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Back in 1972, nearly 50 years ago now, the Club of Rome 
commissioned a report ‘The Limits to Growth’ (LtG). It pre-
dicted that rapid economic growth would lead to societal 
collapse in the mid-21st century due to overexploitation of 
planetary resources. A new paper by Gaya Herrington shows 
we’re right on schedule, corroborating what Australia’s Gra-
ham Turner had said in his 30- and 40-year reviews of LtG. 

Turner had said in 2014: “Our research does not indicate that 
collapse of the world economy, environment and population 
is a certainty. Nor do we claim the future will unfold exactly 
as the MIT researchers predicted back in 1972. Wars could 
break out; so could genuine global environmental leader-
ship. Either could dramatically affect the trajectory.

“But our findings should sound an alarm bell. It seems un-
likely that the quest for ever-increasing growth can continue 
unchecked to 2100 without causing serious negative effects 
– and those effects might come sooner than we think.”

Herrington, unlike Turner, is not 
an academic, rather, a director at 
one of the largest accounting firms, 
KPMG. Her study, however, was part 
of a Masters’ thesis and not on be-
half of KPMG.  The study published 
in the Yale Journal of Industrial Ecolo-
gyi in November 2020 concludes 
that the current business-as-usual 
trajectory of global civilisation is 
heading toward the terminal de-
cline of economic growth within the 

coming decade—and at worst, could trigger societal collapse 
by around 2040.

Herrington uses new data from when Turner last published 
in 2014. Give her credit, the first person she acknowledges 
is Turner. And seven years down the road, a new study is 
certainly warranted. She examines data across 10 key vari-
ables, namely population, fertility rates, mortality rates, in-
dustrial output, food production, services, non-renewable 
resources, persistent pollution, human welfare, and ecologi-
cal footprint. 

There are various models from LtG, nevertheless, she finds 
that “…continuing business as usual, that is, pursuing contin-
uous growth, is not possible. Even when paired with unprec-
edented technological development and adoption, business 
as usual as modelled by LtG would inevitably lead to declines 

in industrial capital, agricultural output, and welfare levels 
within this century.” In other words: collapse.

Her findings come at a time when the world is grappling with 
a Covid pandemic with governments determined to return 
to “business-as-usual”. Yet clearly, business-as-usual is not 
compatible with sustainability. 

Herrington’s review, as did Turner’s, concludes that the LtG 
study was essentially on target though there is nothing inevi-
table about its predictions.

She says there is still a choice to align with a scenario that 
does not end in collapse. She downplays the role of resource 
scarcity and overpopulation but says pollution, notably that 
which leads to climate change, is the big problem. This was, 
however, exactly what the LtG authors had predicted; that 
working our way out of resource scarcity problems would 
lead to pollution. 

Herrington looked at two scenarios from LtG. According to a 
report in the Guardian, under one, termed business as usual, 
or BAU2, growth would stall and combine with population 
collapse. The other, termed comprehensive technology (CT), 
modelled stalled economic growth without social collapse. 
Both scenarios “show a halt in growth within a decade or so 
from now,” the study says, adding, that “pursuing continu-
ous growth, is not possible.” JG
i Herrington, G: (2020) Journal of Industrial Ecology “Update to lim-
its to growth: Comparing the World3 model with empirical data. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/jiec.13084
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News of a sharp fall in births during 
2020 has provoked a fresh wave of 
handwringing about the implica-
tions of an ageing population. The 
decline can’t be attributed solely to 
the pandemic - most of the babies 
born in 2020 were conceived before 
the virus took hold - but it appears 
to have accelerated as the impact of 
the pandemic has been felt.

Some of the worries are prompted 
by old-fashioned, not to say primitive, concerns about 
birthrates as an indicator of “national vitality.” But they 
mainly reflect a 20th century view of the economy that is 
deeply embedded in our ways of thinking and economic 
measurement, even though it is now almost completely 
obsolete.

Underlying this view is the notion that “a surplus of 
young people” is needed to “drive economies and help 
pay for the old,” as the New York Times put it in its report 
on the 2020 figures. But this model of the economy only 
emerged in the 20th century, and it looks likely to end in 
the 21st.

For most of human history, old people were expected to 
work as long as they could, just as children were put to 
work as soon as they were able. The very young and the 
very old depended on their families to support them.

That changed radically with the emergence of the wel-
fare state at the end of the 19th century. Children were 
excluded from the workforce and required to attend 
school until the official leaving age, typically around 14. 
Governments paid for schools but generally required 
parents to support their children in other ways, as they’d 
done in the past.

At the other end of life, the new system of age pensions 
meant that old people (most commonly those over 65) 
became entitled to public support, sometimes subject to 
a means test. Pensions were paid out of taxes or contri-
butions to social security schemes.

Either way, the cost was borne by the “working-age” pop-
ulation, generally defined as 15 to 64. With a high birth-
rate, the age distribution of the population was shaped 
like a pyramid, with a large working-age population at 
the bottom supporting a small group of retirees at the 
top.

