to the size of states as [with] all other things — animals, plants, and implements … Who  can be general of … an 

enormous multitude … who will give it orders, unless he has the voice of Stentor?   
Aristotle.  (Warrington, 1959, p. 198)  

 

 In the past it may have been advantageous to keep breeding units small … 

 Small sub-units, partly isolated  genetically, may have provided suitable conditions for rapid evolution.  

JZ Young (1974, p. 597)  

 

‘If … 100 million people were added to our 200 millions, even that would not be enough.’  

 Soviet Premier, Nikita Khrushchev, 1958 (Thomlinson, 1965, p. 413)  

 

 

 
Preamble 

 In 1973, fritz schumacher, the late and much-

lamented pioneer of environmentalism and  sustainable 

economics, gave wide currency to the slogan, ‘Small is 

Beautiful’, with a justly celbrated book of that title.  He 

was influenced by another radical economist, 

Leopold Kohr, of whom  more later. In my own work I 

have also argued as strongly as I know how against 

mindless  worship of sheer size, criticising both 

economic and population growthmanship, the 

unthinking use  by economists and apologists in 

general of the notions, ‘returns to scale’, ‘labour 

shortage’,  ‘stimulation of demand’, ‘burden of 

dependency’, and others. (1971; 1975; 1977; 1991; & 

1992)  

 Although I propose to continue as long as I am 

able, and the need remains, I don’t want to  appear as 

an apostle of Smallness in disregard of all other 

considerations.  My combative stance  would be 

unreasonable if it were not balanced by a preliminary 

consideration of the sorts of sizes  that are both more 

desirable and feasible.  This is attempted in both this 

chapter, and the last one, on  the notion of the optimum.  

 As long as we bear firmly in mind the fact that 

things can get too big and become unwieldy, it is  

obviously all right to agree that there are instances in 

which unduly small size can also be beset by a  variety of 

problems and in which greater size or a bigger scale of 

operation can improve efficiency  and/or satisfaction. It 

is necessary to remember, also, that an effective 

minimal size can often be  achieved by various ways of 

joining forces with other groups rather than by 

increasing the size of  one’s own.  

 What I have long advocated (since the early 1960s) 

is rehabilitation of the idea of the optimum  size for 

population — dealt with in chapter 24 — but let us 

concentrate here on the pros and cons of  smallness and 

Bigness, starting with the former.]]  

  
ED Synopsis  

 As the chapter ‘eyebrow’ reports, Professor J Z 

Young, wrote:  

 ‘In the past it may have been advantageous to keep 

breeding units small ... Small sub-units, partly  isolated 

genetically, may have provided suitable conditions for 

rapid evolution.’ [187]  

 The implication here – that humanity has evolved 

so as to be best able to cooperate in relatively  intimate 

groups such as families and tribes -- was taken up by 

Schumacher in Small is Beautiful,  which, obviously, JP 

adapted as both title and main theme of this chapter. 

Parsons  introduces the  basic economic concepts 

relating to size, ‘returns to scale’, ‘labour-shortage’, 

‘stimulation of  demand’, ‘burden of dependency’, 

the ‘optimum’, and others – and is extremely critical 

of what he  thinks is the quite mad philosophy of 

‘growthmanship’, the uncritical enthusiasm – as 

manifested in  The Economist, for example – for never-

ending growth in numbers, production, and 

consumption.  

 He then takes up the theme of ‘Smallness in 

prehistory and later times’, followed by the same  

variable in present times, the latter including a 

discussion of the often considerable influence of  very 

small groups and even of individuals such as Marie 

Curie and Nelson Mandela. [188-92] He  also touches 
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on ‘economic Beauty’ and the quality of life in small 

groups, with detailed evidence  from the South African 

Bushmen, Ladakh, Iceland, and elsewhere  

 In the past – as evidenced by the political and 

philosophical potency of ancient Greek city-states  and 

the wonderful intellectual and cultural efflorescence of 

18th century Scotland – small nations  have often 

achieved great things. A modern example is provided by 

the highly innovative life in  science and the arts in 

Australia. In considering other contemporary 

populations under the heading,  ‘Quality of Life in 

Small Groups’, JP provides a number of examples of 

similar group sizes  producing outcomes of both weal 

and woe.  

 Small Ladakh produces well-balanced citizens 

who are surprisingly vice-free, whilst the goings  on in 

Small Haiti hardly bear thinking about. [196] England, 

when very much smaller than now,  executed its 

citizens in droves and tortured and butchered political 

and religious dissidents, such  things being unthinkable 

in the more numerous but also more humane modern 

version. The  combinations and permutations of all the 

factors which affect social behaviour are probably  

limitless, and, from the examples cited, it is unwise to 

select size as the sole determinant. [197]  

 Under the heading: ‘Is Big even more 

Beautiful?’. [199-200] JP reminds readers that ‘the case  

against Smallness, is ipso facto, the case for Bigness’ 

and that to some extent the latter tends to be  self-

correcting. Within large organisations – possibly 

exceeding their inherent optimum mass –  there is a 

more or less universal tendency for small and largely 

unofficial sub-groups to form, and  attention is 

drawn to the relevant vocabulary: ‘caucuses, cabals, 

cliques, pressure-groups, and so on  

 ... . ’[191] It is as though the Small is Beautiful 

principle spontaneously comes to the rescue of the  Big 

battalions, and, of course, the principle can be applied 

purposefully.  

 ‘The great achievement of Mr. Sloan of General 

Motors was to structure the gigantic firm so that it  

became in fact a federation of ... reasonably sized 

firms.’ [193]  

 ‘For me [JP argues], the best argument for the 

essential rightness of keeping societies down to a  

reasonable size is that ... throughout history the vast 

majority of them have done just that’. [197]  22  He 

makes it quite clear that there is probably an optimum 

size for any particular group and  activity, that the 

optimum and the maximum rarely coincide, and he 

relates these thoughts to the  notion of ‘threshold-levels’ 

– developed further in chapter 23 – drawing attention 

to Leopold  Kohr’s concept of ‘critical size’, a numerical 

threshold above which a social system is almost  bound 

to become increasingly dysfunctional, with 

disproportionate amounts of crime and other  forms of 

social malaise. [201-2] Toward the end of this chapter 

attention is directed to the last one  (no. 24), in which 

there is ‘an attempt to synthesise the pros and cons of 

Bigness and Smallness  with the aid of the concept of 

the optimum population’.  

  

JP Conclusions  

 This analysis has not led to any indisputable 

guidelines about ideal sizes for socioeconomic  systems. 

No analysis could.  It has, however, listed some of 

the potential drawbacks in both  Smallness and 

Bigness in various spheres of activity, and made it 

clear that all systems need to  attain a reasonable size 

before they can function optimally.  On some 

important criteria, and up to a  certain point, as they 

get Bigger, so they become more Beautiful.  

 Despite this undoubted fact it requires a very big 

leap to the claim that because in some  situations 

benefits are produced by an increase in population 

size from ‘x’ to 2x, 10x,1,000x, or  whatever, then in all 

situations further increases must provide — as the 

cornucopians continually  assert — ever-larger benefits 

without limit. It must also be emphasised once more that 

increases in  effective size can be achieved by cooperation 

and/or amalgamation, rather than by expansion.  

 The loudly trumpeted argument for the 

European Common Market is that it will be a much  

bigger market; no weight whatever is given to the 

down side of Bigness, the diseconomies of scale.  The 

fundamental fact is that there are no completely 

objective and/or universal criteria for deciding  these 

things, and this brings in the necessary deciding 

factor, judgement, but whose judgement?  

 Experts from many specialities can help to inform 

and tease out problems and uncertainties and  others 

can chip in with their practical knowledge and 

experience of such things as managing  socioeconomic 

change, but the judgement should not result from 

deliberations by experts or  political elites, it should 

result from democracy at work.  

 I urge with all the power at my command that 

these judgements should be those of the people  

concerned. Electorates, whole populations, should be 

as fully informed and consulted as possible.  They 

should decide what sort of life they want for the world, 

their country, themselves, their  children, and their 

children’s children, for as far into the future as can 

reasonably be thought about.  Here, number-power 

really should count, that of the mass of the people.]]  
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CHAPTER 8 
Population quantity versus population quality 

 

Do not obtain your slaves from Britain because they are so stupid and so utterly incapable  

of being taught that  they are not fit for forming part of the household.  

 Cicero, 106£ BC. (Walker, 1950, p. 147)  

 

Nations have passed away and left no traces, 

And history gives the naked cause of it. 

One single, simple reason in all cases; 

They fell because their peoples were not fit. 

 Rudyard Kipling.  (Preface to Land and Sea Tales)  

 

 

Preamble 

 Both of these quotations underline the quality 

aspect.  Outside the context of threat and  counter-threat, 

however, there is a better chance of both parameters 

getting due consideration. It is  obvious that quantity 

can be very important, but so is the fact that quality 

often plays the greater  part in determining a group’s 

power.  In any case human quality is very important 

both in its own  right and for many other practical 

considerations, quite apart from the question of 

group power.  

 Despite this obvious fact, intellectuals and 

policy makers mostly avoid quality assessment,  

possibly from fear of being thought elitist, even racist.  

It is regarded not only as acceptable but  highly moral 

to draw attention to the low qualities of whole 

populations and sub-populations in  both developed 

and underdeveloped countries on grounds of 

malnutrition, lack of health care,  education, training, 

useful work, etc., but not to consider any of these factors 

in relation to quantity.  Political correctness, where it 

exists, takes this understandable although misguided 

sensibility to  extremes. 

  
ED Synopsis  

 The remarks by Cicero and Kipling on human 

quantity and quality are used to set forth the clash  

between these two variables in living things in 

reproductive terms within an evolutionary  

perspective. [206] He uses the scientific terms, ‘r-

selection’ and ‘K-selection’, which refer to two  

radically different ways of ensuring the survival of at 

least enough descendants to prevent  extinction of the 

line.  

 The first operates by producing very large numbers 

of offspring with little or no investment in  their nurture 

(as with oysters), while the second, ‘K’-selection – as in 

the case of mammals – works  through the production 

of only a few offspring but investing a much greater 

quantity of resources in  each one before birth, and 

following this up with a substantial investment of 

other resources -- food,  shelter, protection, ‘training’, 

etc – for the whole brood if circumstances permit.  

 He links this broad idea to the human situation 

by saying:  

 ‘By and large, the parents of the developed 

countries follow the K strategy, whilst those of the  

Third World tend to follow the r-strategy, not only 

feeding the minimal quantity of resources into  their 

offspring, but expecting those offspring from the 

earliest possible stage to generate resources  for the 

parents’.  

 JP then sets out three ‘group power’ strategies vis-a-

vis quantity and quality:  

 1. Concentrate on quantity only; trying to 

increase group size  

 2. Concentrate on quality only, trying to produce 

group members with superior properties ...  

 3. Adopt some combination of both (1) and (2) ... 

to optimise their joint effect’ [206]  

 He then examines ideas on quantity versus 

quality in history, pointing out that most groups have  

tended towards strategy (3), a blend in varying degrees 

of both properties. [207] The ancient  Greeks, for 

example – especially the Spartans – rigorously selected 

for quality. Examples are also  given for Iceland, New 

Guinea, of tribal eugenics (a quality-control) in Africa 

in recent times, and  in 19 th century Hungary, before 

giving examples of almost unbelievable ‘child-

hardening’ practices  in Europe until quite recently.  
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 ‘Quality’ selection procedures included keen 

scrutiny by potential parents of possible mates –  ‘good 

providers’ – choosing offspring for vigour, 

destroying those with handicaps or considered to  

be weaklings. Those considered surplus, despite 

being fit, were also killed off – often by means of  

exposure. All of these measures have the effect of 

concentrating scarce resources into a few  offspring, 

thereby increasing their chances of survival into a 

‘quality’ adulthood. [208-10]  

 In producing potential warriors, nations tend to 

select rigorously for fitness, and both Sparta and  Nazi 

Germany started this process in the cradle. In 

religion, too, quality has often been a very  important 

consideration, and both Christian and Muslim texts are 

invoked to bear this out, as are the  views of the present 

Dalai Lama. Some of the most distinguished 

contemporary Muslim thinkers  are supportive of 

measures to limit numbers in order to enhance the 

effectiveness of child-rearing  and the quality of the end-

product, in the form of healthy, well-developed 

offspring. [212]  

 JP devotes a few paragraphs to these variables from 

a military perspective before examining  more fully the 

‘meaning of quantity & quality’. He shows that these 

ideas, when taken beyond the  historically common 

rejection of physically non-viable offspring, can 

quickly become a subject of  hot contention, especially 

when moving into areas of spiritual, intellectual or 

aesthetic values.  

 He goes on to discuss the effects of varying 

numbers of children when measured by biological  

and social criteria within families, and concludes – 

referring back to his earlier book, Population  Fallacies – 

that, in quality terms and on balance, smaller families 

are probably much better than  larger.  

 He notes, though, that there is some current 

anxiety in China about the adverse effects of the  one-

child policy upon the moral qualities and social skills of 

these singleton citizens-to-be, the  ‘Little Emperors’. 

However, he concludes: ‘we still have no choice ... a 

high quality indicator can  be maintained only by 

means of a small quantity indicator, a low figure for 

family size.’  

 The final section of this chapter is a fascinating 

study of eugenics, which he traces from its  apparent 

roots in instinctive forms in Nature (as – in at times of 

food scarcity – selective parental  feeding by parents of 

their stronger young only), through Folk Eugenics in 

both traditional  societies, and – until recently – within 

highly-developed nations, often by means of  the stifling  

with the aid of a pillow of seriously handicapped 

babies, to the founding of Eugenics as a proper  object 

of scientific study by the Eugenics Society in London 

in 1907. [221]  

 Since this time, various forms have been 

mooted, including strong support from Winston  

Churchill, and carried out in practice. It was the 

widespread and inhumane pursuit of eugenic  policies in 

the USA which encouraged Nazi Germany to adopt 

similar measures which soon  developed into non-

voluntary euthanasia and then mass-genocide. In 

modern times eugenic policies  of a much milder form 

are being widely and successfully – though still 

controversially – put into  practice, notably in 

Malaysia, Singapore and China.  

 He believes that, although a substantial part of 

medical science today is dedicated to keeping  alive at 

ever greater cost ... ever more premature births and ever 

more severely disabled individuals  ... ‘This surely 

regressive trend must halt soon.’ [232]  

 JP goes on to point out that, in the West, we are 

routinely accepting eugenic policies, also, in our  

recourse to therapeutic abortions and genetic 

counselling. In the development of gene-therapy these  

policies are now taking on a new and potentially 

effective form which he agrees needs close  

supervision. The cogent point is made that while the 

term ‘eugenics’ certainly was polluted by its  

association with Nazism, this regime also polluted 

most other human ideas and disciplines. The  

physical, biological and social sciences, literature, 

broadcasting, journalism, music, the plastic arts,  and just 

about everything else was censored or grossly abused 

in pursuit of Nazi ideals but we make  no attempt 

today to condemn or boycott any of these disciplines on 

that account. ‘Nazi Germany  abhorred Communism. 

Did the West, especially the USA, abhor it less?... 

There may be a parallel  with Eugenics.’ [232]  

  

JP Conclusions  

 I hope that in the context of the whole book this 

chapter clinches the argument that human quality  and 

quantity cannot usefully be dissociated from each other. 

[233] Although nearly all human  beings have at least 

some potential for quality development — and most 

of us have a lot — our  opportunity to realise it to the 

full is made ever more difficult as numbers rise above 

optimum  levels. The concepts ‘human capital’, 

‘demographic investment’, and ‘opportunity cost’ — 

largely  ignored — are important keys to 

understanding this relationship, at least with regard to 

the material  quality of life.  

 If a country is to produce citizens of high quality 

then — apart from doing everything else that is  
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obviously necessary (such as efficiently developing its 

natural and other resources, education,  commerce, 

communications, etc.) — it absolutely must keep both 

the flow of recruits and the total  number (i.e. 

quantity) near to the optimum level to permit the 

steering of adequate amounts of those  resources to 

every individual.  

 Whenever the quantity variable climbs too high; 

the quality variable must sag from  environmental 

deficit.  The more we do manage to get numbers under 

control (i.e. balance them  with the available resources 

at an acceptable quality of life; preferably on a basis 

sustainable far  into the future) then the greater will 

be the need to improve the quality of human beings 

themselves  as well as the quality of their lives.  

 It will be a great absurdity if we accept the first 

two powerful ideas while continuing to reject the  third, 

that the inherent quality of human beings is no less 

important than both numbers and  environment.  

 Getting right down to essentials, surely the 

quality of human beings is the central problem; the  

other two are merely interim issues that need to be 

managed adequately on the way to getting this  one 

right.  If we are increasingly concerned about adequate 

literacy, numeracy, general knowledge,  training in 

work skills and professional competence, education 

and encouragement to our citizenry  not to be weak, 

flabby, and overweight from bad diets and lack of 

exercise, sodden with alcohol,  deeply tanned outside 

through holes in the ozone layer and inside from 

tobacco smoke, doped up to  the eyes with drugs, is it 

not wildly illogical not to be at least equally concerned 

about keeping  numbers below that threshold at which 

quality must inevitably suffer? 
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CHAPTER 9 
Religious population competition 

 
Marry, for I shall make a display of your multitude on the Day of Judgement.  

 The Prophet Mohammed. (Hadith)  

  
I will make your descendants as numerous as the stars in the sky and will give them  

all these lands and through your offspring all nations on earth will be blessed.  

(Genesis, 26:3´)  

 

 

Preamble 

 Everyone knows that the Bible urged the Jews to 

‘increase and multiply’ and that some time  later this 

became a potent driving force for some Christian sects.  

Likewise, the Hindu and Muslim  faiths called for 

fecundity, as did the Iranian prophet Zaradusht 

(Zoroaster), for his followers.  It  seems likely that 

before the great world religions appeared, most early 

animist belief systems were  heavily preoccupied not 

only with the ancestors, but with the number of 

descendants.  Anthropological literature abounds with 

descriptions of fertility rites not only for crops and  

domestic animals, but for humans, too, with 

condemnations of the ‘curse’ of barrenness.  In  

contrast, there is also much evidence (in the ancient 

Egyptian papyri on birth control, for instance)  that 

these societies did not want to overdo it and have ‘too 

many’ children.  

 Apart from a possible future Brave New World, all 

breeding is done at the micro level, although  it can 

approach production-line techniques, as in the Nazi 

mating-camps.  Even in the absence of  such 

authoritarian organisations, people can see 

themselves as dedicated members of a great team  or 

even as part of an army fighting for a noble cause: 

domination by righteousness through number-  

power.  

 These examples illustrate the problem of making 

working distinctions between religious power  and 

that normally thought of as political or military 

might.  Clearly some of the classifications for  

handling the data here are fairly arbitrary, although it 

is hoped not dysfunctionally so.  In any case,  readers 

can redefine the boundaries for themselves; it is the facts 

that count. The next few pages  give evidence from the 

ancients, the Aztecs, and some smaller cults, of general 

pronatalism and  active competitive breeding at both 

theoretical and practical levels.]]  