Underlying the pyramid was the idea that physical work 
predominated. Young, strong and needing only on-the-
job training, workers would leave school at 14 and im-
mediately start contributing to the economy. By 65, they 
would be worn out and ready for retirement. The more 
young people the better.

To see what’s happened to that assumption, we need 

only look at the US data on employment by age. At the 
turn of the 21st century, the pyramid concept looked 
reasonable enough. Around 60 per cent of young people 
aged 16 to 24 were employed, compared with barely 30 
per cent of those aged 55 and over.

By 2019, though, before the pandemic, the gap had 
largely closed. Just over 50 per cent of people aged 16 to 
24 were employed, compared with 39 per cent of those 
over 55. While many of the jobs held by young people 
are now part-time and low-waged, older workers are 
typically earning just below the peak they reached at 
around age 50. The figures suggest that average earn-
ings per person are already higher among the old than 
among the young.

The modern economy is quite different from the one 
assumed by the conventional population pyramid. To 
become a productive member of the community, young 
people need academic or vocational post-school educa-
tion, and that requires large-scale spending by govern-
ment or parents, or through loan schemes like HECS. 
Even as the proportion of young people in the popula-
tion has declined, developed countries such as Austra-
lia and the United States have been able to maintain or 
even increase the proportion of national income allocat-
ed to education.

A return to high birthrates over the next few years would 
create the need for a large increase in education spend-
ing. The pay-off in terms of a more productive workforce 
would not be fully realised until the second half of this 
century, when the expanded age cohort entered the 
prime-age workforce in their late twenties and early thir-
ties.

At the other end of the age distribution, official retire-
ment ages have been abolished, and the eligibility age 
for the pension has been pushed to 67, with further in-
creases in prospect. For a significant group of manual 
workers, physical exhaustion still makes retirement a re-
lief. The undervaluing of older workers persists, pushing 
many into retirement whether they want it or not. But 
working past 65 is an increasingly attractive economic 
option for a large group of white-collar workers.

A realistic model of the future workforce is one in which 
productive workers are mostly aged between 25 and 70. 
Given that life expectancy will never be much above 95, 
the typical person will spend about half their life in the 
working-age population and the other half evenly divid-
ed between education and retirement.

In other words, despite the concerns expressed since 
the 2020 population figures were released, the age dis-
tribution associated with a lower birthrate is unlikely to 
cause major problems in how people in countries like 
Australia are supported during the years they spend out 
of the workforce.

Opinion
Lower birthrates may just be the tonic we need
by John Quiggin 

John Quiggin  photo ABC
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Meanwhile, a lower birthrate is having an unambigu-
ously beneficial impact on the size of the world’s popula-
tion. The world is already overcrowded, and the growing 
population is straining the capacity of the planet. Even 
with falling birthrates, the world’s population is certain 
to rise between now and 2050.

By 2100, the total figure might return to the current level 
of eight billion, or perhaps a little fewer. The idea that we 
should push people to have more children in order to 
lift this number, rather than make marginal adjustments 
to the economic institutions we have inherited from the 
20th century, is simply nonsensical.

John Quiggin is a Professor of Economics at the University 
of Queensland and a regular contributor to Inside Story. His 
latest book, Economics in Two Lessons: Why Markets Work 
So Well, and Why They Can Fail So Badly, was published 
in 2019 by Princeton University Press. This article first ap-
peared in the Canberra Times on 1 June 2021.

Shrink human numbers
by Philip Cafaro

As I reached adulthood in 1980, 
American environmentalism was 
coming off a decade of spectacular 
success. Many of the United States’ 
fundamental environmental laws 
were enacted during the 1970s, in-
cluding the Clean Air Act, the Clean 
Water Act, the Endangered Species 
Act and the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA). While not perfect, 
these laws went a long way toward 

achieving their goals of reducing pollution, preserving 
species on the brink of extinction, and alerting citizens 
to the environmental costs of development. Yet since 
1980, environmental progress has stalled and even re-
versed, at least in the US. As we are regularly reminded, 
the big environmental trends are uniformly negative. 
Greenhouse gas emissions continue to rise, along with 
global temperatures and extreme weather events. Bio-
logical knowledge increases by leaps and bounds, but 
biodiversity itself is declining rapidly. The pollution and 
toxification of our lands and waters generally continues 
to worsen, although individual nations have beaten this 
trend in some areas.

No doubt the causes of these failures are complex. Part 
of the explanation is that once environmentalists faced 
problems that could only be solved by limiting economic 
or demographic growth, we lost our nerve and scaled 
back our commitments. As we shrank our goals, envi-
ronmentalists embraced ever more complex and doubt-
ful solutions. Both trends are well exemplified by today’s 
signature environmental problem: climate disruption. 
According to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change, the two main drivers of increased greenhouse 

gas emissions over the past half century have been 
population growth and increased wealth. But neither 
scientists, politicians, nor environmentalists have made 
limiting human numbers or the pursuit of wealth part of 
the fight against climate change. So the IPCC’s reports, 
nations’ climate action plans, and corporations’ sustain-
ability initiatives discuss clever technological or manage-
rial changes designed to reduce the emissions caused by 
growth, while never questioning growth itself.