  
ED Synopsis  

 JP traces religious pronatalism back to the days of 

gods and goddesses of fertility – partly with the  aid of 

material from Frazer’s classic work The Golden Bough -- 

and touches on the gory practices  of the Aztecs before 

tackling the to and fro-ing of religious attitudes to 

birth rates and overall  numbers.  

 The early Jews and Christians were strongly 

pronatalist: the messages said to be relayed from  God, 

were to ‘go forth and multiply’. A policy to be reinforced 

by genocide against enemy men,  women, and children. 

(Numbers, 31: 17-18).  

 A little later, however, the Christians became less 

firm on this point and the author presents an  

interesting idea by a fellow-humanist, Bernard Soole, 

to the effect that  ‘this change of attitude may  have 

arisen from a possibly subconscious sense that 

Humanity as a species was no longer  threatened, and 

indeed needed to practise a measure of population-

control; hence theories arose  which linked spirituality 

with celibacy.’ [239]  

 JP further develops the Soole thesis by pointing out 

that this, in turn, provided literally fertile  ground in the 

Near East for a more pleasure-orientated value-

system which came in the form of  Islam and 

prompted an alarmed Christianity to swing back 

again towards pronatalism. He even  speculates 

whether – against the background of the huge explosion 

of population in that era – this  thesis may give a useful 

insight into the strongly anti-sex ‘official’ mores of 

Victorian England  

 Of course, in parts of the Third World, 

pronatalist norms have mainly been in vogue, so calls 

for  restraint on fertility are less successful there, a factor 

which naturally swells the numbers in the  Christian 

Church where this faith has been adopted. Christianity 

has recently  become a predominantly non-white 
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religion. Although, as mentioned in Chapter 8, many 

of the most distinguished  Muslim thinkers are well 

aware of the vital need for population restraint, local 

Muslim clerics are  usually strong in their pronatalism 

and their efforts, combined with (or is it versus) those of 

the  current Pope are causing great difficulties in such 

countries as, for instance, Kenya. Meanwhile –  

according to Abe Solomon, President of the Indian 

Secular Society, her strong pro-birth utterances  have 

made Mother Teresa a similar disaster for India.  

 In examining: ‘Number Power inside the Roman 

Catholic Church’, JP makes the point that  though in 

the developed West it is abundantly obvious, as borne 

out by surveys, that the very large  body of the rank 

and file largely ignore the teachings of their church on 

contraception, they have no  power whatsoever to 

influence the numerically very small hierarchy. [246] 

This same hierarchy has  been able to negatively 

influence family planning programmes in large areas 

of the Third World:  ‘by exercising its considerable 

political and moral clout on voluntary aid and 

development  organisations, on international bodies 

such as UNESCO, UNEP, the IUCN and the World 

Bank,  and directly on national governments’.  

 The problems caused by India’s soaring 

population today are now well known, but we learn 

that  in an earlier era the Hindu population lived in a 

relatively prosperous ecological balance with its  

resource-base. It was bulldozed into pronatalism and 

population explosion by the Muslim invasions  starting 

in 1519. [248]. An important goal of many Muslim 

communities today is to overwhelm  their rivals 

through sheer weight of numbers. Of the 1994 Cairo 

Population Conference:  ‘Mana Bin Jahani ... Secretary 

General of the International Muslim Youth Organisation, 

said ... it  was the duty of Muslims to ensure the failure 

of the conference. Another militant, Fahmi  Hudweida, 

saw the UN conference as our attempt to rob Muslims 

of their secret weapon -- the  population bomb.’ [252]  

 Despite the efforts of several prominent modern 

Muslim authorities to convince believers that  the need 

for the original pronatalist policies has been 

superseded by their very success, the majority  of the 

faithful and their immediate ministers still eagerly 

follow their ancient, pleasurable duties.  Muslim 

countries and sub-populations continue to breed faster 

than any others.  

 In 1990 the speaker of the Iranian Parliament 

announced:  

 ‘You in the West are afraid of our cultural 

presence in your countries [Islam] is the sole  

determinant of Man’s future course.’  

 Reverting to India, JP shows that though 

contraception is practised to some extent by both  

groups, many members display quite explicit 

attitudes favouring competitive breeding on their 

side  of the divide. India’s Muslim neighbours have 

much higher birthrates and rates of population  

growth, Pakistan considerably so. [256]  

 The chapter closes with a mention of (luckily so 

far) small groups in the USA with very high  birthrates: 

the Mormons, Amish Mennonites and Hutterites (the 

latter with a phenomenally high  rate) and concludes 

with the hope that the: ‘thinking few ... in all religions’ 

can be worked upon to  change the stance of their less 

thoughtful brethren. [258]  

 Competition over numbers on religious 

grounds is a dangerous practice where population  

pressure is already very high. [259]  

  

JP Conclusions  

 I hope this shows that although there are many 

crosscurrents, an important strand in many religions,  

certainly the great world faiths, is the emphasis on large 

and increasing numbers of the faithful,  often in the 

form of a rather combative pronatalism to swell 

numbers faster and further. These pro-  populationist 

and competitive traditions have roots deep in history 

(even in prehistory) and in some  contexts they are as 

potent as ever.  

 They may be even more so in some cases, as with 

Israeli Jews versus both Israeli Arabs and  Palestinians, 

with Hindus versus Muslim inside India, and between 

mainly Hindu India and her  near-totally Muslim 

neighbours, Pakistan and Bangladesh.  

 Where population pressure is already very high 

and living standards very low, unfortunately the  

situation in many parts of the world, the suffering and 

danger caused by these extra competitive  forces needs 

little emphasis.  Even so, it is hard to see what 

practical measures can be introduced to  relieve such 

situations, at least in the short term.  Many of the 

attitudes, customs, and values  fostering religious 

intolerance and competition have very deep roots 

and stir up the most passionate  convictions.  

 Perhaps a small start will be made if the thinking 

few to be found in all religions can be induced  to 

ponder these things and begin discussions, first with 

their fellows, next in the growing  ecumenical 

movement, and then in the wider society.]]  
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CHAPTER 10 
Political population competition 

  
 [[Large families, nation force, creative force, inventive force. They create a dynamism and a richness … it is  [my] principal ambition 

to have government create an environment favourable to the family and to natality.  

 French President, François MM Mitterand. (‘Mitterand worried...’, 1983, p. 37)  

 
 Have twelve million beautiful babies in ten years.   

General Charles de Gaulle. (Tomlinson, 1991, p. 10)  

 

 Tell them to breed up to quota, or they’ll all be wiped out.   

Winston Churchill. (Hall, 1977, p. 289)  

 

 Get the habit of the rabbit: multiply or die.   

Popular saying in Australia. (Masani, 1989, p. 100)  

  

 

Preamble 

 THE BELIEF THAT HUMAN NUMBERS are the 

main, or at least one of the main, factors in  group 

power and should therefore be boosted as much as 

possible appears to be as old as human  society. The 

Caesarean section – derived from the family name of 

Julius Caesar – seems to have  been intended partly to 

prevent loss of births (i.e. to boost numbers) when 

mothers-to-be died near  their time. As the above 

quotation shows, Sir Winston Churchill put his 

pronatalist philosophy in  very earthy terms, and we see 

on the first page of chapter 12, that, in addition to 

quantity, President  Theodore Roosevelt stressed 

quality (American ‘blood’), a topic covered in chapter 

8.  

 Despite the everyday evidence of our own eyes 

and many reminders from thinkers that extra  

numbers by no means always give extra power (and 

sometimes subtract from it) many of us  continue to be 

quite certain at the gut level that they do. They must, and 

some of us rationalise this  belief in highflown theories.  

 Others again cynically exploit it as the passage 

from the eminent psychologist, JC Flugel, shows  in 

the next chapter.  We have already looked at the 

religious aspects of number-worship and a  

consideration of some others now follows.  Within a 

dual frame — population competition in  general and 

competitive breeding in particular — we examine a 

selection of facts, beliefs, and  policies concerning the 

power of numbers in the political and military spheres.  

 Of course the boundaries between the various 

components of a group’s power are indistinct,  

perhaps most of all between the part played by sheer 

numbers and the other factors, as are the  distinctions 

between power for political and military purposes.  

With these cautions in mind we  look first at the 

pursuit of number-power primarily for political 

purposes.  

 Although competitive breeding between social 

classes can be significant from a political point of  

view the topic was dealt with in chapter 8, Quantity 

versus Quality, as a large part of its rationale  has 

concerned the latter, often avowedly eugenic. For many 

years Australia, Canada, the USA and  South Africa, 

have pursued pro-population policies — partly 

through immigration — and all four  have used racial 

and other selective (i.e. ‘quality’ and ‘belonging’) 

criteria at least part of the  time.]]  

  
ED Synopsis  

 On this basis and within a dual frame; 

population competition in general and competitive 

breeding  in particular, the agenda for this section is 

set, starting from a parochial level in Wales. Here, JP’s  

local borough of Taff Ely and the City of Cardiff are 

shown to be  manoeuvring in order to boost  their 

number-power, partly by means of wider, more 

inclusive boundaries, while some Welsh  Nationalists 

passionately cry out for larger Welsh families in order to 

outnumber the English-  speakers. [262-5]  

 JP then moves on to a larger scale, showing that 

while in Victorian times Britain felt a strong  need to 

use imperialist means (quoting Cecil Rhodes) to 

provide outlets for the export of what was  then 
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considered our seriously surplus population, we then 

– with a very much larger population –  became 

‘mildly pronatalist ... during the 1930s population 

scare.’  

 Within Britain today, the Irish situation is 

illuminated with an explanation of the interesting  

‘double-minority syndrome’, with anxiety shown on 

both sides and the Protestants, additionally,  worried by 

the higher Roman Catholic breeding rate. [267-9] 

Anecdotal evidence from the UK  mainland, 

meanwhile, suggests that some racial and ethnic 

minority groups may be pursuing a  deliberate 

pronatalist policy for competitive reasons. [269]  

 In the wider Europe, France -- from the time of 

Napoleon until the end of the 2 nd World War --  

variously tried strong carrot - and - stick legal methods 

to increase its population; mainly as a  counter to the 

growing German population. [270-2]  

 After the war, although the law against 

contraception was abrogated: The propopulationist  

fervour continued at a fairly high pitch. When France 

took over the presidency of the E.E.C she was  able to 

prod the European Parliament to issue pronatalist 

statements. Moving on, we find that in  Greece, the 

Orthodox Church is strongly pronatalist, whilst 

Macedonians are concerned over the  high breeding 

habits of their Albanian minority. [272]  

 In Asia, besides the Indian problems outlined in 

Chapter 9, Indonesia and North Korea both have  

official pronatalist policies. African tribalism seems to 

confound nearly all family planning  programmes for 

that continent, and its effects upon Kenya, Nigeria and 

Uganda are given in some  detail, derived largely from 

a study by one of his post-graduate African students. 

[274-8]  

 In Latin America, Brazil and Argentina are 

exemplified as strongly pronatalist, this attitude  being 

clearly expressed in the Latin American-Spanish 

saying: ‘gobenar es poblar!’, to govern is to  populate. 

[278] As recently as 1996: President Carlos Menem of 

Argentina stated that ‘his  country’s goal was to 

increase her population more than threefold, from 33 

to 100 million. He  welcomed Bolivian immigrants and 

urged foreign residents in general ‘to beget children, 

because if  we want to govern we must populate.’ ‘[278]  

 In Canada: ‘.. the Battle of the Cradle was the main 

slogan of the Quebecois minority’, whilst in  the USA, 

right wingers and many capitalists advocate an 

expanding home population, ‘though,  nowadays, it 

focuses more on reinforcement through immigration 

rather than extra births.’ [279]  

 There is a nine-page consideration of socialist 

population competition, starting with the  founding-

fathers, Marx and Engels, and including detailed 

material on the former USSR (with her  ‘Mother-

Heroines’) and on modern China, [280-8] this being 

followed by a similarly detailed  treatment of 

‘Capitalism and pro-populationism’. This stresses the 

generally euphoric official  attitude to ever-increasing 

numbers in the USA.  

 There are however rich and powerful dissident 

voices. In contrast to the pronatalism at home,  under 

the heading:’America as Population Imperialist’, the 

USA is shown to be highly sensitive to  the possibilities 

of American overseas interests being compromised by 

rapidly rising foreign  populations, and thus to be 

seeking to control the latter by various incentives. [290] 

The National  Security Council issued study and 

decision memos setting out the perceived threats and 

their aid-  solutions, though how much was spent or 

achieved is moot. These activities seem to have begun in  

the late 1940s. [289-94]  

 The USSR is dealt with in great detail, and is 

shown to have been generally strongly pronatalist,  

with occasional lurches towards population control. A 

particularly poignant problem for Russia,  before the 

demise of the USSR, was that incentives intended to 

boost declining birth rates at home  had the effect of 

encouraging even higher fertility amongst the non-

Russian Muslim states. Soviet  demographers of that JP 

met at the 1974 Bucharest Conference, however, were 

thinking -- at least  as regards the population of the 3 

rd World -- along lines similar to those of their Western  

counterparts.  

 In modern Russia there is distinct anxiety over 

the country’s shrinking population, and demands  for 

the return of a medals system for productive women are 

being heard. ‘Naturally, the present  pronatalism, 

which is defensive rather than confrontational, has a 

very different flavour from that of  the Stalinist era.’  

 China is briefly mentioned here as having a 

wildly fluctuating population policy since the  

revolution. [288] The current firmly established one child 

policy is causing an imbalance, and  concern, in that it 

has been applied most strongly to the Han majority. 

[296]  

  
JP Conclusions  

 The evidence of the preceding chapter and this 

one is surely enough to convince any reasonable  person 

that the competitive element in human behaviour in 

general, so strongly illustrated in  chapter 4, 

undoubtedly rears its head in population terms within 

the wider political sphere.  

 Examples from all races, from many countries, 

from very small to very large, on all continents,  from 
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many types of political system — ranging from 

extreme left to extreme right — show leaders,  parties, 

theoreticians, and other gurus, passionately urging 

their fellow-citizens — or even wider  allied groupings 

— to increase their group’s size for political and/or 

military purposes.  

 While the means employed can include the 

discouragement or even the prevention of  

emigration, encouraging the return of former 

emigrants, and topping-up with fresh immigration, the  

most favoured method involves the production of 

more babies of the right sort. These processes  

continue and often there is great emphasis on 

increasing number-power as rapidly as possible, 

often  with no limit in sight and mostly for very 

questionable ends, and with little or no regard for  

considerations of resource availability, pollution, 

regional stability, or peace.  

 All sorts of measures are advocated or actually 

adopted, such as appeals to patriotism, urging  group 

members to ‘breed for victory’, and powerful 

incentives in the form of cash, privileges, and  

honours, though, naturally, not all citizens respond 

as desired. Some are unwilling, others are not  able to 

for one reason or another, but often a significant 

proportion of members or followers do  respond, swell 

the birthrate, and increase the group’s size, if only in 

the sense of slowing down its  decline in numbers.  

 Evidence on the effectiveness of these pronatalist 

policies is examined in detail in chapter 14.]]  
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CHAPTER 11 
Military population competition 

  
It is said that God is always for the big battalions.   

Voltaire, 6 February1770  (The Concise Oxford Dictionary of Quotations [CODQ], 1967, p. 237)  

  

The most useful woman is she who can produce the greatest supply of cannon-fodder.  

 Napoleon. (Inge, 1949, p. 246)  

  

We don’t want to fight, but by Jingo if we do; We’ve got the ships, we’ve got the men. We’ve got the money  too.   

GW Hunt, 1878.  (CODQ, 1967, p. 112)  

 

If France had decided, around 1850, to limit its births more reasonably, at a scale similar to that of Sweden. Its  ... population would 

be over 65 million … approximately 120 to the square kilometre … It would probably be  in a brilliant situation. Both wars could 

have been conducted with more success.   

Alfred Sauvy.  (1969, p. 296) 

 

  

Preamble 

 In his famous music hall song, from which ‘jingoism’ 

entered our language, GW Hunt  put the navy’s 

number-power first (in terms of ships) and human 

number-power only second, with  wealth (the number 

of pounds sterling?) as the third component of 

military might.  However, the  belief that human 

numbers are at least one of the main factors in military 

power appears to be as old  as human society.  It is not 

clear from the above eyebrow what Voltaire himself 

believed, but the  other quotation shows that 

Napoleon certainly believed in pursuing number-

power, and many other  examples can be provided. 

Although it is difficult to get systematic evidence on 

this, I am  persuaded by anecdotal evidence that many 

present-day guerilla liberation movements boost their  

number-power by a complete ban birth-control among 

their womenfolk.  

 Acquaintances who have worked with the 

Mujaheddin, the Polisario, and other groups, report  

unambiguously on this topic. Within a dual frame 

(population competition in general and  competitive 

breeding in particular) we now look at some beliefs, 

policies, and facts concerning the  pursuit of military 

power through numbers.  How effective numbers are in 

war is discussed in  chapter 17. [300]]]  
  
ED Synopsis  

 Military pronatalism has been an important strand 

in German thought since the 19 th century, and the  Nazi 

regime developed it into an organised and wide-

ranging system of incentives and rewards.  Since World 

War 2 there have been more calls – some of them from 

high officials – for more ethnic  German babies to 

balance the high birth rate of the foreign-born 

population, mainly Turks. [301-4]  

 Under Mussolini the Italians were exhorted to be 

strongly pronatalist, this strand being woven  into the 

dictator’s dream of empire; starting with the bloody 

conquest of Ethiopia. [304-5]  

 Japan has in this [20th] century veered from 

careful and long-standing policy of population  

control, through an overtly expansionist imperialist 

phase, and back once again to a policy of  control. The 

latter has been so effective that: ‘voices calling for many 

more babies are increasingly  being heard.  Pressure is 

also building up to permit more economic 

immigration to boost labour  power.’ [305]  

 The situation in the Middle East is of a complex 

mixture of ethnic groups straddling boundaries  of 

countries with varying attitudes to population growth. 

[306] JP quotes two Arab scholars:  ‘Despite the fact 

that all countries, except for Israel ... have rapid 

population growth. there are  major differences. Egypt, 

Turkey, Iran and Yemen [now] see rapid ... growth as an 

obstacle. Israel,  Iraq and Kuwait promote fertility ... 

During the Iran-Iraq war, Iraqi posters ... [read] “Bear a 

child  and you pierce an arrow in the enemy’s eyes”.’ 