Not surprisingly, little progress has occurred so far. Now, 
in response, corporate-sponsored scientists urge us to 
consider dangerous geoengineering schemes to radi-
cally change the composition of the atmosphere or the 
oceans. In other words: double down on human clev-
erness and on managing nature rather than ourselves. 
Anything but consider limits to growth. Proponents ig-
nore the fact that such geoengineering projects, even if 
they worked, would worsen other environmental prob-
lems, such as ocean acidification, and would need to be 
continued in perpetuity. Defeated by the complexity of 
the “wicked problem” of climate change, they ask us to 
commit to much more complex and unlikely solutions, 
defending this approach as “realism” because it accepts 
the economic status quo.

The first step to successfully addressing our environmen-
tal problems is to realize that excessive human numbers 
are themselves a problem. It isn’t just that large and 
growing numbers lead to large and growing greenhouse 
gas emissions; that they lead to excessive habitat loss 
and degradation and hence fewer birds, mammals, in-
sects, and other wild creatures; that more people leads 
to more plastic in the oceans, more fertilizers and pesti-
cides on the land, more chemicals in the rivers. Excessive 
human numbers lead to all these problems and many 
more. Hence overpopulation is itself an environmental 
problem. Conversely, significantly fewer people would 
help decrease all humanity’s environmental demands 
on nature and make all our particular environmental 
problems easier to solve. Stabilizing and then decreasing 
national populations is thus necessary to create sustain-
able societies. Again, this can best be done by making 
substantially smaller populations an explicit policy goal 
and pursuing it directly.

The governments of developed countries should start by 
explaining to their citizens the many contributions small-
er populations will make to achieving real sustainability. 
They should provide comprehensive sex education to all 
adolescents and ensure universal access to modern con-
traceptives for all their citizens. Since most developed 
nations already have fertility rates below replacement 
rate, in time such policies will lead to decreasing popula-
tions. These decreases could be accelerated by provid-
ing financial incentives to adults who forego childbear-
ing or limit themselves to only one child. Nations could 
also reduce immigration, which currently prevents many 
developed nations from allowing their populations to 
decrease even though they have below-replacement fer-
tility levels. At lower immigration levels, the US, Germany 

Philip Cafaro
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and France could all start to reduce their populations 
within a decade or two.

Like transferring wealth from the rich to the poor, re-
ducing human numbers is a simple, direct solution that 
would help solve a myriad of problems. Fewer people 
is the environmental gift that keeps on giving. It helps 
with every environmental problem, from climate change 
to habitat loss to noise pollution to the spread of exotic 
species. Fewer people means less air and water pollu-
tion; more habitat and resources for other species. It 
opens up new opportunities for rewilding lands formerly 
devoted to agriculture and other human purposes. Im-
portantly, it provides a greater margin for error when 
people make environmental mistakes.

Above all, this solution recognizes limits to human clev-
erness. Rather than assume policymakers can design 
and implement a thousand and one clever policies to 
solve a thousand and one difficult environmental prob-
lems (without creating new ones), it recognizes that this 

is beyond them. Instead, this approach pursues one key, 
achievable environmental goal—fewer people—that 
could help us achieve all the others. That wouldn’t mean 
ignoring clever techno-managerial efficiency efforts; in-
stead, reducing our excessive populations could give 
such efforts a real chance to succeed. Such an approach 
would show true realism—not the false realism which 
pretends that people can re-engineer the world to ac-
commodate our endless demands.

This was the second half of an article (Two radical ideas 
whose time has come) published in The Overpopulation 
Project on 3 May 2021. 

Philip Cafaro is a philosophy professor at Colorado State 
University. His scholarly work centres on environmental eth-
ics, population and consumption issues, and the preserva-
tion of wild nature. He is the author of Thoreau’s Living Eth-
ics: Walden and the Pursuit of Virtue and How Many Is Too 
Many? The Progressive Argument for Reducing Immigration 
into the United States.

Opinion

Fenner Conference 2021 
The much-delayed Fenner Conference 2021 that Sustainable Population Australia is organising, may have to go 
on-line only or be further delayed because of Covid. Please look at our website http://sustainableag.org.au for 
updates. 

https://www.amazon.com/Thoreaus-Living-Ethics-Walden-Pursuit/dp/082032843X
https://www.amazon.com/Thoreaus-Living-Ethics-Walden-Pursuit/dp/082032843X
https://www.amazon.com/How-Many-Too-Progressive-Immigration/dp/022619065X/ref=sr_1_2?keywords=How+Many+is+Too+Many%3F&qid=1567961800&s=books&sr=1-2
https://www.amazon.com/How-Many-Too-Progressive-Immigration/dp/022619065X/ref=sr_1_2?keywords=How+Many+is+Too+Many%3F&qid=1567961800&s=books&sr=1-2
https://www.amazon.com/How-Many-Too-Progressive-Immigration/dp/022619065X/ref=sr_1_2?keywords=How+Many+is+Too+Many%3F&qid=1567961800&s=books&sr=1-2
http://sustainableag.org.au
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The Covid-19 scourge has forced all 
of us to rethink our daily lives. 