(Omran & Roudi, 1993)  

 The problems of Lebanon are greatly exacerbated 

by significant differences in the breeding  habits of its 

five religious groups.  [308]  

 In Libya, Colonel Qadaffi sees himself as the 

inspiration of the ‘Arab Nation’. Although he  
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acknowledges the seriously adverse economic and 

other effects of overpopulation, he has declared:  ‘We 

have no alternative but to ensure limitless population for 

the Arab homeland.  All family  planning measures 

should be abolished.’ [310]  

 A sharper focus on Israel reveals a strong urge 

ever since the state’s inception in 1948 not  merely to 

increase numbers of Jewish inhabitants but to increase 

the ratio between them and the  Arab citizens. There 

are three main ways of increasing a group’s number 

power: increasing births,  reducing deaths, recruiting 

from other countries, and doing away with rivals in 

one way of another.  Most societies try to reduce their 

death rate but Israel has pursued the other three, also, 

and in a big  way; pursuing strong pronatalist policies, 

providing strong incentives for Jews in the Diaspora 

to  immigrate, and expelling large numbers of 

Arab/Palestinian citizens. This gives no incentive to  

Arabs within or outside Israel to curb their numbers, and 

Palestinians continue to breed explosively.  ‘The territory 

claimed by both sides is extremely limited, especially 

[in] agricultural land and fresh  water, and the 

population pressure built up with no end in sight cannot 

be very conducive to either  prosperity or peace’. [313]  

 The situation on the African continent is even 

more complex, if that is possible. [314-7] Details  are 

given of the strong pronatalism of most African 

cultures, even in the all-too-common situation  in 

which existing population pressure is manifestly 

causing great problems.  JP points out that for a  time 

in Nigeria ‘publication or even public discussion of 

population estimates was a criminal  offence.’ [315]  

 Traditional intertribal suspicions concerning 

number-power seem to be at the root of many of the  

frequent outbreaks of hostility. JP quotes a long 

passage from the thesis of one of his former  African 

post-graduate students which shows in graphic detail 

how widespread and powerful these  forces are. His 

own country, Uganda, had about 40 tribes, each of which:  

 ‘... big or small, has evolved its own cultural 

heritage which it guards jealously ... [and] competitive  

breeding is going on between almost all the tribes ...’  

[316]  

 In Latin-America strong competitive-breeding 

policies are recorded for Chile, Honduras, Brazil,  and 

Argentina, in which country the premises of the 

Family Planning Association have been  bombed-out 

by anti birth-control activists.  In the US in 1990, 

Representative B. Gilman proposed a  Bill calling for 

citizenship for 50,000 illegal immigrants each year on 

condition that they signed up  for at least six year’s 

service in the National Guard. [318]  

 The Bill which finally emerged had been severely 

watered down, one criticism being that  military might 

depends nowadays more upon technology than on 

numbers of soldiers, and JP  ends the chapter with a 

brief consideration whether or not the existence of 

large numbers of military  robots may reduce the 

incentive to breed for fighting purposes. [319]  

  
JP Conclusions  

 The evidence in this sphere — the pursuit of 

military number-power — again clearly disproves two  

of my null starting hypotheses: (1) that there is no such 

thing as human population competition, and  (2) — if 

such a thing is attempted — it fails to boost numbers for 

the war-machine of the  protagonist. The evidence from 

early primitive societies, many traditional societies 

today, the  behaviour of the two main Fascist countries, 

Italy and Germany, imperialist Japan, Latin America,  

the USA, and many others gives ample proof to the 

contrary and there is much material elsewhere.  

 Militarist/imperialist leaders who seek power over 

others nearly always try to increase their  numbers as a 

basic part of their tactics, while the actual or intended 

victims often feel impelled to  follow suit.  Readers 

may care to consider this chapter alongside chapter 

14, on the effectiveness of  number-power policies, 

and chapter 17 on the effectiveness of number-power 

in war.  

 Really determined readers could also consult 

chapter 5 in my Population Fallacies which  provides 

further evidence and also deals in some detail with 

related issues, such as excessive  numbers causing 

revolutions and wars.]]  
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CHAPTER 12 
Racial and ethnic group population competition 

 
 Best of all it is … to see our blood live young and vital in men and women fit to  

take up the task as we lay it  down; for so shall our seed inherit the earth.   

Theodore Roosevelt, 26th President of the USA, 1910.   
Romanes Lecture.  (Moore, 1986, p. 72)  

 

[We] must do everything in [our] power to recover the birthrate, as it was never  

more essential that our great  race should expand and cover the globe.  

Walter Long, President, British Local Government Board, 1916.  

(Parsons, 1977, p. 56 & apologia)  

 

My answer to genocide [i.e. voluntary family planning clinics in Black  

areas], quite simply, is eight Black kids and another on the way.   

US Black Power spokesman, Dick Gregory, 1971  

 

Family planning is a ‘white colonialist plot’ to limit Black power.   

Zimbabwe Health Minister, 1980.  (Abernethy, 1994, p. 88)  

 

 
 Preamble 

 ALTHOUGH RACE AND ETHNICITY are often 

important bones of contention, in virtually no  

circumstance are they the sole cause of group conflict. 

Other factors, political, economic, cultural,  and so forth, 

complicate the issues, exacerbating or moderating 

group antagonisms. To that extent,  separating this 

material from that in the three preceding chapters, while 

to some extent arbitrary, is  not seriously misleading. 

Typical examples are listed in which race and/or 

ethnicity are either  overtly affirmed by the protagonists 

as a ground for population competition, or seem 

important  underlying factors.  Of course we are not 

dealing here with race in the old-fashioned sense 

relating  to nationality, territory, culture, and, tradition, 

but in the modern biological sense.  In a recent book,  EO 

Wilson points out that in the 1950s:  

 Estimates of the number of races … ranged 

from six to more than sixty. The variation [being] 

due to  the fact that Homo sapiens is a typical 

evolving species.  (1993, p. 67)  

 It is sufficient to recognise that, although there 

are no firm boundaries, meaningful differences  do 

exist (if only in appearance) between Australoid, 

Caucasoid, Mongoloid, Negroid, Pygmoid, and  mixed 

stocks, and that these differences are frequently 

significant in competition over population  sizes and 

rates of change. The term ‘ethnicity’ here includes some 

cases of conflict between groups  similar in all basic 

respects except that one ‘belongs’ while the other is an 

‘intruder’.  

 In strict ecological terminology, human 

immigration constitutes an ‘invasion’ by individuals 

of  group A into the territory of group B.  

 Let us now look at racial/ethnic population 

competition under two broad headings, the first  

dealing with that within countries and then a few 

examples of that between countries and regions,  

notably population ‘takeovers’ and reversals of that 

process by means down to and including mass  

expulsions and genocide.]]  

  
ED Synopsis  

 The first example taken is the deliberate 

reshaping of the Malaysian political system for the 

purpose  of favouring the native Malay inhabitants over 

the rapidly expanding Indian and Chinese  minorities. 

The Prime Minister, Mahathir bin Mohamad, argued 

that his country had never known  ‘true racial 

harmony. There was ... a certain amount of give and 

take, but ... no harmony ...  Periodically the 

discordant notes erupted into ... widespread racial 

fights.’  

 In 1982, under his leadership, Malaysia 

mounted a dramatic volte-face on population 

control  policy from overall neomalthusianism to 

strong pronatalism for one ethnic group only. The  

population control policy now aimed to double 
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Malaysia’s numbers by giving strong birth  incentives 

to the Malay majority at the expense of the previously 

expanding Indian and Chinese  minorities. Under the 

influence of the new policy both the population as a 

whole and the  Malay  proportion of the total are 

growing rapidly. [322-3]  

 In South Africa the White minority have 

spasmodically been urged to breed more, but the Black  

majority far outstripped them in ‘the numbers game’.  

Birth control clinics provided for Black  townships: 

‘were often invaded by activists urging the women to 

go home and produce more  soldiers for the liberation 

struggle ... Black militants have in the main been 

passionately opposed to  birth control in South Africa.’ 

[323]  

 The faster-breeding racial/ethnic minorities in the 

USA are generally represented by their  spokespersons as 

highly suspicious of attempts to encourage their use of 

family planning.  The  stated reasons are that, firstly, they 

fear that if they continue in the present proportions they 

may, in  any future time of crisis, be at the receiving end 

of a majority backlash.  Secondly, their present  

relatively small numbers give them less voting power.  

 There have been some highly emotional attacks and 

the moderation of population growth.  ‘In the journal of 

Black Muslims, Dr Charles Greenlee, a “respected 

black physician” from  Pittsburgh’ [said that] the free 

clinics constitute ‘genocide’, a conscious conspiracy 

by Whites to  effect a kind of Hitlerian solution to the 

“Black Problem ... to decimate the Black population ...  

within a generation. ... Black babies equal Black votes 

equal Black Power.”’ [325]  

 JP shows that these views led to effective 

campaigns to get voluntary birth control clinics in  Black 

areas to close down – against the strong views of most 

Black women.  

 The views of the silent majority seem to be less 

emotional. A survey of Black people’s views in  1972 

reported that: ‘most ... believe continued growth is a 

problem for this nation.  51% said that  population 

growth is a serious problem, another 35% ... a problem 

but not so serious, and [only]  10% ... no problem ... 

[but] many minority families regard excess fertility as 

a serious personal  problem’. [327]  

 The report containing the survey also quotes the 

Rev. Jesse Jackson’s outspokenly competitive  

pronatalist views, and in 1992 there were equally 

strong utterances by a group calling itself ‘Black  Men 

Making Babies’. ‘We say, “Have a baby by any means 

necessary. Family structure is more  important than 

finances.”’  

 The final example in this sphere comes from a 

speech by Christine Todd Whitman, Governor of  

New Jersey and then favourite Republican runner for the 

Vice-Presidency:  

 ‘there’s a game called “Jewels in the Crown” that 

young Black males have and its how many  children 

can you have out of wedlock.’ (After Carlin, 1995, 

p.5)’  

 The report also claims that Wayne Bryant, Black 

Senator from New Jersey, ‘went ballistic’  about this 

allegation, without, however, denying its veracity. 

[327]  

 So far in this chapter the competition described 

has been within national boundaries.  JP now  goes on 

to discuss population ‘takeovers’, of a more or less 

peaceful nature (though, from the  outside, this 

distinction is perhaps not entirely clear-cut). [332] 

He presents statistics showing that  immigrants into 

various UK cities, maintaining separate identities with 

fairly distinct boundaries,  have quickly come to 

represent significant fractions whose growth from 

further immigration is also  reinforced by higher 

birthrates.  He notes that this is also happening on a 

large scale in mainland  Europe, and in North America.  

 Unease is typically felt by indigenous people if 

they perceive that they may be on the way to  being 

outnumbered by outsiders and this can occur even when 

the incomers are members of their  own race, 

nationality, religion, etc. as occurs, for example, in the 

Isle of Man.  Even more disquiet  tends to be felt in 

areas where there are obvious ethnic differences.  

 Californian population problems are described in 

detail, with the huge burgeoning of numbers  since 1940 

fuelled by high immigration of Hispanics and Asians, 

combined with an element of  competitive breeding 

once they become established.  

 Having touched on takeover of less 

technologically advanced peoples such as Maoris and 

Native  Americans, the author returns briefly to again 

consider the situation of Malaysia.  He underlines the  

point made by the Prime Minister [bin Mohamad] that 

the incoming Asians, especially the Chinese,  may have 

become dominant not wealthy not because of higher 

breeding rates, but because of;  ‘ ... the overwhelming 

desire [of the native Malays] to be polite, courteous and 

thoughtful of the  rights and demands of others.’ [339]  

 JP notes that: ‘... the above [quoted] paragraph 

[from Rupert Emerson’s book Malaysia] has an  

uncomfortable resonance for the peoples of Europe 

and the USA.’  

 The historical takeovers of New Zealand, 

Canada are mentioned, the already complete takeover  

of Hawaii is noted, too, with JP observing that there are 

so few true Hawaiians left that there is no  longer a 

Census category for them. [342] The tribulations of 
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Fiji are covered in some detail and the  increasing 

tension between an swelling Indian (originally imported-

workers) population and the  slower breeding natives is 

clearly drawn. The distressing population and security 

problems of Tibet  and Palestine are sympathetically 

outlined before another aspect of the population of the 

USA is  studied. [342-3]  

 For this country, the point is emphasised that ‘the 

proportion of US population increase caused  by 

immigration in the 1990s will probably [be] 45% of 

total growth ... and the high fertility of  immigrant 

women will swell the already rapidly growing sub-

populations.  A recent US Bureau of  the Census 

survey indicated that Whites may be in a minority by 

the 3 rd quarter of the 21 st Century,  the greatest 

increase having come from Hispanics.’ [345]  

 Beyond national boundaries, whole global regions 

may be taken over by outside populations,  and JP 

briefly mentions the Vikings, Moguls, Mongols, Huns, 

and Europeans before going on to  give a brief resume 

of the classic novel by Jean Raspail, The Camp of The 

Saints (1972). This,  presaging the possible eclipse of 

European cultures and, perhaps, even the White race, 

he says is  ‘one of the most distressing and 

challenging [books] he has ever come across.’  

 The theme is a mass migration from poor South 

to the rich North in an ever-swelling armada of  rust-

bucket ship which finally wind up on the southern 

shores of Europe, presenting the European  peoples and 

their military machines with the inescapable decision 

whether to defend their territory,  resources, cultures, 

and way of life, or to peacefully submit to mass 

invasion and more or less  complete takeover. [346-7]  

 JP then notes briefly the anti-colonial UN 

principles on the ‘Alien subjugation of Peoples’,  before 

asking the awkward question whether it might now 

apply in reverse. Are the mass-immigrations into the 

developed countries now in danger of subjugating the 

host-countries? He next  sets out what he thinks may 

be accepted as the two main principles regarding 

takeovers, before  reviewing the powerfully tabooed 

subject of ‘takeovers in reverse’, i.e. expulsions.  

 The reader is reminded of the historical cases of 

the expulsion of the British from India, the  French and 

the Americans from Vietnam – along with numerous 

other examples from around the  world, (including -- at 

the local level – the efforts of Welsh Nationalists to evict 

English ‘settlers’  from Wales ), before a mass of 

statistics is presented showing on what a huge scale 

expulsions are  continually taking place. [351-63]  

 Genocide, including that of the Kalahari Bushmen, 

is finally discussed in fascinating detail, and  JP 

concludes with the usual overview of the chapter. 

[363-70]  

  
JP Conclusions  

 A full book, if not a whole library, is needed to do 

justice to these themes, especially racial/ ethnic  

competition and conflict, takeovers, expulsions, and 

genocide, but I hope this chapter gives proof  

enough that population competition does manifest 

itself in these forms as well as in general pro-  

populationism and competitive breeding.  

 Though it is impossible to delineate clear 

boundaries between racial and ethnic groups it is  

obvious that practical distinctions are being made all the 

time. Most people fairly strongly identify  themselves 

with their group and adopt some sort of overt attitude 

towards out-groups, which ranges  from a mild 

awareness of difference, coupled with curiosity, to fanatical 

and bloodthirsty hostility.  

 In some cases they become uneasily aware that 

other racial/ethnic groups already outnumber  them 

and/or are increasing more rapidly. Some then go in for 

positive population competition by  means of increased 

immigration, restricted emigration, and/or higher 

birthrates.  

 The last is an especially worrying process as it 

implies not only that the more fecund group is  gaining in 

numbers, but that its members may be more potent, 

perhaps even having more fun in life  through the 

process of generation. Not very comforting thoughts. 

Some groups are pursuing a  negative policy of 

population competition, reducing the numbers of 

their rivals by means of  dispossession, expulsion, or 

genocide.  

 Where moral imperatives and/or social controls 

rule these out, the attempt is often made to  neutralise 

rival number-power as far as possible by negative 

discrimination leading to  social/political 

marginalisation. Where there is undue population 

pressure on resources —  especially outright poverty 

and hunger — and/or where there is already violent 

confrontation over  land, water, oil, race, religion, 

ethnicity, self-determination, or other basic factors, 

then competition  over number-power will add fuel to 

the flames and make takeovers, persecution, expulsions, 

and  genocide more likely.]]  

 

 

 End of Volume 1  
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SYNOPSIS OF VOLUME TWO 
 

CHAPTER 13 
Economic population competition 

 
 [[By this time any child [should] have known that our manpower situation was extremely menacing …  

in a few  years’ time the shortage will become even more acute.  

Quintin Hogg, MP, now Lord Hailsham, lately Lord  Chancellor. (1947, pp. 141²)  

  
The force of 600 million liberated people is tens of thousands of times  

stronger than a nuclear explosion. Such a  force is capable of  

creating wonders which our enemies cannot even imagine.  

First Secretary, Chinese Youth League. (Aird, 1972, p. 281)  

 
 People are the only important element in an economy … [they] are the ultimate resource.  

 Professor Julian Simon.  (1981, whole book, & 1986, p. 170)  

  

The global employment situation is grim ... nearly one billion people .. .approximately 30% of the entire global  workforce, are 

unemployed or underemployed ... the growing numbers of the working poor risk aggravating the  social and economic ills caused by high 

jobless rates.  

International Labour Office. (Press release, 26 Nov. 1996, p. 1)  

 

 

 Preamble 

 THE IDEA THAT POPULATION GROWTH 

increases wealth more or less automatically is very  

old. At its most basic level, the oft-repeated slogan 

‘with every mouth God sends a pair of hands’  implies 

that every new pair of hands has the power to feed the 

new mouth that comes with it. As it  is mainly used, it 

means that the combined activities of many new pairs of 

hands will not only feed  all the new mouths but will 

automatically create increasing surpluses and so 

continuously feed all  mouths better.  

 Radical left-wingers use an almost identical slogan, 

substituting dialectical materialism or some  such 

mechanism for God in the causal chain.  If 

development is identified with economic growth —  

mainly the case so far — it is tempting to hitch 

population to the economic bandwagon, all too  often 

as its basic motive force.  

 The same tired old arguments are trotted out, 

economies of scale, (ignoring diseconomies of  scale 

and the optimum concept); stimulation of demand 

(confusing need with demand proper); the  burden of 

aged dependency (ignoring the youth and combined 

burdens of dependency); and so  forth, ad nauseam.  If 

development meant economic growth, which it does not 

(although it is  mostly taken to mean that, Parsons, 

1990 & 1991a, pp. 37µ 1), and the latter required ever 

more  producer/consumers, then continued population 

growth is a vital link in the causal chain.  

 Insofar as the drive for economic growth is seen, 

as it often is, as part of a race against  competitors (e.g. 

the USA v. Japan or the EEC, or Britain v. Germany 

within the EEC), then there  must be population 

competition at one remove.  Surely there are already 

quite enough reasons or  excuses for international 

competition without this one.  

 A less general but still quite widespread and 

potent reinforcing idea is that actual or imagined  

shortages of labour in specific sectors of an economy 

stem from an overall population shortage.  Most of the 

labour-power arguments are lacking in substance and 

rationality and this one is no  exception.  Both aspects 

are examined here.]]  
  
ED Synopsis  

 Economic growth, wrongly identified with 

development, has often been held to be based upon  

population growth. When it is, then in any inter-

group economic competition this is ‘population  

competition at one remove.’ [374] Despite some 

awareness of the risk of over-stretching resources,  the 

economic philosophy in most of Europe has 

historically been pronatalist. Group number power  

has intermittently been supplemented by slavery, a 
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practice continuing yet in some parts of the  world. 

[376]  

 In 20 th century Europe economic pronatalism 

continued, even in the face of acute  unemployment. 

In the UK Lord Hailsham, Harold Wilson, Teresa 

Gorman, MP., and many others  have argued the case, 

the latter having asserted as recently as 1992 that high 

population density is  the foundation of a high living 

standard, quoting Hong Kong as proof. The 

mechanism is supposed  to work through economies of 

scale in mass-production techniques, combined with a 

diverse  manufacturing base selling cheap and varied 

products to an ever-larger and wider market. Using  this 

broad argument, Malaysia since 1982, and – until the 

middle of the 20 th century – the USA,  have strongly 

advocated expanding populations as the key to economic 

success. China meanwhile  has veered back and forth 

between pronatalism and population control, and 

India also vacillates  over wide range of opinions.  

 In examining pronatalism as a remedy for 

perceived labour shortages JP asks – quoting his 1982  

response to American support for advocates of still 

greater Russian population growth – how this  approach 

is supposed to work, pointing out that, with much 

smaller populations, both Iceland and  Switzerland do 

very much better than the [then] USSR. [384]  

 The author now goes on to draw a contrast 

between the ideas of Malthus and those of the late  

Professor Julian Simon. The latter (dubbed a 

‘cornucopian’ by JP) is characterised as advocating  

literally limitless population growth simply because 

humanity per se is the main resource. JP argues  that this 

state of affairs is obviously unrealistic, and that ever-

increasing numbers must sooner or  later lead to a 

deficit of other (non-human) resources.  

 Malthus, JP points out, readily admitted both the 

possibility and the desirability of a larger  (though not 

endlessly expanding) population, but only in an ecosystem 

in which a superfluity of  resources and wealth already 

existed.  

 Julian Simon seems to have had a ‘road to 

Damascus’ experience to convert him from his earlier  

respect for balance between population and 

resources; he recollects reading a eulogy for the dead 

of  WWII at Iwo Jima:  

 ‘Something like: “How many who would have 

been a Mozart ... a Michelangelo or an Einstein have  

we buried here?”... I thought ... what business do I 

have trying to … arrange … that fewer human  beings 

will be born, each one of whom might be a Mozart 

(etc)?’ [390]  

 JP makes three cogent criticisms of this 

argument. Firstly, Simon ignores all previous studies 

by  such distinguished scholars as Sorokin - finding 

no such correlation, and provides no evidence of  his 

own. Secondly, benevolent genius is very likely to be 

outnumbered by the evil variety. ‘A  baker’s dozen of 

Hitlers, Stalins ... or Pol Pots, for each Mozart.’ 

Thirdly, great innovations - both  material and 

intellectual - depend mainly on social attitudes to 

invention rather than numbers.  Quoting WMS Russell 

he writes: ‘… In the medieval Renaissance virtually 

anything could be  freely discussed.  Public debates 

between Catholics and … heretics continued until AD 

1204 …  each side [being] equally represented. [392]  

 This tolerant atmosphere gave ample 

opportunities for … Christian, Moslem and Jewish 

scholars  [to work] freely together under government 

patronage in Provence, Sicily and Spain  ... with the  

outset of the next overpopulation crisis all this was 

drastically changed. In 1231 and 1232 Pope and  

Emperor … introduced ... the penalty for heretics of 

being burned alive. By the 14 th Century almost  any 

kind of saying or writing outside a narrow orthodoxy 

was liable to be treated as heresy.’  

 Some of JP’s sources are themselves very 

successful business-people who have recognised that,  

beyond a certain size of population, a steady-state 

economy and population are essential to social  well-

being.  

 So far as wealth creation alone is concerned, JP 

provides historical evidence showing that  perceived 

manpower shortages can act as a positive stimulus 

to inventiveness, and human ingenuity  is now 

ushering in an age of robotic manufacturing. This 

threatens to exacerbate any rate of  unemployment 

(currently about 1/3 of the World’s workforce, if 

underemployment is included).  20 th Century 

European policies to fill perceived labour-shortages 

by encouraging mass immigration  thus begin to look 

very short term.  

 The chapter ends with a summary of JP’s 

criticisms of ‘demographic determinism’: the idea that  

expanding populations are a prerequisite of wealth-

creation and general well-being. A plea is also  entered 

for sensible use of the term ‘economies of scale’.  

 A definition of this term from ‘a standard 

dictionary of economics. (Seldon & Pennance, 1965),  

includes the sentence: ‘At small scales of production ... 

efficiency ... can often be increased by  increasing size 

…’’ (Emph. added) The obvious inference is that 

increases in size do not always  have this effect so that 

an optimum size of work-force is implied here. 

However, that inference is  rarely drawn by either 

economists or those who are pronatalist on other 

grounds.  
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JP Conclusions  

 The general question — whether Small is more 

Beautiful than Big — was discussed in chapter 7,  and the 

answer was, ‘often, but not always’. I hope the 

evidence in this chapter proves that a great  deal of 

economic theory and economic policy is based on 

number-power, and that, in both areas,  there is a notable 

lack of evidence and rationality. The proof of the 

pudding is once again in the  eating. It is arrant 

nonsense to argue that large and/or increasing 

populations are essential to  national prosperity.  It is 

salutary to bear in mind that the two largest 

countries, China and India, are  very poor, and that 

the third largest, the USSR before it broke up, was 

quite poor.  

 Many small countries, however, are extremely 

rich: e.g. Austria, Australia, Brunei, Denmark,  

Holland, Hong Kong, Iceland, Liechtenstein, 

Luxembourg, Norway, Sweden, and Switzerland. The  

existence of massive and persisting unemployment, 

nearly one-third of the whole potential  workforce, is 

proof that larger numbers tend to bring greater 

problems rather than greater wealth  per head.  The 

pithiest comment I have yet heard on the high-tech 

future’s alleged need for ever  increasing labour-power, 

came from the lips of a business guru in a Channel 4 TV 

documentary:  

 ‘In four years’ time ... half as many people will 

be paid twice as much for working three times as 

hard.  

 (‘Half Times Two Times Three’, 1994)  

 There is a near-total absence of what I have labelled 

‘demosophia’ — the wisdom of our ancient  forebears 

and present-day cousins in so-called ‘primitive’ 

societies, regarding the need to balance  population 

and resources against each other to ensure an 

acceptable quality of life — and of  ecological, even 

physical, insight into the limitations of earthly systems. 

All growth processes  based on material throughput 

must sooner or later come up against the stops.]]  
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CHAPTER 14 
Effectiveness of anti-and pro- population control policies 

 
 [[Every tribe known to anthropologists, no matter how ‘primitive’, 

 has some effective social scheme for  controlling the birth rate.   

Professor Julian Simon.  (1977, p. 496)  

  
At a time when hundreds of thousands have died as a result of internal struggle and war … 

 Iran’s population  has grown by more than six million in three years … 

 [there is] a big increase in the number of babies [and] …  

 the Government is proud that its population growth rate has almost doubled.  

 (‘Iran turns the clock back’, 1983, p. 28)  

 

 

 Preamble 

 WHETHER AND HOW population policies affect 

population variables is a facet of the wider  question of 

whether policies in general have any effect.  This leads 

to the deeper issue of social  causality, do some social 

events cause other social events?  This in turn is only 

one aspect —  debated by philosophers down the ages 

— of the most basic problem of all in this sphere: 

causality  overall. Do some events cause other events 

to follow? Do policies cause things to happen that  

otherwise would not happen?  Do population policies 

cause changes in population variables?  

 The assumption underlying the treatment of 

population competition here is that all human  

behaviour is a resultant of (i.e. is caused by) all the 

influences operating on and within individuals,  from the 

brute facts of the physical environment to the loftiest 

reaches of internal spiritual  aspiration, including a 

measure of self-determination or free will.  Ideologies 

and policies of  population competition are set forth as 

two of the many factors affecting birthrates and 

population  sizes and distributions to some degree in 

some contexts, and so the behaviour of world 

population  overall.  

 Population dynamics in turn affect the behaviour 

of the world economic/social/political/  ecological system 

as a whole and in the next few pages we look briefly 

at the problems of  causation, stage by stage, as a 

foundation for tackling the key issue in this context.  

Can  propopulationist policies increase numbers and, 

more specifically, can pronatalist policies cause  

increases in births?  

 A bit of scientific jargon, the ‘null hypothesis’, 

helps to pull the basic question into sharp focus.  This 

simply means that in investigating a possible relation 

between two or more entities a  researcher starts with 

the most conservative hypothesis possible. There is no 

such relation: it is  null. Any evidence turning up to show 

that there is a relationship then disproves the null 

hypothesis  and, ipso facto, constitutes proof of the 

hypothesis proper, although the compound question  

remains: ‘what exactly is this relationship?’  It is a good 

disciplinary measure, helping us to avoid  begging the 

question whether there is any relation at all between the 

entities we are interested in.  The formula is amplified 

and tested later in the chapter.]]  

  
ED Synopsis  

 In his preamble JP explores the concept of 

causation philosophically, concluding that in human  

affairs ultimate causes and effects can rarely if ever be 

known, (indeed, the very notion of an  ‘ultimate’ cause 

is very tricky) but that this should not deter us from 

trying to engineer sound social  policies. (ie. bring 

about, ie. cause our desired outcomes). [407] , Using the 

example of switching  his study light on and off, he 

discusses what he calls ‘basic’ causality before stressing at 

some  length (beginning with Mark Twain’s amusing 

explanation why he became an author) the  importance 

of the enormous complexity in ecosystems. [409]. Out this 

he distills a simple common-sense analytical model of 

causality based on gradations of complexity. First, 

one cause --one effect;  second; one cause -- many 

effects; third, many causes -- one-effect; and, fourth; 

many causes --  many effects.  

 He applies this to the subject of the book and 

concludes : ‘ ... it is ... obvious that population  

competition is one of the ‘causes’ of the major world 

‘effect’; exploding numbers’, underlining this  with a 

quotation from the doyen of French demography, 

Alfred Sauvy. In addition to ‘fearful  mysteries’, 



 

 46                               DataCrítica: International Journal of Critical Statistics, Vol.1, No.1 Supplement 

 

demography also contains ‘fearful certain areas of 

knowledge’. [410]  

 He then looks at the ‘effectiveness of policies 

overall’, outlining examples which have had  profound 

effects in various parts of the world, to make the 

point that while social engineering often  brings about 

the desired results, it can also lead to unpredictable and 

sometimes highly undesirable  outcomes, as, for 

instance, Prohibition in the USA. [411] He then has a 

section entitled ‘Population  controls as causes’, in 

which he first examines the notion; ‘“Control” as a 

bogy-word’  

 He applies this to the expression ‘population-

control’, which puts so many unthinking people  (and 

some who do think, up to a point) off the whole 

subject. He argues that blanket objections to  the very 

notion of control result from blind prejudice. Few 

object to ‘self-control’, ‘financial  control’, ‘classroom 

control’, ‘crowd control’, traffic control’ – even the 

whole business of ‘social  control’, a central concern of 

the social sciences. In essence his view is; ‘We should 

be concerned  not about the idea of population control 

but about who does what to whom, for what reasons, 

the  actual outcome, and the likely consequences if 

those control actions were not carried out.’ [413]  

 He then reasonably points out that virtually all 

known societies have had policies which do in  fact 

regulate sex and population dynamics, and that a pro-

population policy – against which very  few would 

think of raising objections – is just as much a form of 

population control as a family-planning programme. 

[414]  

 He suggests that international, national, sub-

group and individual policies of population  

limitation have been effective in reducing the 

world’s crude birth rate from 36/1000 in 1950 to  

22/1000 in 2001, (still not far short of double the 

figure needed for a stationary population), and he  

readily agrees that: ‘Pro-population policies are not 

necessarily competitive in any strong sense of  the 

term’. He cites Sweden as an example of a country 

which, earlier in the 20 th century,  encouraged larger 

families without any belligerent intent. [418]  

 The author gives other examples of micro-and 

macro-level attempts to breed large numbers of  

children, singling this emphasis out from 

propopulationism in general, which can often extend 

to  include: ‘banning emigration and/or fostering 

immigration for instance – not to mention such 

things  as slavery, the capture of territories with their 

populations, and expulsions and genocide.’ [418]  

 Parsons then sets forth the foundation of his 

theoretical position in the form of the ‘null  

hypothesis’. [419] (Actually, ‘in this context we need 

four of them’):  

 1) ‘There is no such thing as competitive breeding  

 2) If there is such a thing then it has no effect  

 3) Even if some kinds of population competition 

do exist (recruitment, expulsion, takeover,  genocide, 

etc) and whether or not they are effective, there is still 

no such thing as competitive  breeding  

 4) Even if competitive breeding is attempted it still 

has no effect’  

 He then demonstrates that, at the micro-level, 

some individuals feel that high fertility is a  supreme 

social, moral, and political duty, and reinforce their 

convictions by their actions. He gives  instances of Welsh 

Nationalists, Palestinians and Israeli Jews --  including 

Shimon Peres, Prime-Minister in 1986 -- who have 

proclaimed this view. [420-21]  

 At the macro-level, figures are quoted for 

Albania, Rumania, East Germany and Malaysia to  

show that specifically pronatalist policies can be 

successful, though in the latter example selective  

financial encouragement of the native Malays was 

favoured in place of overt exhortation to  outbreed 

the Indian and Chinese subgroups. [423] Iran’s 

pronatalist stance after the revolution --  and this 

does seem to have been unashamedly competitive -- was 

extremely effective, causing large  hikes in the level of 

fertility, though a dramatic volte-face ensued when 

the long term effects of  such success began to register 

with the government. Fertility there is still high, 

however. [424-6]  

 The final sections of this chapter deal with 

‘Population policy contradictions’, showing that the  

right-hand/left-hand rule applies here in quite 

fundamental respects [426]: the probably very useful  

application in both population theorising and 

practical policymaking and monitoring, of the almost  

universally ignored principle of ‘Difference-Control’ 

[427-30]: and -- based on the recommendations in the 

1949 Report of the UK Royal Commission on 

Population – the ‘Population control effects  of non-

population policies’:  

 ‘It is impossible for policy, in its effects as distinct 

from its intentions, to be “neutral” in this matter  ... over 

a wide range of affairs policy and administration 

have a continuous influence on the trend of  family-

size.’ (para. 654, p. 226) [430]  

  
JP Conclusions  

 All social, economic, political, and demographic 

phenomena are of the ‘many-cause/ many-effect’  

variety. Nevertheless, I hope this chapter gives good 

enough grounds for the acceptance of a  commonsense 
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interpretation of the concept of causality in two  social 

spheres. First, of the  effectiveness of policies in general 

in causing changes in the behaviour of individuals and 

social  systems in desired directions.  Admittedly, 

sometimes they misfire, sometimes achieve only 

partial  success, but sometimes they attain great 

results.  Second, in the case of population policies,  

evidence was given of the striking success of many 

family planning/population control  programmes.  

 We then moved on to the central question in this 

context: ‘can pro-population policies in general  and 

competitive breeding policies in particular produce 

concrete results?’, to which a wealth of  evidence from 

many different types of society in widely varying 

regions gave a clear ‘yes’. All  four of our null hypotheses 

are negated: population competition is often attempted 

and can be  effective in boosting numbers either 

relatively or absolutely.  Insofar as population 

pressure is a  serious problem in at least some regions, 

as most people now agree, and possibly for the world 

as a  whole, as many agree, it follows that attempts to 

boost population growth still further present  

humanity with a very serious problem requiring deep 

study, careful consideration, and effective  ameliorative 

measures.  The more so as the whole topic is entangled 

with natural resources, race,  ethnicity, pollution, 

poverty and still other issues.  

 It was then suggested that the concept of 

difference control might help in our understanding of  

what may appear to be contradictory influences on our 

reproductive behaviour, and thence our  attempts to 

modify these so as to optimise numbers and the 

quality of life.  The final point was that  there is no 

way of opting out of all population controls, since so 

many nominally non-population  policies have effects 

— sometimes profound — on population variables.  

 So, if we have no option but to influence (i.e. 

control) our populations, let us be honest and frank  and 

make our population control inputs overt, democratic, 

rational, and effective in balancing  numbers against 

resources at an acceptable and sustainable quality of 

life.]]  
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PART IV.  
THE EFFECTIVENESS OF NUMBER-POWER 

 
CHAPTER 15 

Number-power against the environment 

 
 [[To ‘populate’, is: ‘To lay waste, ravage, devastate, and destroy.’  

 Original meaning.  (COED, 2nd. Edn., 1993, p. 390/126)  

 
 [Our] greatest environmental problem, the engine which generates and exacerbates all the other environmental   

problems is the uncontrolled rate of population growth … increasing pressure on the resource base.   

Pakistan  National Conservation Strategy.  (Rowley, 1990, p. 4)  

 
 Humankind faces two great threats. The first ... a nuclear exchange. 

 Let us hope it re-mains no more than a  diminishing prospect for the future. 

 The second ... environmental ruin worldwide — far from being a prospect  for the future, it is a fact right now.  

 World Commission on Environment and Development Report.  

Our  Common Future, 1987. (Myers, 1993, p. 6)  

 

 

 Preamble 

 THIS IS ONE SPHERE — vis-à-vis the 

exploitation of environmental resources and the 

potential  for doing damage — in which there can be 

little doubt that numbers do give power.  Other things  

being equal, and within limits, the greater the number in 

a given ecosystem the greater will be the  power to 

modify it in the attempt to make it satisfy more 

material human needs. Similarly, the  higher will be the 

rate of consumption of both renewable and non-

renewable resources and the  greater the tendency 

towards pollution and general degradation of the 

environment.  

 Of course other things are often not equal but 

this fact does not detract from the essential point,  

the actual or potential power of numbers in this 

sphere.  As we deal with these issues, it is salutary  to 

retain at the back of one’s mind the original burden of 

the old Latin verb ‘populare’. This, the  root of our 

‘populate’, meant ‘to lay waste, ravage and plunder’.  

The early usage (1552 onwards)  of the English 

equivalent was almost identical, as exemplified in the 

Complete Oxford English  Dictionary (COED) 

definition above.]]  
  
ED Synopsis  

 With a quotation from Plato, JP outlines how – 

even in 400BC – the environment in Greece had  been 

devastated by increasing human numbers 

compounded by poor husbandry. As long ago as  

biblical times, even, bitter disputes were recorded over 

water use, in this case in Genesis.  

 A comparison is made with the habits of the 

Kalahari Bushmen who have strictly limited their  

numbers to stay in balance with their resources. The 

inference is drawn that the Australian  Aboriginal 

lifestyle must have been similar. ‘Their populations and 

economies proved sustainable  over many tens of 

thousands of years with little or no degradation of the 

environment’. [439]  

 In considering the impact of increasing numbers 

in modern times JP touches on the blinkered  attitude 

of ‘Herman Kahn and his Hudson Institute colleagues. 