From a bigger role for government 
in providing Jobkeeper to the joy 
and misery of working from home, 
Australia has changed more in the 
past 18 months than in the previous 
18 years. 

Now, as COVID-19 vaccinations roll 
out and as workers return to the of-

fice, we find ourselves at another set of crossroads: just 
how big do we want Australia to be? 

Very admirably, Treasurer Josh Frydenberg in this year’s 
federal budget put on hold our economic repair and in-
stead prioritised jobs and services. It’s refreshing to hear 
governments put people before profits.  

But we’re also told that, in time, Australia can “grow our 
way out” of our COVID-19 slump. And therein lies the de-
bate. How, exactly, do we fuel that growth?  

Policy-makers are quick to point out that the years 2020 
to 2022 will actually see a negative migration rate. That 
means more people will leave Australia than enter it. In 
fact, Australia’s migration intake won’t return to “normal” 
– at over 200,000 new migrants each year – till 2024.  

But do we want the old “normal”? The “old-thinkers”, 
from economic boffins to big business operators, cer-
tainly do. They rub their hands in glee at the prospect of 
an even bigger Australia that will increase demand and, 
in turn, economic growth. 

Even the major political parties are complicit. Where the 
Liberals’ federal platform makes no mention of popula-
tion at all (its population policy appears to be not to have 
a population policy), Labor’s federal platform merely 
affirms the desirability of locating migrants to regional 
Australia. There is no mention of population targets or 
caps. Even the Greens, which once urged us to minimise 
the human footprint on the Australian environment, 
have gone silent. 

This is appalling given Australia is arguably facing an 
even greater environmental catastrophe than much of 
the world. In addition to global warming, Australia – the 
earth’s driest inhabited continent with so little arable 
land but home to a rich ecosystem – simply cannot sur-
vive the damage 30, 40 or even 50 million bodies will in-
flict. 

Disturbingly, scientists at the Threatened Species Re-
covery Hub have found that European occupation since 
1788 has seen 10 per cent of Australia’s native mammal 

population become extinct. All up, at least 100 species of 
animals and plants have been lost from Australia in that 
time. Can the koala survive a human population twice 
our current size? 

And if the ecological argument doesn’t worry you per-
haps the economic case will. Big business, of course, is 
the greatest exponent of unbridled immigration because 
more Australians create a bigger labour pool which, in 
turn, keeps wage growth low.  

Indeed, wage growth in Australia was falling even before 
COVID-19 and, in 2018, was just a shade above 2 per cent. 
But with GDP growing between 3 and 4 per cent over the 
past decade, the argument that Australia cannot afford 
higher wages is clearly bogus. After all, Australian CEO 
salaries grew handsomely in the pre-pandemic years.  

A smaller immigration intake will also reduce the need 
for infrastructure and slow the urban sprawl. With re-
duced demand for new schools, hospitals and roads, 
governments can get off the borrow-to-build merry-go-
round. Naturally, lower debt also means reduced inter-
est payments, with government revenue instead invest-
ed in ‘quality of life’ areas such as education, sport and 
the arts.  

Then there’s the reduced pressure on housing costs a 
slower population growth would bring. With just 30 per 
cent of Gen Y (aged between 25 and 40) Australians to-
day owning their own home, the Great Australian Dream 
is fast becoming a fantasy for millions of young Aussies.  

What will it be like when our children’s children are com-
peting with 50 million others to live in one of Australia’s 
seven capital cities? Do we really want a Brisbane of 6 
million, or a Gold Coast or a Townsville of a million each? 

Japan is the gold standard that proves economic growth 
does not have to equal population growth. Despite a 
population in long-term decline, Japan’s economy before 
COVID-19 still grew at between 2 and 3 per cent annu-
ally.  

The answer, then, is for Australia to think economically 
smarter, not demographically bigger. It also means al-
lowing governments, like Japan has historically, to more 
actively steer investment decision-making.   

The pandemic has caused Australia pain but it also of-
fers an opportunity to re-set the population target but-
ton. Let’s not repeat the ‘big Australia’ mistakes of the 
past. 

Dr Paul Williams is a senior lecturer at Griffith University. 
This article was first published in the Courier-Mail on 21 
June.

Just how big do we want Australia to be?
by Paul Williams

Paul Williams
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If there were a hint of a silver lining in the Covid-19 pan-
demic and associated travel restrictions, it may be this: 
Australian cities and communities have been given a 
much-needed breather from the frantic immigration-fed 
population growth imposed on us since the mid-2000s. 
But this respite will come to an abrupt end soon if Trea-
sury gets its way. 

Released last week, Treasury’s 2021 Intergenerational 
Report appears designed to serve as a propaganda in-
strument to reboot the ‘Big Australia’ mass immigration 
program. The IGR forecasts that net overseas migration 
will remain in reverse during 2021-22 as more people 
leave than enter the country. But NOM is then forecast 
to roar back to pre-pandemic levels to reach 235,000 
people in 2024-25, and is assumed to stay at this high 
level for decades. Given Treasury’s role in setting immi-
gration numbers, these forecasts should be viewed as a 
statement of intent. 