This was that, up to a very high  ceiling figure, the 

more of us there are the better will be the environment, 

because there will be  more people both to create the 

necessary wealth to pay for improvements and to 

physically carry  out the work’. Julian Simon’s ideas 

are apparently even more incredible.  

 In reality the environmental strain observed in 

many places is typified in a quote from the  Pakistan 

National Conservation Strategy, presented to their 

government in 1990, which lays the  blame for many 

environmental horrors squarely at the door of 

‘uncontrolled population growth’.  

 The impact of CO emissions on the atmosphere is 

discussed, with good research evidence  2  indicating a 

strong correlation between population increase and 

increased CO emissions. [441]  2   This is projected 

forwards to 2100 (after Bongaarts, 1985) showing the 
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expected effect in currently  less developed countries of 

increasing industrialisation combined with high 

population growth.  [442]  

 Problems of water stress (more and more people 

depending on a fixed supply) are described,  [443] 

whilst the dwindling area of land available per head 

for food production and habitation is  clearly shown. 

The figures quoted for loss of land are sobering and 

Julian Simon’s idea to create  more land by 

demolishing mountains and filling up the seas is 

treated as an absurdity. [448/9]  

 The fragility of the intricate web of life and the 

unpredictable effects upon it of man’s  expanding 

needs are exemplified by the results of building the 

Nagar Junasagar dam in India,  causing the following 

chain of events:- Exploding population/economic 

demand for water and  electricity; dam-building; water 

seepage; increased availability of molybdenum in the 

soil; high  uptake of this element by the sorghum plant 

(a dietary staple of the poor); high molybdenum intake  

by the poor; greatly increased incidence of genu valgum 

(knock knees) in this group; poorest  workers now – as 

well as being in poverty -- are partially incapacitated 

and capable of taking on  only the lowest of the low-

paid tasks. This is a clear example of the typical 

complexity and  unpredictability of environmental 

causal chains and JP goes on to show that these are 

planet-wide  processes including such things as the 

environmental effects of mass tourism.  

 He now looks at the concept of carrying capacity 

and quotes from historical commentaries on  the ancient 

awareness of problems associated with 

overpopulation, an awareness which goes back  at 

least to the Babylon of 1700 B.C. The claims of some 

typical ‘cornucopians’ are presented [459]  to show 

that not everybody is imbued with natural foresight 

and caution; ‘… the Russian  demographer Malin ... 

[claimed that] ... fully developed: ‘Our planet could 

provide food for 3 to 4  million millions,’ up to 4000 

billion, that is, nearly 700 times as many people as there 

were in ’ ‘  

 The chapter ends on the note that although we 

can do much to lessen our environmental impact  

through intelligent management and use of 

technology -- at least so far as our narrow concept of  

‘environment’ is concerned – the ecosystem must 

eventually collapse unless we limit our numbers.  

  

JP Conclusions  

 This chapter shows that while sometimes there 

may be many intervening variables and/or  

complementary influences — leading to considerable 

complexity — there is an intimate relation  between 

population number-power and the environment.  Even 

small populations with low  technology can almost 

totally ruin their environments, as we saw in the 

cases of the ancient Greeks  and primitive humankind 

in Britain.  

 If the world’s hugely increased numbers had 

continued to damage the environment at the same  

rate per capita as the most destructive of the earlier 

cultures, not the hunter-gatherers, it would by  now 

have become pretty well uninhabitable for both 

humankind and many other species.  This sobering 

reminder does not negate the fact that in appropriate 

circumstances and within  limits, greater number-

power can help to improve the environment in some 

respects, at least from  our narrow human 

perspective. Some developed societies have learned 

lessons from the more  sustainable economies and 

cultures of the past. Some of us know about, and to 

some extent practise,  the art of ‘husbandry’ (not only 

in agriculture).  

 Nonetheless, some of the damage we now do 

through unthinking use of high technology is so  subtle 

and has such long lead-times that it will not become 

apparent until it is too late and too great  to be put 

right. Against this background, as both numbers and 

technology explode, number-power is  increasingly a 

threat against which there is no built-in corrective 

mechanism.  

 Barring great calamities, the only correctives 

potentially available are those that human beings  

invent and successfully put into practice. Some of these 

must involve  high technology but the  main ones must 

be social, cultural, political, and economic, that 

effectively control technology, the  exploitation of 

resources, both renewable and non-renewable, and 

the emission of pollutants.  Above all, they must limit 

human numbers.  The less we exercise intelligent 

control over our  number-power, the more number-

power will exercise control over both us and our 

environment, a  control process likely to be anything 

but intelligent and sympathetic.]]  



 

 50                               DataCrítica: International Journal of Critical Statistics, Vol.1, No.1 Supplement 

 

 
 

CHAPTER 16 
Number- power in society generally 

 
[[Nor should we listen to those who say; ‘The voice of the People is the voice of God’, 

 for the turbulence of the  mob is always close to insanity.  

Abbott Alcuin (c. 735_) (C ohen & Cohen, 1967, p. 3) 

  

 Aldous Huxley … defined history as a long succession of gratuitous and unnecessary miseries 

 experienced by  the mass of the people at the hands of their leaders.  

Stuart Chase. (1950, p. 63)  

 

 No quantity of atom bombs could stem the tide of billions … who will some day … erupt [from] the poor southern part of the world 

… into the relatively accessible spaces of the rich Northern Hemisphere looking for  survival.   

President Boumedienne of Algeria.  (Bouvier, et al., 1977, p. 39)  

 

 
 Preamble 

 Counting influence as a form of control, virtually all 

human individuals and  groups want at least some 

power to control others.  This is especially true of 

competitive/conflicting  situations, the only questions 

being, ‘over whom?’, ‘how much?’, ‘of what kind?’, 

‘for what  purpose?’, ‘for how long?’, ‘how much will 

the other’s wishes be sought/respected?’, etc. In any  

‘zero-sum’ or ‘negative-sum’ game — especially where 

scarce resources are involved — we need  power to 

win, draw honourably, or at least make a good show. 

This is not to say that at heart we are  all budding 

Napoleons or Saddam Husseins. Fortunately, most of us 

seek only modest amounts of  power and even that is 

mainly vis-à-vis the small number of people we have 

fairly close contact  with. Fortunately, few of us thirst for 

world, national, or even group domination.  

 Nevertheless, this ubiquitous desire for at least 

some power over some others for some of the  time, is 

almost parallelled by the belief that to some extent in 

some situations, power does come  from numbers. The 

expression ‘safety in numbers’ springs readily to our 

lips and few of us are  averse to the sympathy and 

support of allies.  

 Here, after a brief mention of some of the types 

of human power — together with examples of  

people doing their best to avoid power over others 

and various social institutions designed to  overcome 

this reluctance — we consider implicit assumptions, overt 

beliefs, and theories about  numbers and power in 

various fields.  We start with examples from everyday 

life and then look at  the wider society.]]  

  

ED Synopsis  

 The earlier passages of the chapter trace the 

possible growth of power structures within groups. 

The  point is made that many very primitive groups 

would have felt no need to seek power, especially of  a 

combative kind, over neighbours, as there would have 

been abundant resources.  

 That said, aggression seems to have come perfectly 

naturally to some Australian Aborigine  tribes, whilst 

some New Zealand Maoris, North and South 

American Indians and tribes from New   Guinea 

tended to be extremely warlike. [469] Within primitive 

groups, and perhaps originating in  our primate-linked 

ancestry, is often found the practice of group-rule by a 

dominant male or a group  of senior males. The 

dominance of a single male can be enhanced by the 

‘number and prowess of  his sons so the more the 

better, a phenomenon still widely observed today, 

notably in Africa.’ [467]  

 Within developed societies there arise sub-groups 

exhibiting some tribal characteristics. JP  quotes George 

Carey (as the new Archbishop of Canterbury in 1991) 

intending to ‘Swell the flock  greatly,’ and in the same 

year the new leader of the TGWU, Bill Morris, pledging 

to ‘rebuild  membership from the base of 1.2 million’. 

[473]  

 JP now examines number power in modern 

democratic systems where, because of the huge  

numbers involved: ‘There seems to be no way to find 

... a method of translating votes into power  that will 

satisfy everyone.’ The author is strongly influenced 

here by: ‘Arrow’s celebrated  “impossibility theorem”, 

which shows that it is “impossible to define a welfare 

function for a  democratic society satisfying all of a 
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small list of conditions ... there is no obvious way to 

convert  to consistency the utilitarian slogan of ‘the 

greatest good for the greatest number.”’  

 Whatever the size of the group involved – such as 

that of the European Union – struggles within  a 

democratic system ‘… are about power, and power is 

largely about resource entitlements: “who  gets what 

…”’. This kind of consideration has borne heavily 

upon the internal politics of Nigeria,  where in 1976 it 

was noted by a native demographer that the system of 

tribal fund-allocations  positively encouraged the 

already very strong pronatalist pressures.  

 Because of relative numbers involved in the USA, 

in the 19 90 re-apportionment of  congressional seats 

(and thus of Federal aid), the Washington based group 

Population-Environment  Balance noted that ‘New 

York, Illinois and Pennsylvania … will lose 7 

congressional seats [while]  the 3 states with the largest 

population increases, due to immigration, are expected 

to gain the most  seats. [480] California should pick up 

7 ... Florida 4, and Texas 3!’  

 The authors point out that ‘illegal immigrants … 

play a significant part in this.’ JP develops this  theme 

to suggest that a way to actually enfeeble concerted 

democratic number power is for central  governments 

to allow their states to split into opposing factions 

(Divide and Rule). A riven system  may contain the 

seeds of its own destruction. Thus, it was only 

because of a military takeover that  any semblance of 

democracy was ‘saved’ in Algeria in 1992: had the 

democratically elected  Muslim FIS been allowed to 

assume power one of its first acts would have been to 

abolish the  democratic system!  

 In democratic systems involving the huge 

numbers familiar to us, a sense of general impotence  

combined with manipulation by elites can so negate the 

mass will that they take to the streets. This  occurred in 

Brussels in 1996 when a crowd of ‘more than 250,000 

from all over Belgium  [assembled] to express their 

anger and contempt at the involvement of high 

officials in a rash of  paedophile murders’. This was 

followed by ‘… 13 arrests of top people, including a 

senior police  officer.’ [485]  

 JP approaches the end of the chapter by 

applying a mathematical analysis to the development 

of  number power within a society, and concludes that: 

‘Most of the time, even in well meaning  modern 

democracies, the number power of the people counts 

for very little.’  

  

JP Conclusions  

 The outcome of the evolutionary process so far is 

that the salience of quantity (human  numbers/group 

size) varies according to quality, which in turn varies 

according to resources,  culture, organisation, and 

technology.  Where numbers are of greatest importance 

the NF will by  definition be at its highest, and vice 

versa.  This will tend to be high both politically — with 

respect  to in-group conflict insofar as democracy rules 

— and militarily with regard to out-group conflict.  

When technology is low; numbers really count.  The NF 

will tend to be lower, both vis-à-vis the in-group when 

democracy is low, and vis-à-vis out-groups when 

technology is high.  

 Number-power was probably very significant in 

most early human societies — as it still is in  many of 

the isolated and traditional ones that still survive — 

and in more developed societies we  see that sheer 

numbers can sometimes become juggernauts in their 

effects, sweeping all before  them. On the other hand, 

even in modern democracies, large numbers of citizens 

can find that they  are powerless.  Other factors are 

always important, however, and can be more 

significant than the  numbers themselves.  

 Geography, culture, ideology, technology, 

organisation, and many other factors can individually  

play big and sometimes completely dominating parts in 

shaping the directions in which  governments aim, and 

countries find themselves actually travelling. In view of 

such a hectically  varied historical picture and the 

enormous complexity of the modern world system it 

will be a bold  or foolish commentator who insists on 

a single factor, the alleged necessity of increasing 

numbers  in order to increase power.  

 Most of the time, even in well-meaning modern 

democracies, the number-power of the people  counts 

for very little, as the Crossman Diaries so strikingly 

demonstrate.  As size and complexity  grow this 

problem seems to get worse rather than better. 

However much politicians go on about  ‘liberating’ and 

‘empowering’ the bulk of the people, they continue to 

make all the big decisions  with scant consideration for 

the actual wishes and needs of all these ‘empowered’ 

individuals.  Unless she/he happens to belong to a 

minority party, the sure sign of the typical politician’s  

commitment to actual living democracy is a cordial 

detestation of proportional representation and  of 

referenda on key issues, such as — at the time of 

writing — the Maastricht Treaty.  

 If numbers always or even in most situations 

granted power, our world would be almost  

unrecognisable.]] 
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CHAPTER 17 
Number-power in war 

 
 [[How could one man chase a thousand,  or two put ten thousand to flight?  

 (The Song of Moses.  Deuteronomy 32:30) 

  

 Number in itself in armies importeth not much where the people are of weak courage: for, as Virgil saith; 

 It  never troubles the wolf how many the sheep be.   

Sir Francis Bacon.   

(“Of the True Greatness of Kingdoms and  Estates”.   

In Essays, 1st pub. 1597.  

Present source-edition unattributed and undated, pp. 53–4)  

 

 

 Preamble 

 IN POPULATION FALLACIES (1977) I devoted 

the whole of chapter 5 to a critique of the belief  

underlying some pronatalist policies, that numbers are 

the main source of military power.  I don’t  want to 

repeat more of that than seems essential, especially as 

there is some overlap with chapter 11  here, dealing 

with the pursuit of number-power for military purposes. 

Here, I remake a few of the  points in PF — all of which I 

still stand by — give a little more evidence, and then 

restate the main  conclusions.  

 While it cannot be gainsaid that numbers are 

significant factors in warlike situations it is not  only 

the numbers of combatants, support services, and 

producers at the other end of the supply-lines  that 

count.  The whole paraphernalia of war, the numbers of 

guns, tanks, aircraft, ships, etc., count  at least equally 

with, and often more than, human number-power. Even 

when two sides are evenly  matched with respect to 

equipment, human numbers often matter much less 

than intelligence,  generalship, terrain, morale, and 

other factors.  

 After a brief acknowledgement of the obvious 

fact that in some circumstances sheer numbers  are the 

main factor, we then look at examples from both 

ancient and more recent history on the part  played 

by number-power in military and comparable affairs.]]  

  
ED Synopsis  

 JP opens by stating that, in modern warfare 

especially, factors such as effectiveness and numbers of  

weapons combined with skill and morale of 

combatants are usually of equal or more importance  

than sheer numbers. [495] Especially concerning morale, 

the author quotes Sir Francis Bacon,  himself quoting 

Virgil: ‘It never troubles the wolf, how many the sheep 

be.’ That said, in primitive  tribal warfare in Africa, 

number-power, especially ‘son-power’, has always 

been striven for, whilst  Pacific tribes look to roughly 

equal numbers to maintain a balance in disputes. The 

main thrust of  the chapter, however, is to bear out the 

theme that factors such as morale, intelligence, 

leadership,  weaponry etc are more important than 

sheer numbers.  

 Examples used range from the [501] writings of 

Field Marshal Lord Montgomery, through the  success 

of the Spanish in the 16 th Century Philippines to the 

supremacy of the Confederate army  under Robert E Lee 

during the first part of the American Civil War.  

 JP again applies a mathematical model to analyse 

the power-growth of a society when opposing  outside 

groups, and infers that, as technology grows, the power 

of numbers becomes less important.  He extrapolates 

this tendency and dwells on possible future conflicts 

fought mainly by robots,  pointing out that a start was 

made on this in the Gulf War. A final point is made that 

rapid  population growth can destabilise a social 

political system, and, through the effects of poverty,  

cause chaotic violence and revolution. The conclusion 

is that high population density and/or growth  is not 

the most important factor in military success, but can 

seriously detract from a state’s military  effectiveness 

by causing social dysfunction, and relocation of 

resources away from the armed  forces.  
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JP Conclusions  

 The numerous examples above demonstrate that 

although human number-power can by no means  be 

totally discounted in combat, it is only one of the factors 

tending to reinforce military strength  and success.  It 

follows from this that military propopulationism may 

not only fail to provide the  extra fighting strength 

desired, the extra numbers may even reduce the latter 

if they mop up  resources and investment that could 

otherwise go into military hardware.  They may even 

overload  the potential of the economy concerned to 

feed, train, and generally maintain the home 

population,  which must in most cases provide the 

supplies needed by the fighting forces.  

 The inevitable corollary of these facts is that the 

extra population obtained by a ‘success-ful’  pursuit of 

military might through number-power, may well turn 

out to be more of a liability than an  asset. My main 

conclusion on this topic at the end of chapter 5 in PF — 

by which I still stand —  went as follows:  

 If population were the dynamo generating 

military power then India would be more powerful 

than  the United States and the Soviet Union 

combined, and China would be almost as powerful 

as these  two plus most of Europe. I don’t think 

much is needed in the way of documentation to 

demonstrate  the absurdity of such a thesis.  (1977, 

p. 58)  

 It follows that a good deal of the pro-population 

competition that goes on is likely to be  unsuccessful at 

best, and downright dysfunctional at worst.]]  
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CHAPTER 18 
Number-power and population control 

 
 [[Human groups do make … successful attempts … to control their populations. But they are more often  inspired by concern 

for scarce social resources, for objects giving status and  prestige, than by concern for  dwindling  basic resources.  

(Mary Douglas, 1966, p. 268)  

 
 Families by Tikopian custom are made corresponding to orchards … so [they] are made small. If [families] are  large they … 

steal, they eat from the orchards, and if this goes on they kill each other.   

Tikopian elder. (Raymond Firth, 1936, p. 491) 

  

 Throughout Dutch New Guinea women will not rear more than two or three children … people love their  children but fear that 

the food supply will be insufficient … ‘Children are a burden, we become tired of them.  They destroy us’.   

WG Sumner on the Papuans of Geelvink Bay, New Guinea.  (1959 edn., p. 314) 

 

 

 

Preamble 

 CHAPTERS 5 TO 13 DEALT WITH BELIEFS IN 

NUMBER-POWER. From 15 onwards we  examined 

evidence for and against, concluding that in some 

situations extra numbers do give extra  group power 

for either defence or attack while in others they 

detract from it, and in situations with  many 

influences they have may have little effect. The amount, 

type, and quality of material  resources play an 

important part in determining group power, as do 

knowledge, technology,  organisation, morale, and still 

other variables.  

 We now look at the relationship between 

numbers and population control in lower animals, and  

then at number-power in human culture and politics. 

After that we concentrate on the power of  numbers 

to influence human population policies, notably explicit 

population control policies.]]  

  
ED Synopsis  

 After a survey of biological mechanisms in 

animal populations which appear when resources are  

scarce or numbers are too high, JP turns his attention 

to human societies. He suggests that most  societies at 

some time have, if not overt population controls, 

then a policy towards population  which is, perhaps 

subconsciously, built into the mores of the group. 