Due to the pandemic-induced immigration interrup-
tion, Treasury laments that Australia’s population will 
grow slower than forecast in the previous IGR. Instead 
of exploding by a whopping 50 per cent to reach 38.8 
million by 2054, it will now take an extra six years for the 
population to hit this mark. Oh, the horror. By 2060, im-
migration is expected to account for around 74 per cent 
of total population growth. Although it goes unstated 
by governments and politicians, Australia will be a very, 
very different place if this scenario comes to pass. To 
paraphrase L. P. Hartley, the future is a foreign country. 

The IGR’s case for high immigration rests on the notion 
that, since Australia’s fertility rate is below replacement 
and the population is ageing, we need to stock the coun-
try with a lot more people. The reason we are said to 
need to import millions more people is to increase the 
working-age population relative to older Australians and 
shore up government finances. The insuperable flaw in 
this argument should be abundantly clear: migrants also 
age. And when they grow old and move into retirement, 
even more migrants will be needed to support them, 
and on it must continue, indefinitely — an obvious Ponzi 
scheme. 

Perhaps the very clever Treasury bureaucrats really be-
lieve in population growth for infinity and beyond but, 
at some point, sanity and necessity will require the Aus-
tralian population to stabilise (most other developed 
countries have already achieved this). Even if Australians 
are willing to stomach dramatic declines in living stan-
dards — which overpopulation would inexorably inflict 
— Australia would still eventually run out of resources 
to support a population expanding without limits. And 
once we hit the limit, we would still be left with an elderly 
population.

What’s more, far from solving our ageing population 
“problem”, there is evidence that elevated immigration 
levels have actually driven down the Australian fertility 
rate. Higher immigration tends to place greater upward 
pressure on housing costs and downward pressure on 
wages, thereby making it harder for younger Australians 
to establish themselves financially. This delays family 
formation and reduces family size. 

Researcher Katharine Betts at the Australian Population 
Research Institute argues: 
The projections show that if policy makers were serious 
about modifying Australia’s age structure the most cost-
effective way to do this would be to support the two-child 
family. One way to do this would be to prune the immigra-
tion intake and, by reducing competition, improve housing 
affordability. This in itself would promote a modest increase 
in fertility from its current level of 1.74.

In any case, is an ageing population really such an ut-
ter catastrophe? Japan has the highest proportion of el-
derly citizens of any country in the world and is often 
cited by immigration boosters as a total horror show. 
But anybody who’s ever been to the country can see for 
themselves that it is far from a failed state or a decaying 
society. The country is rich, highly-advanced, and miles 
ahead of Australia when it comes to technology and gen-
erally delivering things that work well. Its citizens enjoy 
high living standards. 

Compared to Australia, Japan has almost twice the pro-
portion of older residents but nearly the same propor-
tion of people participating in the workforce. With the 
same demand for workers and fewer working-age peo-
ple competing for jobs, there is less unemployment and 
underemployment. And low-immigration Japan has also 
experienced stronger GDP per capita growth than high-
immigration Australia over the last decade. 

It is true that an ageing population will result in fewer 
people of prime working age per those in their retire-
ment years and health care, aged care and pension costs 

Back to Big Australia: not so fast
by Alex Walsh
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The 2021 Budget has been called the 
recovery budget, responsible, irre-
sponsible, fair, unfair, cautious and 
reckless. But it has not been called 
what it should be: “brainless”. This is 
a really frustratingly dumb Budget 
on several counts: population, hous-
ing, tax, energy, and childcare.

Population.

The gigabytes of comment and in-
formation in and about the Budget hardly mention the 
elephant no longer in the room: high population growth.

The Budget figures show that, in the pandemic-affected 
financial years (2019-20 to 2021-22) net migration is in 
total 661,000 people fewer than it would have been un-
der business as usual. 

The Government is patting itself on the back for the mar-
vellous V-shaped economic recovery and bounce back 
and giving every reason but the real one. Australia is do-
ing far better than all the economists, business, Treasury 
and Reserve Bank people imagined because of dramati-
cally lower population growth caused by dramatically 
lower immigration.

This cabal of misguided economists are the people who 
for decades have banged on about immigration being 
essential to Australian economic growth and prosperity.

Poppycock. The cabal predicted the pandemic would 
bring economic collapse and massive dole queues. But 
with 661,000 fewer people (and their offspring) to cater 
for we have done much better than they thought.

In particular, we have about 200,000 more jobs than we 
had pre-pandemic. If we had had immigration as usual, 
those jobs would have gone to immigrants and the dole 

queue would have been 200,000 higher. Instead, the 
200,000 people are tax-paying workers.

Plus, closed borders meant our tourism deficit turned 
positive as people spent at home.

Small wonder the Budget deficit is much lower than the 
economic cabal predicted. The cabal believed its own 
propaganda that high population growth meant high 
economic growth and higher prosperity. Wrong. Per cap-
ita the growth was tiny or negative and the population 
growth caused a great burden in unmeasured things like 
congestion and the environment.

They were so blinded by the immigration-growth mantra 
that nearly all of their forecasts were wrong. They failed 
to see that without the usual massive immigration, un-
employed locals would take up the slack.

Yet here they were in the past week, the same old heads 
from the economic cabal shamelessly popping up urg-
ing a return to what surely should now be a discredited 
population-growth mantra.

The firm message of this pandemic, bolstered by all the 
figures in the Budget, is that high immigration is bad for 
Australia, economically, environmentally and socially.

Notice how the Government is now turning its attention 
to local training. Business always demands government 
give it a freebie. If in a pandemic, government cannot 
give it cheap imported labour then it must pay for local 
training.

In the past, Governments have provided business with a 
pool of cheap imported labour to suppress wages and to 
hell with the broader costs. The pandemic employment 
figures prove that training people here is more economi-
cally sound.

Brainless Budget fails on population, tax etc 
by Crispin Hull 

will rise as a share of national spending. But this is offset 
by the reduced need for infrastructure and housing in-
vestment to cater for a growing population. 

Conveniently, the IGR fails to account for the huge costs 
associated with adding an additional 13.1 million people 
to Australia’s population over the next four decades. 
Economist Leith van Onselen has pithily observed that 
“if the federal government was required to internalise 
the cost of immigration by paying the states $100,000 
per permanent migrant that settles in their jurisdiction, 
so that the states can adequately fund the extra infra-
structure and services required, then Treasury would no 
longer tout the ‘fiscal benefits’ of immigration.” 

At some point, Australia’s borders will open again and 
immigration will resume. But it would be a big mistake 
to revert back to the extremely high immigration levels 

of the past decade and a half. Pre-Covid, polls indicated 
that a majority of Australians wanted lower immigration 
and slower population growth, with voters believing that 
high immigration was responsible for the deterioration 
of the quality of life in Australia’s cities. In addition to 
concerns over urban overcrowding and housing costs, 
Australians also had worries about the cultural and envi-
ronmental impacts of high immigration. 

In designing a post-pandemic immigration policy, the 
Morrison government should listen more to these voic-
es — and less to unelected Canberra bureaucrats and 
those vested interests hooked on mass immigration as a 
source of cheaper labour and more customers.

This article was first published in the Spectator on 6 July 
2021. https://www.spectator.com.au/2021/07/back-to-big-
australia-not-so-fast/

Crispin Hull 

https://www.spectator.com.au/2021/07/back-to-big-australia-not-so-fast/
https://www.spectator.com.au/2021/07/back-to-big-australia-not-so-fast/
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News

Opinion
But what does this Budget do? Project a return to high 
immigration as soon as the pandemic is over. 

Moreover, why can’t the economic rationalists who call 
for user pays for every other government service apply 
the same reasoning to immigration. If a business des-
perately needs someone with skills that they say (usu-
ally incorrectly) are not available in Australia, they should 
pay the cost.

Average wealth in Australia is a little under $400,000 per 
head. Very few migrants bring that amount in. To the 
extent they don’t they lower the average wealth of the 
people here. The businesses that want them should pay 
the balance as a user-pays tax. They would soon learn 

that it is better to train locally.

Without the 661,000 extra people, we have not had to 
build what amounts to a quite large city. The only people 
who would have benefited were the property develop-
ers and the big retailers and big business generally. The 
cost would have been borne by the environment and the 
existing population (including migrants and indigenous 
people) with congestion, higher housing costs and edu-
cation and health stress.

Post pandemic we should put an end to this migrant-led 
growth mantra, but the Budget suggests we won’t.

This article (edited for length) first appeared in The Canber-
ra Times and other Australian media on 15 May 2021. 

A Scientist’s Warning to humanity on human 
population growth
William Z Lidicker Jr. PhD

All women of reproductive age 
should have access to the tools 
needed to prevent unwanted 
pregnancies. Relevant to hu-
man population growth, it is 
important to note that when 
women have control over their 
reproductive activities, they 
typically make choices that are 
appropriate to their social and 
environmental circumstances. 
Population numbers then be-
come stabilized. It is also criti-

cal for all sex-related decisions that all world citizens 
have access to education at least through the secondary 
school level.

Global Ecology and Conservation: Volume 24, December 
2020, e01232   Global Ecology and Conservation

 
Message from Earthday 
From August 10th-14th, EARTHDAY.ORG is bringing you 
a virtual screening of the award-winning 
documentary, 8 Billion Angels.

For a limited time when you make a 
$10 donation to support our work to 
safeguard our planet, as a thank you, 
EARTHDAY.ORG supporters will receive 
a complimentary viewing of the new 
film examining the effects we as hu-
mans have on the planet. Our multiply-
ing numbers are impacting our oceans, 
land, rivers and air while accelerating 
climate change.

No Government job for people with over two kids
According to a report in The Quint, 10 July 2021, the Uttar 
Pradesh State Law Commission released the first draft of 
the proposed Population (control, sterilisation & welfare) 
Bill 2021 on 9 July. The proposed bill is aimed at control-
ling the state’s population.

The bill provides incentives for those who have two chil-
dren or less. For those who have more than two children, 
there will be disincentives.

A number of provisions for government servants also ex-
tend to the general public adopting the two-child/single-
child norm and undergoing voluntarily sterilisation.