Population pressure can  however change some 

aspects of a group’s culture without direct alteration 

of the underlying  policy. JP here cites the Hindu 

cow, originally eaten but now sacred.  

 This was presumably a society with a population 

policy of laissez-faire which realised that it  needed all 

the working oxen it could get, hence the reverence for 

the producing dams. [515]  

 The rising costs of sites are causing changes in 

burial practices in Hong Kong, parts of China  and of the 

UK; and in India, where the price of wood has caused so 

many pyres to be skimped that  half a million tons of 

char-grilled corpses are cast annually into the 

Ganges, the subsequent health  risk is being addressed 

by the introduction of TRIONYX GANGETICUS, an 

especially voracious  species of turtle, bred for the 

purpose of corpse-scavenging. [518]  

 In the modern world many less developed 

countries have tentatively [521] pioneered overt  

population control, including India in 1953; ‘Although 

many of the policies lack real drive ...  The  LDC’s are 

streets ahead of the developed countries, not one of 

which has the gumption to adopt a  considered 

population policy.’ In the more developed countries 

sudden swings from pro-to anti-natalism are discussed 

for Japan [525], India [526], and Mexico, Brazil, 

Argentina and Syria [527].  

 The attitude of the USA towards foreign aid 

targeted at family planning programmes has  vacillated 

according to presidential whims; Iran has seen a dramatic 

change at the highest level,  from rabid pro-to fervent 

anti-natalism, though the birth rate there is still far too 

high. In comparing  India and China, JP discusses the 

differing outcomes of differing attitudes and shows that 

China has  been much more effective in population 

control. [532]  

 Immigration is seen as a constant irritant to 

indigenous populations where nominal democracy is  

repeatedly overridden by de facto autocracies with their 

own agendas and private ethics, allowing  much freer 
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immigration than universally desired: [533] 

‘Throughout the USA and Western Europe  the public 

opinion polls, and many other indicators, have shown 

for decades that the great mass of  the public wants 

much tighter controls on immigration than the 

political elites have been prepared  to give them. True 

in Germany, France, Italy, the UK and elsewhere, 

increasingly controls have  been imposed ... but not 

nearly tightly enough to satisfy the will of the people.’  

 JP’s conclusions form a summary of the chapter, 

putting a strong emphasis on the need for tight  

immigration control. [535]  

  

JP Conclusions  

 This chapter shows that in lower animal 

populations number-power is a very important factor in 

the  mechanisms of population control. Many species 

have evolved complex social systems — based  on 

such things as territory and the peck-order — which in 

normal years effectively control their  numbers so as to 

prevent overpopulation and undue pressure on 

resources.  In the case of humans;  throughout history 

the power of surplus population (i.e. the number that 

cannot be fed or otherwise  coped with at a particular 

time and place) has been almost universally recognised 

and dealt with.  

 In other words, the number-power of surplus 

populations — usually an abstract concept  (another 

negative number since the policies adopted prevented 

its occurrence, or, commonly,  recurrence) — has 

historically been very effective in producing 

appropriate policies.  It has  moulded social, cultural, 

economic, and political variables into norms and 

behaviour patterns that  constitute a population control 

policy and programme, either overt or covert; de jure or 

de facto; or,  in sociological terms, ‘manifest’ or ‘latent’. The 

obvious implication is that these are not only  legitimate 

but essential parameters for an ecologically sound 

basis to all societies at all times.  

Excessive population pressure can obviously be 

generated by excess births, by immigration, by  

important resource or environment changes, or by 

some combination of these factors.  So for the  

foreseeable future migration must be as effectively 

controlled as births, both of these as parts of the  wider 

process of balancing numbers and resources against 

each other at an acceptable quality of  life.  

 We hear a lot about the great ‘unmet need’ for 

voluntary birth control but I have yet to hear any  

explicit acknowledgement of the huge ‘unmet need’ 

for immigration into the developed countries.  The 

most liberal and democratic society must sooner or 

later grasp the nettle and make it absolutely  clear 

that there are strict limits, which will be rigorously 

enforced.  

 No amount of highflown moralising can 

eliminate that grim reality and it would be better for 

all  concerned if such controls form part of an overall 

population policy decided through open,  informed, 

and democratic debate.  The ‘liberal’/ethical/ 

(ir)rational aspects of these matters are  discussed in 

the final three chapters.]]  
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PART V.  
PROBLEMS ARISING 

 
CHAPTER 19 

Theoretical considerations 

 

 [[Demography, long a feckless science, without masters or pupils, is slowly achieving recognition. But the drop  of water in a cloud 

is incapable of conceiving the shape of the cloud … in the same way population is still  tragically unaware of itself.  

Alfred Sauvy. (General Theory of Population, 1969, p. ix)  

  

Any subject which finds it necessary, or indeed possible, to consider its material divorced from an appropriate  body of theory 

must be in trouble…A large part of the work done in demography remains remote from the  canons of scientific inquiry.   

Coleman & Schofield. (The State of Population Theory: Forward From Malthus,  1986, pp. 1 & 3)  

 

 

 

 Preamble 

 ATTITUDES TO THEORISING vary widely.  For 

some it is the be-all and end-all of intellectual  

respectability, for others it is a complete waste of time.  

On the basis of survey evidence I have  criticised the 

preoccupation with theory of British sociologists as: ‘a 

sort of intellectual Dutch-elm  disease eating its way 

through what ought to be the main stem of the social 

sciences’ (1976, p. 43)  and enquired whether — vis-à-

vis the ‘Candy Floss Society’ we were said to have 

degenerated into we had a ‘Candy-Floss Sociology to 

match’.  

 At the other extreme, the hardheaded (sometimes 

blockheaded) empiricist, the ‘practical’ man,  

proclaims with Papal Infallibility that ‘an ounce of 

practice is worth a ton of theory’. Well, sometimes it is, 

especially with activities such as playing the piano or 

riding a bike, but a little difficulty  here stems from the 

fact that this dogma is itself based on a theory: the 

theory that other people’s  theories are a waste of time.  

 Many theories do turn out to be a waste of time 

(except that some of the bad ones may have  forced us 

to reexamine facts and think harder) but the only 

way to find out is to work through them  thoroughly 

in the light of all the evidence and the best critical 

thinking available.  We cannot escape  theorising so it is 

best to make it overt and test it as well as possible against 

reality, although,  clearly, this book is not intended to be 

a deeply theoretical work.  

 Much existing theorising in related fields is 

touched on only in passing or, where it seems too  

highflown or in another way not strictly germane, left 

out together.  

 

 

 

 

 However, even if they do not think it essential, 

some readers may find a framework useful so a  

compromise is attempted, starting with a look at 

population competition in lower animals.  

 There follows a brief demonstration that, although 

with respect to human populations there is  some 

excellent material on the fear of population decline, the 

‘minority hypothesis’, etc., there is  not much on directly 

confrontational population competition. A tentative 

and down-to-earth  theoretical statement is then 

provided.]]  
  
ED Synopsis  

 JP commences by setting out various theories of 

human population from various researchers and  

commentators, as they attempt to discern basic 

underlying dynamics. It is only after seven pages of  

discussion that he admits: ‘my own view [is] that this 

general theory of population is a chimera.’ He  goes 

on to quote the sociologist Andreski, drawing the 

conclusion: ‘The Andreski formula sets forth  ... [the] 

simple and ‘irrefutable’ empirical relationship between 

three sets of variables: births, deaths  and resources, 

whereas the demographic ... Theory of Everything would 

have to explain all possible  relationships between 

them’. [544]  

 Under the heading ‘Human Population 

Competition Theory’ the author outlines social factors  

modifying it, then shows the extreme dearth of 

references on the subject, before attempting closer  

study. [546] He first notes the distinction between 

the ‘passive population  competition’ of a group  

which merely fears falling numerically behind 

another, and the ‘positive population competition’ of  
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a group actively seeking to remedy a perceived 

imbalance. [547-8] Examples of the latter are given  for 

the French vis-a-vis the Germans, the Arabs within 

Israel, the Quebecois and the Dutch.  

 In 1927 a previous observer, HP Fairchild, had 

detected 5 possible factors in positive  competition, 

being militaristic, dynastic, religious, cultural and 

megalomaniac. Other observers  have outlined a 

complex ‘minority status’ hypothesis of dubious 

reliability, though JP’s application  of the ‘double 

minority syndrome’, affecting the perceptions of the 

citizens of Northern Ireland,  makes much sense.  

 Professor Heer’s book of 1968 touches on the idea 

of population competition in the USA, and  makes three 

interesting points:  

 a) the increase in Roman Catholic numbers has 

gone along with increasing political power,  

culminating in the 1960 election of President J.F. 

Kennedy;  

 b) blacks, despite higher breeding rates ‘… are 

most persecuted where they form the largest  

proportion.’  

 c) the Jews, then only 3% of the population, and 

with a lower fertility rate, were nevertheless  generally 

better off than either Catholics or Protestants. [552]  

 The remainder of the chapter consists of closely 

detailed analysis of the perceptions and  strategies 

driving population competition between groups. JP’s 

conclusion contains the words:  ‘Most of the theory is 

irrelevant to both public and decision-makers. 

Concentration on theorising ...  has led to the present 

situation in which the core of the topic -- population 

competition – making the  population explosion even 

more intense than it would otherwise be - has been almost 

totally  ignored’.  

  

JP Conclusions  

 With respect to the theme of the book — 

population competition in general and competitive  

breeding in particular based on the power-of-numbers 

theory — virtually all of the above problems,  

interesting and important although they often are, 

can be laid aside. As the two quotations at the  head 

of this chapter claim and the analysis here supports, 

there is not — and probably never can be  — a general 

theory of human population, certainly not one that can 

explain competition over  numbers as well as all the 

other problematic phenomena.  

 The most likely contender, Sauvy’s General Theory, 

does not contain a syllable on any possible  general 

theory and it may be that hunting for such a 

demographic ‘theory of everything’ — of the  kind 

now sought by some of our more ambitious cosmologists 

— is a waste of time.  The nearest  approach to such a 

theory rests, as Andreski so forcefully showed, on the 

ecological truisms  forming the foundation of the 

Malthusian approach.  These are that all populations 

have both an  innate capacity and a tendency to 

expand indefinitely but that all must and will sooner 

or later be  restrained at some level by population 

‘checks’, to use Malthus’ term, of one kind or another.  

 In commonsense terms we have seen there are 

only four broad possibilities concerning a causal  link 

between numbers and power and only two of these can 

lead to population competition,  possibly including 

competitive breeding.  Only one of these two criteria 

has to be satisfied for the  behaviour to take place, 

although, of course, it does not necessarily follow.  In 

addition to the proto-theory about number-power in 

the minds of the leadership, in the group consciousness, 

or both,  there must be factors producing motivation to 

put it into practice in that situation.  

 It will have no effect on thought or behaviour if 

there is a causal link but people do not know  about 

it. Conversely, there will be an effect if there is no link 

but people are sure that one exists.  With a positive 

connection between numbers and power in some 

aspects of some situations up to a  point, the 

temptation — all too easily reinforceable by the belief 

that it is best to err on the safe side  — is to conclude 

that Bigger is always Better. If there only may be a 

connection between numbers  and power then for 

some of those hungry for power — the message is, ‘go 

for number-power’.  

 Insofar as this is true then most of the theory is 

irrelevant to both public and decision makers.  

Concentration on theorising in what little literature there 

is around the topic has led to the present  situation in 

which the core of the topic — population 

competition making the population explosion  even 

more intense than it would otherwise be — has been 

almost totally ignored.]]  
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CHAPTER 20 
Ethical Considerations 
(a) Cooking the books 

 
[[Although people may have no interest in what they are saying, we must not absolutely conclude from this that  they are not 

lying; for there are some people who lie for the mere sake of lying.   

Blaise Pascal. (1623–62).  (Pensees, p. 34)  

 

 ‘Pseudology’, 1658.  False speaking; the making of false statements; ‘Art of Lying’. 

 So;  Pseudologia,  Pseudologist, maker of false statements, a (systematic) liar.  

(SOED, 1959, II, p. 1, 611)  

 
 Pseudologia Fantastica; obsessive, or constitutional tendency to lying circumstantially, and to an excessive  extent.  

 James Drever.  (1952, p. 224)  

 

 

 Preamble 

 It is obvious that no attempt to deal with the 

population/resources/development/  

pollution/conservation/quality of life problem is 

likely to get very far without three fundamental  

things. First, a reasonably accurate knowledge of 

facts and trends. Second, a good down to earth  

theoretical understanding. Third, reasonably honest 

communication between professionals and  between 

both them and the public and its political leaders.  

 Painfully aware of the amount and seriousness 

of suppression and distortion in population  matters, 

even deliberate invention — mainly by non-

professionals in the field — it seemed  desirable to 

present the evidence against the verity level in other 

disciplines and in the wider  society. A long and varied 

experience in private and nationalised industry, the 

armed forces, and  finally the academic world, had left 

me with a fairly jaundiced but still not cynical opinion of 

the  general level of integrity.  

 My lifelong observations of honesty and 

effectiveness in the workings of social institutions — in  

particular in their political aspects — had done little to 

soften that conclusion.  However, when, for  this task, I 

came to study book-cooking, reading literature on it, 

and looking at newspapers, etc.  with special attention, 

I was appalled.  The stream of evasions, half-truths, 

and downright lies,  rapidly swelled into such a torrent 

as, very nearly, to sweep away all thoughts of writing a 

book on  population competition — or indeed 

anything to do with population and poverty — and 

to write  one on dishonesty in public life instead.  

 It came to look as if the typically abysmal levels 

of public honesty prevent any possibility of  plain 

dealing not only with the facts and arguments I 

wanted to put forward, but with the evidence  in any 

other sphere of discourse or to do with any other 

major problem facing humankind.   

 It seemed for a time that unless standards of 

debate and behaviour could somehow be raised  there 

was simply no point in producing such a work.  If 

there was to be a book at all, it should  surely tackle the 

logically prior problem, making some attempt, however 

feeble or hopeless, to seek  a rise in standards by drawing 

attention to the dismally low existing level of probity in 

public  affairs.  

 This led to a writing-block lasting many weeks 

before I was able to decide that I must try to  finish 

the book roughly as planned except for a much greater 

emphasis than originally intended on  this sorry aspect 

of human affairs.  This is now attempted in two stages, 

dealing first with book-cooking in general, and then 

in the population sphere.]]  

  
ED Synopsis  

 The chapter opens with a fascinating outline of 

the extent to which lying permeates society.  

Examples are given of opinion polls showing the high 

level of acceptance by the American public  of the 

practice of evasion. JP surmises that ‘Americans are 

probably no worse than other peoples in  this respect.’ 

He then discusses, with examples, dishonesty amongst 

politicians, and reveals the  astonishing fact that; ‘In 

August 1991 the UK Advertising Standards Authority 

reaffirmed the  outrageous principle that - as long as it 
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does not appeal for funds – advertising by political 

parties,  charities and other pressure groups will 

continue to be exempt from any need to be truthful.’ 

[565]  

 In British political debates especially, the author 

notes, the quality of debate commands more  respect 

than the truth (or otherwise) contained. Discussion of 

evasion by the police and religions  generally is 

followed by examples found in science and technology. 

Examples of stonewalling and  prevarication are given 

from the affairs of the Space Shuttle Challenger and 

Chernobyl disasters,  and from the difficulties the 

Consumers Association experienced in extricating 

statements on safety  in the Channel Tunnel from the 

Safety Authority. [528]  

 The author’s experience as an engineer and 

conservationist enables him to expand in interesting  

detail on the suppression of the Nodding Duck 

technology of wave-powered electricity production  

by the Atomic Energy Authority, when the latter was 

able to delay the development of the process  by at 

least 10 years. This section ends with a discussion of 

Sissela Bok’s book ‘Lying’, showing  that, in Western 

professional life generally, honesty is not given a high 

priority, whilst public  confidence in those same 

professions slumps ever lower, a process assisted by 

ongoing media  exposés.  

 It is particularly interesting to learn that: ‘The 

major works of moral philosophy ... are silent on  this 

subject.’ In moving on to the subject of fiddling 

population facts and figures specifically, JP  first outlines 

a few ‘white lies’, such as the Cork Family Planning 

Clinic’s thin concealment of their  involvement in the 

advocacy of the use of artificial contraceptives (as 

opposed to the largely useless  ‘Rhythm Method’). [ [573 

& 75] Falsified census figures are revealed from Saudi 

Arabia and  Soviet Russia, before electoral chicanery is 

addressed. Ballot rigging in America, Nazi Germany,  

Iraq and Nigeria are described, then the Roman 

Catholic Church hierarchy comes under fire for its  

number-fiddling, based on attitudes towards population 

which are ‘… justified by neither scripture  nor 

tradition’, let alone morality.  

 JP is also highly critical of voluntary aid 

organisations generally and their dedicated evasion 

of  the concept of population-pressure, which often 

leads them to obscurantist arguments. He notes  that, 

whilst playing down the burgeoning numbers as 

contributory factors in the making of  disasters, 

organisations will willingly quote those same burgeoning 

numbers when they present  themselves for aid. The 

author has been heavily involved with OXFAM for 

many years, and is able  to cite many instances of that 

organisation’s far from open attitude.  [582]  

 He has also had direct contacts with the ODA, 

especially when run by Baroness Chalker, and he  

supplies strong evidence that the government, though 

paying lip-service to the need for supplying  aid to 

population-related action, is reluctant to admit the 

low significance attached to it in terms of  resources 

allocated. [585]  

 JP turns his attention to obfuscation in the media 

and points out that a very large problem here is  

demographic illiteracy, illustrated by the difficulty which 

most commentators seem to have in  distinguishing 

between ‘population growth rates’, ‘birth-rates’and 

‘natural increase’. [587] Even the  New Scientist has 

published, in an article by Fred Pearce, the claim that 

‘theories of escalating  population growth rates have 

been proved wrong.’  

 JP observes: ‘ecologically informed commentators 

merely remark on the obvious fact that  population 

growth rates not only cannot continue to escalate to 

even higher levels, they cannot  possible carry on much 

longer at anything like their present rates’.  

 He notes that it has been suggested that as the 

New Scientist is part of a large capitalist empire it  may 

not welcome any call for a movement leading to a limit 

on labour and consumers. [590] In any  case, the ploy 

used by most media is simply to avoid any mention 

whatsoever of overpopulation.  When, again considering 

immigration, the author notes that the large scale racial 

discrimination  underpinning violence in the rest of the 

world ‘in India, Pakistan, Bangladesh, Lebanon, Latin  

America ... Somalia and in very many African societies 

…’ is usually played down as a factor ‘…  in order to 

sustain the absurd fiction that only Whites can be 

guilty of … racism … and that  numbers have no 

relevance to socioeconomic issues.’[591]  

 JP points out that, in fact, numbers are the most 

important basic issue in population-related  discussion, 

and if immigration is occurring in too high numbers 

then it is in the best interests of the  public to air this 

fact, and in the best interests of the pro-immigration 

lobby to conceal it. [594]  

 A common ploy by the latter is to refuse to 

engage in what they disparagingly label as ‘… the  

numbers-game ...’ and to obscure the fundamental 

statistics and trends with a smoke-screen of  

moralising. ‘As Britain’s 1997 general election loomed 

fatuous slogan number 2 ... “playing the  race-card” 

began to take over from fatuous slogan number 1, 

“playing the numbers-game” ’  

 Numbers are still covertly viewed on all sides as 

important in immigration issues nevertheless, to  the 
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extent that serious evasion or deliberate lying is used 

by politicians and officials in France, the  UK and the 

USA.  