A government employee undergoing voluntary sterilisa-
tion will get two additional increments during 

If a government employee undergoes voluntary sterilisa-
tion after one child, the incentives shall increase, includ-
ing free education up to graduation level for the single 
child and preference in government jobs. The draft bill 
also proposes a scholarship for higher studies in case of 
a girl child.

 

New Zealand to cut ‘low-skill’ immigration and 
refocus on wealthy
According to a report in the Guardian, 17 May 2021, the 
NZ Government has signalled sweeping changes to ad-
dress ‘reliance on temporary migrant labour’.

New Zealand had become an increasingly appealing des-
tination for those seeking a haven – from Covid-19, eco-
nomic recession or chaotic international politics. But in a 
post-Covid world, the emigration dream will be less acces-
sible – at least for those who don’t fall into the mega-rich 
category. The New Zealand government has announced 
it would be narrowing pathways for those hoping to mi-
grate and work in the country, particularly those it classed 
as “low-skill” and low-wage workers. It simultaneously an-
nounced new measures to attract rich investors.

https://reader.elsevier.com/reader/sd/pii/S2351989420307733?token=F17776D169D138CB620CC8CC3F4EB55B1CDD71807FE4F36528482153ADBBBA1FE0D501BC13463B901CE61EF45D5CB996&originRegion=us-east-1&originCreation=20210728052031
https://donate.earthday.org/8billionangelsmovie?e=12ec29eb02a74c3bfdfc563e50a21ab9&utm_source=earthday&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=20210726_8ba_movie2&n=2
https://donate.earthday.org/8billionangelsmovie?e=12ec29eb02a74c3bfdfc563e50a21ab9&utm_source=earthday&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=20210726_8ba_movie2&n=2
https://donate.earthday.org/8billionangelsmovie?e=12ec29eb02a74c3bfdfc563e50a21ab9&utm_source=earthday&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=20210726_8ba_movie2&n=2
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SPA News
Obituary
Dr Valerie Yule OAM 
2 January 1929 – 28 January 2021

Sheila Newman

Her slim form and animated 
face were often bent over a 
sketchbook at conferences, 
which she filled with portraits 
of people around her and 
gifted cartoons, like the one 
about survival and profits.  

She was a long-time cam-
paigner for peace, environ-
ment, and small population, 
and a member of SPA. Highly 
creative, kind, enthusiastic, 

and encouraging, she helped several SPA authors by 
reading their manuscripts.  

Her accomplishments ranged widely, and she sought to 
benefit the world to the maximum with these, building 
on initial themes throughout her life. 

She had a BA (Hons) in History and English, an MA in Psy-
chology, a Dip. Ed. and a PhD in Education, specialising 
in Orthography, Reading, Spelling, and Society. A skilful 
advocate for using the advantages and removing the dis-
advantages of traditional English spelling, her 2005 title, 
The Book of Spells and Misspells, was typical of her quirky 
and humorous way of tackling the growing problem of 
illiteracy. Relatedly, in 1979, she had published a collec-
tion of stories told by disadvantaged children who could 
not write them. In 1989 she co-edited, The Encyclopaedia 
of Social Inventions, which reflected her ability to judge 
and validate ideas on the basis of their usefulness and 
brilliance rather than their commercial impact. 

She often said, of unemployment, “It isn’t that there isn’t 
any work. It is that the work that needs to be done isn’t 
done because of all the work we do that doesn’t need 
to be done in paid employment which uses up our time 
and energy.”  

She lived in Mt Waverley in a house lined with books, 
set in a garden with personality. Her blog remains at 
https://candobetter.net/blog/99, and she contributed 
many pages to the site, 
notably “Population 
Fact Sheets,” which she 
hoped others would 
add to. 

You can read more 
about Dr Yule here: 
https://en.wikipedia.org/
wiki/Valerie_Yule.  An in-
ternet search will reveal 
extensive original con-
tributions and collabo-
rations.

Jenny Goldie adds: My father was a great friend of Val’s 
late husband Prof George Yule (1919-2000) who was a 
distinguished Early Modern religious historian, academic 
teacher, Presbyterian and Uniting Churchman. Thus, for 
me, Val was almost family. She brightened up a couple 
of decades of SPA with her quirky sense of humour and 
general effervescence. She is greatly missed. 

Coming soon!
Sustainability and the New Eco-
nomics - Synthesising Ecological 
Economics and Modern Mon-
etary Theory. 

https://www.springer.com/gp/
book/9783030787943

This multidisciplinary book, ed-
ited by SPA stalwarts Stephen 
Williams and Rod Taylor, will be 
published in October. It provides 
new insights and hope for sus-
tainable prosperity given recent 

developments in economics – but only if swift and strong 
actions consistent with Earth’s biophysical limits and prin-
ciples of justice are universally taken. See next issue of the 
SPA newsletter for a summary of the book.

Webinar
Discussion of Rod Taylor’s ear-
lier book. 
Journeys on a Fragile Planet: 
what role can we play?  
Thursday 5 August 3-4pm.