 For example, when Labour Home Secretary, 

Richard Crossman and his colleagues exerted great  

pressure on the Registrar General to force him to play 

down immigration data. Figure-rigging in  Australia and 

the USA, also, has been considerable. [601, 3 & 4]  

 Towards the end of this chapter JP identifies as ‘a 

form of demosophistry perhaps more  profound and 

damaging than all the others put together ...’ the 

practice of incessant academic study  of the problem of 

‘finessing decimal places’ rather than trying to come up 

with practical solutions  for these pressing issues. He 

sums this up as ‘a covert redefinition of the 

population/development  issue from “massive practical 

problem requiring urgent solution”, to “fascinating 

scientific problem  worthy of intensive and indefinite 

study.” He labels this a sort of scientific masturbation.’ 

[606 & 9]  

 The conclusion is that ‘good statistics are the 

most potent reality indicators’ but that we as a  species 

are shying wildly away from the real world. [611]  

  

JP Conclusions  

 This material confirms something we all know 

from everyday experience, that we humans are not a  

very honest lot.  It raises the possibility that we are all 

natural-born liars.  We may have an inherited  

propensity to deceive in the pursuit of self-preservation.  

This is expressed through and fostered by  our 

generally innumerate culture, our ignorance and 

suspicion of statistics, and our general  unwillingness 

to face awkward facts. As TS Eliot dryly observed, 

‘humanity cannot bear very  much reality’, and good 

statistics are among the most potent reality-indicators.  

 As book-cooking is widespread in all spheres of 

activity it is not surprising to find it in  population and 

related studies.  There is conclusive proof that this is so. 

Many individuals and  agencies, for a great variety of 

reasons (personal, political, military, religious, and so 

on) avoid,  deny, distort, or even invent 

demographic ‘evidence’. The complex  

population/resources/pollution/conservation/ quality of 

life problem — the most serious one facing  our species 

now that the threat of atomic war has receded — 

demands, and is especially amenable  to, fairly precise 

quantification.  

 We must get our act together, learn how, and 

then practise honest brokerage with the facts,  develop 

scientific, political, ethical, social, journalistic, and personal 

norms that as far as possible  rule out cooked facts and 

figures, correct any which inevitably squeeze through 

the net, and pillory  those who deliberately mislead.]] 
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CHAPTER 21 
Ethical considerations 

(b) The Kamikaze Conscience   

 
 [[This is a world in which men of different race, colour and creed must — in the words of WH Auden — love  one another or die.   

Bishop Trevor Huddleston.  

(1978 Runnymede Lecture.  Commonwealth Institute,  

 London, 21 March)  

  
The idiot who praises, with enthusiastic tone.  

 All centuries but this and every country but his own.  

 Gilbert & Sullivan.  (The Mikado, 1885) 

  

 Do not fear the rascally or the wicked: eventually they are unmasked. Fear the deluded man of goodwill.  

 Ferdinando Galiani (1728–87  (See below)  

 

 There is no odour so bad as that which arises from goodness tainted. It is human. It is divine, carrion.  

 Henry David Thoreau.  (1962, p. 63)  

 

 Never ask a person to act against his own self-interest.   

Garrett Hardin.  (1977, p. 2)  

 

 

 Preamble 

 THIS CHAPTER IS INCLUDED because the 

subject of population — besides being highly  emotive 

— raises the most profound moral problems.  This is 

especially true of population control,  and more 

especially still, of the topic here, population 

competition.  This book contains much  moralising. 

Nevertheless, I make no apology for that even as I 

argue in other chapters how ill-informed, prejudiced, 

irrational, and even downright dishonest much 

commentary is.  I regard my  own moralising — 

despite its possibly overheated tone at times — as a 

sort of liberalism, but of a  hardheaded and not too 

palatable a kind.  The ‘no-such-thing-as-a-free-

lunch’ variety.  

 What I want to show here is how very hypocritical, 

unecological, and generally dysfunctional is  a great deal 

of the mainstream sort of ‘liberalism’. The term is put in 

quotation marks as some of it  is not worthy of the name 

— the overly ‘altruistic’ and ‘liberal’ thinking and 

grand moralising on  these and other matters that take 

no account whatever of human capacities and actual 

behaviour.  This must on no account be read as an all-

out attack on morality, liberalism, concern, or 

practical  help to those less fortunate than oneself.  

Rather, it is a cri de coeur for clearer thinking, a longer  

view, and a more informed approach to the 

monumental problems facing humankind.  

 As Garrett Hardin inexorably reminds us, these 

will not only not be solved by high-level moralising 

and appeals for mass altruism, they are likely to be 

made ever larger and even more  intractable by an 

over-zealous and uncritical reliance on this approach.  

 What I am really getting at is the sort of 

‘liberalism’ that leads to journalism and other writings,  

as heartless as they are brainless, which treat violent 

convicted criminals more courteously than  their 

sorely afflicted or even dead victims.  

 For instance, a report by Edward Lucas from 

Washington on the self-confessed mass murderer,  Leroy 

Evans, referred to him with elaborate deference nine 

times as ‘Mr Evans’ and never by any  other form of an 

address. One of his 60 claimed victims, on the other hand, 

a ten-year-old girl  raped and murdered, was curtly 

introduced as Beatrice Routh and subsequently 

referred to as  ‘Routh’. (Lucas, 1991, p. 12)  Another 

convicted mass murderer in the same article gets the 

same  obeisance and this moronic ‘morality’ rears its 

head in many spheres.  

 The liberal qualifications of some of those 

aggressively taking up good causes is sometimes  

open to question.  Some get a lot of publicity for 

themselves, as well as for the cause, often a jet-  
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setting lifestyle, considerable exposure on chat-shows 

and so forth as they work their way up the  social and 

economic hierarchy.  Des Wilson, who undoubtedly did 

much good for the homeless, in  getting lead out of petrol, 

in pushing for a Freedom of Information Act, in heading 

Friends of the  Earth, and as President of the Liberal 

Party, caused dismay to many of his former admirers 

when he  took a highly paid post with a hard-nosed 

PR company representing such companies as Union  

Carbide, the one responsible for the Bhopal disaster.  

 The dismay turned to shock and sorrow for 

many when soon afterwards he joined the British  

Airports Authority as Director of Corporate and Public 

Affairs.  His response to his former allies  was brief and 

to the point: ‘I don’t need to defend myself ... My friends 

understand and fuck my  enemies, and you can quote me 

on that’. (Erlichman, 1994, p. 25 & Smithers & Weale, 

1994, p. 2)]]  

  
ED Synopsis  

 JP opens the chapter by attempting to distinguish 

between real and bogus liberalism and then  invokes 

commentators who claim to detect a possible 

evolutionary basis of altruism. Under the  heading 

‘Altruism in Practice’ he describes the extreme 

impracticability of the Australian  intellectuals’ version 

of liberalism towards immigration which is also very 

much at odds with the  sentiments of the Australian 

citizens in general. [618] In the USA, although there may 

well have  once been a grass roots welcome of potential 

immigrants ‘a more than countervailing truth …. is  that 

all public opinion polls have for years shown huge 

majorities in favour of much tighter  immigration 

controls.’ [621]  

 The author’s opinion is that, in ignoring the views 

of the majority – whether in Australia, the  USA or 

Europe – and pursuing ill-considered liberalism, 

governments are in fact creating perfect  breeding 

grounds for extremism. [585] This brand of ‘liberalism’ 

ignores the effects of population  growth in Africa, 

and analyses the continent’s troubles ‘as part of the 

allegedly shameful heritage of  colonialism.’ He 

quotes Andreski’s seminal book The African Predicament 

which says; ‘the dogma  that an African can do no 

wrong has gained acceptance among many European 

and American  intellectuals.’  

 The quotation goes on to point out that this is in fact 

an insulting condescension ‘because it  tacitly assumes 

that Africans must be judged by less demanding 

standards than other men …  African politicians find 

this dogma very useful.’  

 JP develops now an argument to demonstrate 

that modern ‘liberals’ prefer to espouse causes  which 

they can, as it were, keep at a distance. He defines [627] 

the modern ‘political romanticism’  of these liberals by 

using a quote from ‘… an old Fabian pamphlet ... by 

Amis, in which the latter  refers to “an irrational 

capacity to become inflamed by causes that are not 

one’s own” – so long as  they do not become too 

arduous. When they do get too arduous, there seems 

then to be a ready  supply of less thoughtful people 

who are ready and willing to resort to violent extremes 

to take up  the cause’. [630]  

 The author here quotes the dubious activities 

of ‘pro-lifers’, and also of Roman Catholic priests  

and nuns who gave support and succour to active 

members of the IRA. JP suggests that much of the  

motivation lies in the will to experience the adrenaline 

generated. Having underlined the  undemocratic nature 

of modern, impractical liberalism, JP analyses, with a 

table of figures,  amounts given to charities by UK 

citizens. He observes that local charities receive more 

than  national, whilst foreign causes come a poor 3 , 

and that all three are dwarfed by the sums spent on rd  

pleasure and leisure.  

 Similarly, official foreign aid falls very short of 

official rhetoric, and the question must in any  case be 

faced as to whether, given the breeding habits of the 3 

rd World, short term aid which saves  life now will 

decrease or actually increase the sum of long-term 

suffering. [638 & 40]  

 JP concludes the chapter by stressing that though 

unrealistic policies can sometimes be put into  

operation for a time, success in the long run demands that 

policies must be based on realism.  

  

JP Conclusions  

 This chapter might be seen as an onslaught on 

many of what are generally understood to be liberal  

causes and liberalism in general.  Nevertheless, I cling 

to the hope that it is not merely not  destructive but 

positively supportive of genuine liberalism; the sort 

set forth by Zanobi and both  advocated and to a 

considerable degree practised by Gandhi.  Wildly 

unrealistic policies — such as  America’s Prohibition, 

Hitler’s dream of creating a Master-Race and world 

dominion, and the  Communist plan to unite the 

workers of the world for socialism — can sometimes 

be forced  through and maintained for a time, but 

success in the longer run demands that policies must be  

reality-based.  

 While we may and indeed should continue, with 

Old Khayyam, to dream of and aspire to a more  

nearly perfect future world — one in which all human 

beings are healthy, happy, prosperous, and  free — we 
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must resolutely avoid the South-Sea-Bubbles of 

reformist zeal.  The ideal must be  tempered by the all-

too-real and potent present and future constraints, the 

most immediate of which  are the limits of a finite set 

of material environmental resources, and the ever 

increasing  competition for these as both numbers and 

demands per head continue to explode.  

 Underlying these are the definite if not precisely 

measurable limitations of human nature.  Compared 

with our nearest relatives, the chimpanzees (themselves 

very intelligent compared with  most forms of life) we 

are undoubtedly an amazingly clever, adaptable, and 

moral lot.  Nevertheless, compared with what is out 

there to be discovered we still know very little, and  

compared with the lofty levels of human intelligence, 

insight, and sociability that we are  occasionally 

allowed to glimpse and begin to grasp as real possibilities, 

most of us, most of the  time, fall very far short.  

 Perhaps the most powerful constraint of all — 

not necessarily a wholly bad thing — is that our  most 

basic motivation is self-interest, or rather, perceived self-

interest, since we often have ill-formed ideas of what 

our best interests really are. This is not the same as 

saying we are all totally  selfish all of the time — 

although many of us are pretty selfish much of the 

time — since it is quite  feasible, and the attempt is 

often made, to further one’s own self-interest while 

having reasonable  regard to the self-interest of the other 

parties to a transaction.  

 The population, resources, sustainable quality of 

life crunch is by far the biggest problem facing  

humanity and starry-eyed idealism and pseudo-

liberalism about its dimensions and possibilities are  

two of the biggest obstacles in the way of realistic, 

just, and lasting solutions.  We must somehow  

combine with our highest ideals a Zanobian basilisk-

like stare at the hard realities of ourselves and  our 

situation.]]  
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CHAPTER 22 
Rationality in human behavior 

 
[[What a piece of work is man! How noble in reason! How infinite in faculty! In form, in moving …  

 in apprehension how like a god.   

William Shakespeare.  (Hamlet, II. ii.316)  

 

 During the greater part of our lives we … we tend to prefer unreason to reason and … 

 the more  important the question, the greater is this tendency.  

Rupert Crawshay Williams. (1947, The Comforts of Unreason, p. 2)  

  

There isn’t anything so grotesque or so incredible that the average human being can’t believe it.  

 Mark Twain.  (Uncompleted autobiography.  After Doyno, 1983)  

 

 

 Preamble 

 PERHAPS MOST INFORMED PEOPLE WILL 

AGREE that, after the possibility of a nuclear  

holocaust, our most important problem is the 

population/resources crunch.  If this is so it is an area  

in which hard facts, good theories, cool heads, and 

efficient policies and pro-grammes are badly  needed. 

Sadly, if Crawshay-Williams is correct, it is an area in 

which unreason is most likely to  triumph.  Two 

millennia ago Seneca de clared that ‘Man is a 

reasoning animal’ but if he and Hamlet were right 

we could not have got into the mess we now wallow 

in.  Surely Oscar Wilde was nearer the mark, agreeing 

with Seneca’s starting-point, but adding:  

 One is tempted to define man as a rational 

animal who always loses his temper when  … 

called upon  to act in accordance to the dictates of 

Reason. (Wilde, 1977, p. 1,044)  

 A quaint report about unreason, from Nigeria, 

said that people were being severely beaten by  angry 

street mobs as they were suspected of being pickpockets of 

an especially evil kind,  malefactors who steal not 

valuables but men’s genital organs, supposedly 

achieved by means of  witchcraft-informed 

handshakes. (Aylward, 1991, p. 179) A report from 

Ghana said that two men  were killed by a mob for 

shrinking penises. (1)  

 It is comforting to have a good laugh at the queer 

doings of other folk, not so easy with one’s  own, and 

yet much of our behaviour as individuals and of the social 

systems we take for granted is  riddled with irrational 

values, customs, and institutions.  Just a few examples 

from Britain today  will have to suffice.  

 UK utilities spend more than £1 billion every year 

digging and reinstating (very approximately)  some two 

million holes in roads and footpaths (Baily, 1985, p. 3) yet 

it seems impossible even in  this age of computers and 

electronic communication to establish liaison and 

cooperation about  them. Tens of millions are wasted 

every year in digging up roads by one utility that have 

only just  been ‘restored’ by another.  Small wonder 

that some of our roads look like tank testing-ranges.  

 Before our motorway system was started, 

someone actually put some thought into making the  

signs — which have to be read accurately at high 

speed — as legible and unambiguous as possible.  

Rigorous research showed that lower-case white letters 

on a blue background were the best, and  this standard 

was adopted with considerable success.  Yet, 35 years 

later, virtually all the temporary  signs — mostly 

important danger-warnings of one sort or another — 

are in cramped block capitals,  white on red, 

plastered at all angles in any old position all over the 

road.  The overhead electronic  ‘notice boards’ also use 

block capitals. Nobody cares. Nobody thinks.]]  
  
ED Synopsis  

 JP starts with an entertaining selection from 

home and abroad of corporate irrationality.  He 

moves  on to consider the received truths (defined as ‘the 

definition of the situation’) which underlie much  of this 

irrationality. He turns as an example to the political 

correctness which prompts ‘Western  apologists [to] ... 

create a hullabaloo about the black-hearted 

wickedness of their own government  in refusing 

permission to all immigrants, legal or illegal, to bring in 



 

DataCrítica: International Journal of Critical Statistics, Vol.1, No.1 Supplement                           65  

 

relatives – sometimes the whole  extended family, 

sometimes even at an immediate and continuing 

charge on the public purse’. [647]  

 His most thought-provoking comments, though, 

are upon what I take to be the concept of the  Ecological 

Footprint (he does not use the actual term). [585] He 

observes: ‘Two completely  incompatible principles are 

embodied in most of the moralising in this sphere: 1) All 

peoples are  entitled to absolute sovereignty over the 

resources of their territory. 2) All peoples are entitled 

to a  share of the world’s resources wherever these 

happen to be.  It takes little thought to see that a  

combination of these two spells out a recipe for 

disaster’. [651]  

 In discussing ‘Self-interest, rationality and 

effective behaviour.’ JP considers that our pursuit of  

short-term self-interest often conflicts with our long term 

interests, and that we are in any case ‘…  very selective 

in perceiving and assessing the information related 

to the various possible courses of  action’. However, 

despite our individual lack of rationality, complex 

social systems are able to run  for long periods because 

of what he describes as ‘structural rationality’ – the in-

built social  mechanisms of a society evolved through 

much trial and error. [653]  

 One example of ‘…entrenched human 

irrationality is the virtually universal irrationality of  

language’. JP has come to the conclusion that a 

simplified version of English as the emergent lingua  

franca would be a useful contribution to the cause of 

universal understanding. He thinks this  modification 

unlikely to occur. In the use of English in the UK 

currently, his analysis of matter read  by the British 

public leads him to conclude that ‘more than 95% of 

the adult book reading effort  goes to non-

essentials’.[663]  

 The chapter turns to consideration of irrationality 

in science and technology, before commenting  on the 

superstitions surrounding numbers and statistics, and 

settling on the general mistrust often  felt of anyone 

attempting to quote statistics concerning population 

issues specifically. ‘This special  case of numerophobia 

is a phobia not against individuals or groups ... but 

against the idea of  quantifying them in any way … 

there is still a hard core of opposition to the very idea 

of counting  people.’  

 JP categorises the various phobias (‘demophobias’- 

another of his neologisms) which grip  people when 

considering population matters (All OPT members 

would appear to fall into at least  one or two of these 

categories!). [666] His researches have revealed that 

talk of competitive  breeding is more or less taboo. 

After a rather technical overview of theories of 

rationality the author  ends the chapter by suggesting 

that we – that is, the highly technological ‘developed’ 

societies –  need to realise that primitive societies, 

whilst irrational in small ways such as the perceived 

need to  sacrifice animals and humans to ensure good 

crops, were highly rational in [676] their recognition  

of the need to balance numbers with resources.  

  

JP Conclusions  

 Many examples have been given here of evasion, 

fiddling the figures, and plain irrationality in the  hard 

sciences, in technology, the social sciences, politics, 

religion, ethics, and still other spheres.  However, the 

starting point for any serious consideration of these 

issues should be not a study of  the failings of others, 

but in as deep and dispassionate a look as one can 

manage at one’s own  opinions, values, and behaviour.  

 This is where the foundation is to be found of our 

perceptions of the world and its scope and  problems, 

and in our reasoning, rationalisations, and moral 

judgements.  In most cases, the more  penetrating and 

unwavering the gaze, the more salutary will be the 

experience. As Erich Fromm  pointed out, our 

irrationality causes us not only to think, speak and 

behave in contradictory ways, it  tends to make us 

block out hard facts and/or any of their implications 

that do not fit into our current  ‘mind-set’.  

 The irrationalities of any given society result 

in the necessity for its members to repress the  

awareness of many of their own feelings and 

observations.  (Edwards, 1992, p. 15)  With respect 

to some modern apologists for the theory of infinite 

resources and ever-increasing  human population at an 

ever-increasing standard of living I am irresistibly 

reminded of a  resounding phrase in Cards of Identity, 

an intriguing novel by Nigel Dennis, :  

 I saw at once he had reached that area of inner 

experience at whose gates language and logic shiver  

like starvelings.  (1960, p. 137)  

 We might add that brute facts, also, can shuffle 

and shiver outside those gates.  

 As Einstein pointed out, resolution of the gigantic 

problems facing the world requires a higher  rationality 

than the one that landed us with them in the first 

place. Where is this to be found, or how  developed? 

Surely the starting-point must be a clear recognition of 

our natural propensities for  unreason, evasion, and 

deceit.  This might then help us into a reappraisal of 

the wisdom of our  ancestors, and to lay aside our 

unbridled lust for growth in numbers and/or individual  

consumption.]]  
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PART VI  
CONCLUSIONS 

 
Chapter 23 

Possible ways forward 

 
[[Ah, Love! Could thou and I with Fate conspire?  

 To grasp this sorry Scheme of Things entire,  

 Would not we shatter it to bits — and then?  

 Re-mould it nearer to the Heart’s Desire!  

 The Rubaiyat of Omar Khayyám.  (Palgrave, 1944 edn. p. 352)  

 

 Every human society is faced with not one population problem but with two:  

how to beget and rear enough  children and how not to beget and rear too many.  

Margaret Mead.  (1962, Male and Female, p. 210)  

 

 

 Preamble 

 PERHAPS MOST OF US at one time or another 

toy with the idea of grasping, with Old Khayyám,  the 

‘sorry Scheme of Things’ and putting the world a bit 

more to rights, but soon come to realise  that the 

problems are so vast, complex, and difficult that there is 

little we can do, so we do nothing  at all.  We realise at 

some level that action should be effective, and to be 

effective it has got to be  practical, and we don’t even 

know where to start.  

 In the light of the widespread destruction 

imposed by plants and animals upon each other,  

humans upon both plant and animal, humans upon 

humans, all upon the environment and the  environment 

upon all, what hope is there for a lower level of 

population competition and a more  cooperative and 

peaceful world in general?  

 Nevertheless, if it is agreed that there are severe 

problems concerning population, resources, and  the 

quality of life; that these are likely to become still more 

onerous as numbers and individual  consumption 

continue to explode, then this must clearly be a matter of 

great concern to all  responsible citizens.  

 If population competition further reinforces the 

first by means of the last, then solutions — or at  least 

ameliorative measures — are urgently required. Of 

course one struggling author cannot even  begin to 

provide a comprehensive set of solutions, but it would 

be rather cowardly not to lay on the  line such thoughts 

as I do have. Basically, this is a problem of social control, 

perhaps the greatest  and most enduring of all social 

control problems, within — as in the case of all human 

activity —  an ethical frame; there is a code of honour 

even among thieves. But what is social control for?  

 There are many worthy sub-goals but surely the 

main one has to be a life with justice and  reasonable 

comfort for as big a proportion of humankind as 

possible, preferably everyone.  We  have to try to set up 

a series of systems of values, behavioural norms, and 

institutions that will  produce this state on a basis that is 

sustainable indefinitely far into the future.  

 This population/resources/quality of life balance is 

sometimes referred to as an optimum  population, but 

that is a topic dealt with in the final chapter.  We 

concentrate here on some aspects  of the problems in the 

light of possibly helpful approaches, and wind up with a 

list of possibly  acceptable goals and broad means of 

reaching them.  While these are all probably 

impossible of  total fulfilment, they might still be useful 

since meaningful progress towards them is possible.]]  

  
ED Synopsis  

 JP begins to review the main ideas of the book 

by re-asserting the basic observation that the  

biosphere we inhabit is largely a manifestation of many 

forms of competition; that competitive  breeding is one 

of these forms and that: ‘Where it exists [it] can be a 

serious hindrance to the  stabilisation of numbers at a 

reasonable quality of life.’ [681] Population control 

measures – or  even the provision of Family Planning 

services – are usually only weakly applied: ‘Since World  

War II the countries that have taken their population 

problem seriously enough to tackle it  realistically can be 

counted on the fingers of one hand: Japan, China, S. 
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Korea and Singapore ...’  Nevertheless most countries 

will now at least acknowledge that overpopulation is a 

problem, and  the rate of increase has slowed. [683]  

 In considering competition generally between 

subgroups of a society, JP recalls that at the time  when 

the post war Labour government was beginning [689] to 

implement the liberation of the  colonies it was quite all 

right for the topic to be forthrightly aired by the 

Fabian Society. Some  Fabians considered that racial 

tensions within the liberated colonies would impede 

effective self-government. JP uses this observation as a 

starting point for further analysis of the problems 

caused  by excessive immigration, and seems pessimistic 

about the future social harmony of the USA,  saying: ‘ 

The US [693] Census Bureau states that more than 300 

languages are now used in  America, well on the way to 

the more or less ungovernable state of multiculturality 

of India’.  

 Although the UK has not yet achieved ‘... these 

dizzying heights of pluralism.’ the tendency is  there too. 

He suggests that those arguing for the greatest possible 

heterogeneity should be closely  questioned as to whether 

they fully realise the possible implications of their 

philosophy. [696] He  observes: ‘For those who accept 

that population competition is liable to be fostered by 

high  heterogeneity and that the outcome of this, in turn, 

is likely to be dysfunctional, the clear message is  that it 

should be kept at a carefully considered optimum 

level.’  

 On population control, JP quotes Rutherford 

(1979) who said, ‘population control policies are  

more successful where a society is more homogenous 

... partly (or even wholly) due to the absence  of 

subgroup fear and competition’. [698] To her credit, 

China has recognised the factor of subgroup  fear, and 

allowed provincial governors to set more relaxed 

[699] population targets in areas of  cultural 

minorities.  

 JP now quotes various attempts to define the 

point within a society at which intergroup  

competition becomes noticeable – the discontinuity, 

citing modern and historical examples.  He  argues 

that an effective factor in reducing or eliminating 

intergroup competition lies in the quest of  equal 

justice for all. [710] So far as the most effective attitude to 

adopt in maintaining steady  progress towards this is 

concerned, he dismisses ‘excesses of both optimism and 

pessimism [in  favour of] the highest degree of realism 

...’ and suggests some ‘appropriate intermediate goals.’  

[712]  

 He concludes the chapter by emphasising the 

need for research into the factors underlying the  

group competitiveness which stimulates breeding, and 

for ‘honesty, rationality, realism and  farsightedness 

… the four basic tools for the continuance and 

improvement of the human race’.  [715]  

  

JP Conclusions  

 Conflicts of interest will continue indefinitely 

into the future and birthrates and population sizes  

will continue to be entangled in them.  As long as this 

happens some people will be concerned and  may urge 

their fellows to increase the group’s size and power by 

having more children,  marginalising, expelling, or 

killing off their rivals, and so on.  

 Many of the theories, exhortations, and policies of 

number-power in general or competitive  breeding in 

particular, reflect such a level of aggression and/or lack 

of nous that they might appear  too foolish to take 

seriously, or — if taken seriously — to be an unmitigated 

evil.  I hope that  neither of these conclusions takes 

root.  

 There are real problems here, which need to be 

seen as dispassionately as we can manage, and  dealt 

with effectively. The solution requires that we shed as 

far as possible our various demophobias and philias — 

the ‘comforts of unreason’ — learn to live with and 

control the rest, look hard at  the facts, and put on our 

thinking caps.  

 As I put it in my original longer article on 

competitive breeding:  

 What factors tend to initiate, exacerbate, or 

reduce irrational attitudes — especially those 

leading to  competition — what are the threshold 

values and why, and what might be done to prevent 

them or  cure their effects? Practically orientated 

research is urgently needed to tackle these 

problems. (1984,  p. 84)  

 With his Abraham Lincoln-like eloquence, the 

Reverend Martin Luther King made a statesman-like 

plea completely rejecting population competition, in 

the USA, at least:  

 In the need for family planning, Negro and 

white have a common bond: together we can and 

should  unite our strength for the wise preservation 

not of races, but of the one race we all constitute, 

the  human race. (Suitters, 1973, p. 315)  

 If only such wisdom and generosity of spirit could 

inform the perceptions and policies of more  of us more 

of the time. Sadly, Gandhis, Dalai Lamas, and Luther 

Kings are rather thin on the  ground even without the 

hatred and violence their noble aspirations seem 

inevitably to engender.  

 Two of the three have already been assassinated 

and in the week in which these last few words  are 
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added here, Chinese agents — thought to have designs 

on the life of the Dalai Lama — have  been arrested by 

the Indian security forces.  

 However, in addition to hoping for, seeking out 

and fostering these rare individuals and their  uplifting 

qualities in the longer term, we lesser mortals must 

work out, apply, and maintain  effective practical 

policies in the shorter term.  

 The behavioural norms referred to in the 

Preamble to this chapter, designed to regulate 

birthrates  and population sizes around optimum 

levels, will need to be based firmly on the biosocial 

nature of  the human animal.  That is to say, a largely 

self-interested creature, not too rational, not too well  

informed. There is no reason, however, why staunch 

attempts should not be made to bolster these  norms by 

the highest ethical value-systems we can realistically 

aspire to at this stage of our  evolution. Whatever they 

turn out to be, they will need constant monitoring 

and reinforcement by  example, exhortation, and 

appropriate and effective rewards and punishments.  

 If I had to boil all this down to bare essentials 

for human survival with an acceptable quality of  

life, these would be honesty, rationality, realism, and 

farsightedness.  At present in extremely short  supply, 

these are the four basic tools for the continuance and 

improvement of the human race.]]  

 

 



 

DataCrítica: International Journal of Critical Statistics, Vol.1, No.1 Supplement                           69  

 

 
 
 

CHAPTER 24 
Optimum populations 

 
 [[Every society is faced with not one population problem but with two, how to beget and rear enough children,  

and how not to beget and rear too many.  The definition of ‘enough’ and ‘too many’, varies enormously.  

 Margaret Mead.  (Male & Female, 1962 edn., p. 210)  

 

 This [the optimum population] is one of the most sterile ideas that ever grew out of our science.  

 Gunnar Myrdal.  (Population: A Problem for Democracy, 1940, p. 26)  

 

 Normally in every primitive race one or more of these customs [regulating numbers either ‘primarily’ or  ‘incidentally’] are in 

use, and … the degree to which they are practised is such that there is an approach to the  optimum number.’  

Sir Alexander Carr-Saunders.  (The Population Problem, 1922, p. 214)  

 

 

 Preamble 

 If, as we saw in chapter seven, Growth and Bigness 

often disappoint and Small is by no means  always 

Beautiful, there is a problem.  The passage from 

Margaret Mead — my favourite quotation  in this 

sphere — goes to its heart, as to most population and 

development problems.  As there are  no fixed 

formulae or criteria it raises the urgent question, 

what should the terms ‘enough’ and ‘too  many’ be 

taken to mean?  

 However, it is at least clear that Mead’s ideas are 

to do with quantity, and my main contention in  this 

book is that ‘too many’ groups are going for ‘too 

many’ children, (i.e. numbers) because they  are too 

preoccupied with quantity-power and too little aware of 

‘quality-power’. If ‘enough’ is  taken — as it often is — 

to mean a population big enough to defend the group 

against another  believed to present a threat, or to launch 

an unprovoked attack, the ‘too many’ aspect will often be  

ignored.  

 The general solution to Mead’s problem is not 

far to seek — at least in theory — it is population  

optimisation. ‘Optimum’ derives from the Latin word 

optimus, meaning ‘best’, and here it means  the ‘best’ 

population, mostly taken to mean the best size. 

However, other variables are relevant:  age-structure, 

sex-ratio, regional distribution, individual quality in 

terms of health, education,  training, and so forth.  

 If optimisation is sought then these things must be 

thought through and action taken to get size  and the 

other population variables roughly in the right ball 

park vis-à-vis the desired quality of life,  resources 

available to, and constraints upon, particular groups at 

specific times and places.  

 What is needed then — and forever after — is 

keeping an eye on things and making the  necessary 

corrections in good time to keep society’s sights on the 

target as the environment,  resources, and all other 

factors inexorably change over time.  

 Sadly, the modern fashion is to ignore the 

optimum idea, apparently on the assumption that it is  

so discredited that it merits no further discussion.  I 

note briefly the optimum as applied to animal  

populations before noting the views of the ancients and 

of contemporary traditional societies.  Stress is put on 

what is not attempted here and then on the modern 

rejection of the optimum despite  some of the positive 

things that have been said. Finally, I suggest possible 

ways of reclaiming it as  an essential item in both our 

intellectual and moral vocabularies, and a practical 

policy goal.]]  

  
ED Synopsis  

 Using quotations from Sir Alexander Carr-

Saunders and others, JP observes, that virtually all  

primitive societies had some concept of a non-specific 

optimum number, relating to the perceived  carrying 

capacity of their environment. [717] From a set of 

statistics referring to the Kalahari  Bushmen the 

quotation is given ‘Birth control is rigidly practised and 

population is thought to be in  a nearly steady state …’ 

[721] JP voices his regret that, in most modern 

demography, the concept of  Optimum Population has 

been more or less forgotten. He argues cogently that 

the rejection of the  idea is based upon two entirely 

false premises:  

 ‘To be both intellectually coherent and of 

practical use all social policy goals must be:  
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 1) Given exact definitions.  

 2) Once introduced, kept permanently in place 

without change.’ [729]  

 He argues strongly that this approach is rarely, if 

ever, applied in politics, and then uses the  heated press 

coverage of the UK Government’s 1990 plans for 

defence cuts, which were, of course,  based on an 

attempt to calculate the appropriate service manpower 

requirements at time.(i.e.  ‘Optimum’ manpower sizes 

for the Army, Navy, and Air Force ?)  

 ‘The tabloid Daily Express perhaps came nearest to 

a measured response: ‘... to expect anything  like 

perfection in such an exercise is hopelessly 

unrealistic.’  

 That sentence might have been a summary of a 

great public debate on Britain’s optimum  population’. 

[731]  

 JP’s point is therefore that the concept of 

Optimum Population is a ‘moving target’, and that this  

does not invalidate the idea since, indeed, it was 

obviously recognised as flexible by all primitive  

societies managing to keep their numbers largely in 

balance with ever-changing environmental  

circumstances.  

 There have been attempts at various political 

levels to discuss the subject of an optimum  population 

for the UK, and quotations appear from the 1960s and 

1970s. [732] No conclusions  have, of course, been 

reached. [736] JP now wonders whether -- given the 

highly public attempts to  reach compromises over 

issues ranging from school class-sizes to expenditure 

upon the NHS -- the  the UK is at last ready for a 

mature debate on the optimum population concept.  

 He stresses that this is a problem with no 

permanent solution: it will always require continuous  

monitoring; ‘a tracking-task we have to stick at as 

long as our species survives. On the analogy of  

riding a bike … we have to keep going, and balance 

and steer.’  

 He underlines what the Royal Commission on 

Population argued in 1949:  

 ‘It is impossible for policy, in its effects as distinct 

from its intentions, to be ‘neutral’ in this matter  

 ... Over a wide range of affairs, policy and 

administration have a continuous influence on the 

trend  of family size.’ [737]  

 He ends the book by stressing that if we do not 

persuade and help our leaders to take effective  action, 

then Nature will take over and do it for us. [740]  

  

JP Conclusions  

 Chapter 7, ‘Is Small really Beautiful?’, showed 

that much can be said in favour of both Smallness  

and Bigness, and that this adds up to the inescapable 

facts that for some important purposes Small  can fail to 

be at all Beautiful, while Big can rapidly become far too 

much of a good thing. The  many, complicated, and 

sometimes passionate arguments in favour of both 

large and small size, and  of rapid, slow, zero, and 

negative growth, seem to make the optimum idea as 

hard to pin down as  that of beauty.  

 Nevertheless, just as we continually refer to 

beauty — seeming most of the time to know what  we 

are talking about — so we frequently talk meaningfully 

about getting the numbers about right in  many key 

areas of social and economic activity.  We often seem 

to want both more and less with  roughly equal 

fervour, so the middle range is in some sense all right 

for the time being.  

 The undoubted facts – that universal agreement 

is virtually impossible, and that even if it were to  be 

possible, things, including opinions, would change – 

are no excuse for not con-fronting the  issues and trying 

to work out at least some agreed goals for the time 

being.  Perhaps the central  value of the exercise 

would be that it would force us to confront some 

basic issues we prefer to  ignore.  

 What, if anything, should be done about too 

high/low birthrates; too high/low immigration  

emigration/refugee levels; too much/little racial and 

cultural heterogeneity; too high/low rates of  

economic growth; too wide/narrow a distribution of 

wealth; too high/low exploitation-rates of both  

renewable and non-renewable resources; too 

tough/soft modes of pollution control and social  

control in general; and so on, ad lib?  

 With few exceptions, basic survival parameters 

are ‘decided’ by arbitrary, ad hoc means and  pursued 

through equally ramshackle policies. Even if we never 

reach final agreement on the  optimum population or 

the ideal society, the mere process of confronting 

these issues on a realistic,  long-term, and preferably 

democratic basis would surely result in more 

awareness all round and at  least some improvement in 

policy.  

 Insofar as injustice, fear, rivalry, aggression, or 

other disturbing factors remain, there is likely to  be 

an element of population competition, possibly including 

actual competitive breeding.  When  this happens, as 

pressure on scarce resources becomes ever greater, the 

harder it will be to face and  solve the many huge and 

onerous problems bearing down upon humanity.  
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 Forgetting for the moment any highfalutin ideas 

about universal sister/brotherhood — although  surely 

we must never cease to strive for higher levels of 

thought and conduct — from the standpoint  of plain 

self-interest for ourselves, our children, and our 

children’s children, we ought to sit up, take  notice, 

and galvanise our leaders and our whole societies into 

effective action on all of these key  variables.  

 If we fail to tackle these basic problems 

intelligently, purposefully, and effectively, then, as ever,  

Nature will solve them for us and Nature’s solutions 

tend — to say the least of it — to be  unceremonious.]]  

  

 