Register:
https://www.eventbrite.
com/e/journeys-on-a-fragile-
planet-what-role-can-we-play-
tickets-164769637421?aff= 
ebdssbeac&keep_tld=1

The Naked Ape 
One of our members, Nigel Sinnott, has been re-reading 
Desmond Morris’s The Naked Ape and sends this excerpt:
“The blunt fact is that when our own species density reach-
es a certain pitch, there will be no space left for other ani-
mals. The argument that they constitute an essential source 
of food does not, unhappily, stand up to close scrutiny. It is 
more efficient to eat plant food direct, than to convert it into 
animal flesh and then eat the animals. As the demand for 
living space increases still further, even more drastic steps 
will ultimately have to be taken and we shall be driven to 
synthesising our foodstuffs. Unless we can colonise other 
planets on a massive scale and spread the load, or seriously 
check our population increase in some way, we shall, in the 
not-too-far distant future, have to remove all other forms of 
life from the earth.”

https://candobetter.net/blog/99
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Valerie_Yule
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Valerie_Yule
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9783030787943
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9783030787943
https://www.eventbrite.com/e/journeys-on-a-fragile-planet-what-role-can-we-play-tickets-164769637421
https://www.eventbrite.com/e/journeys-on-a-fragile-planet-what-role-can-we-play-tickets-164769637421
https://www.eventbrite.com/e/journeys-on-a-fragile-planet-what-role-can-we-play-tickets-164769637421
https://www.eventbrite.com/e/journeys-on-a-fragile-planet-what-role-can-we-play-tickets-164769637421
https://www.eventbrite.com/e/journeys-on-a-fragile-planet-what-role-can-we-play-tickets-164769637421
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Branch Reports
WA
Mundaring Branch of Probus had asked me to give a 30 min-
ute (!) talk on population at their July meeting. 30 minutes on 
the ‘history’ of population, no problem!! I commenced with 
how Plato and Aristotle were both concerned about a sustain-
able population and city size through to Rudd’ s ‘Big Australia’. 
I countered his resurrection of ‘Populate or Perish’ philosophy 
and to the factual situation now of populate and perish. Feed-
back was that they found it very informative if a “little scary”.

An ad accompanying an advertorial has been placed in the pa-
per of one of the State’s largest regional towns for the end of 
July. Results, if any, remain to be seen, but at least it’s exposure 
that otherwise would not occur. 

On a similar vein, we have become a sponsor of Perth Green 
Events (PGE). PGE has been running since 2011 as an online 
community hub that provides details of all upcoming environ-
mental events throughout Perth and surrounding areas. Their 
website has good visitation rates averaging 1,000 unique visits 
per month and over 1,000 people subscribed to the newslet-
ter. The website attracts visitors who are strongly active and 
interested in a wide range of environmental issues. Again, it 
remains to be seen if this has any affect. We have been unable 
to ascertain as to whether ‘advertising’ on the Curtin FM has 
had any impact, but I like to think the greater the number of 
‘out in the public’ sites we instigate, the more our message will 
radiate.

 Judith Odgaard

QLD
On 23 May Jane O’Sullivan and I ran a SPA stall at the Logan 
Eco Action Festival (LEAF). LEAF is an excellent initiative of the 
Logan City Council, held on the Logan Campus of Griffith Uni-
versity. Like every city in South East Queensland, Logan city’s 
ancient and unique natural environment is being destroyed to 
permit the building of more houses, with vague promises of 
adequate infrastructure at some point in the future. The locals’ 
lived experience of the reality of big Australia made them very 
receptive to SPA’s work. They bought a stack of books too.

Logan Eco Action Festival

On 18 July Jane, Simon Cole and I ran a stall at the Peaks to 
Points festival at Brisbane’s Oxley Creek common. This was the 
first-time wearing masks at a stall which made it even harder to 
discuss SPA’s ‘controversial’ suite of issues. Fortunately, the lo-
cals were still very engaging and engaged. At both these events 
we have proudly unfurled our SPA banner which adds a little 
bit of gravitas and style to our stall. Many thanks to Simon for 
procuring it and Jane for unfurling it.

Peaks to Point Festival

Jane and Simon also met with a Federal MP and found him 
to be well informed and engaged with SPA’s concerns. These 
meetings are so important for building awareness of the dan-
gers of overpopulation among some of the most influential 
people in the country.  

Peter Cook, David Robertson and I continue our collaboration 
efforts with the Sunshine Coast Environmental Council (SCEC). 
While the Sunshine Coast is under siege from overpopulation, 
SCEC staff have an excellent understanding of the importance 
of population in sustainability.

Edward Smith

SA/NT 
The main event for the SA-NT branch in recent months was 
our holding an AGM on May 21, overdue largely to Covid. The 
highlight was an address from SPA’s national Communication 
Manager, Michael Bayliss, titled ‘An Overview of SPA National 
Projects (and Other Communication Manager [Mis]Adventures)’. 
Michael outlined the increasingly impressive SPA web site, with 
its growing array of functions and information, which is a huge 
credit to him and the national committee. In particular Michael 
has produced a series of podcasts (the Post-Growth Australia 
Podcast (PGAP), with advocacy leaders in Australia and over-
seas. See the link https://pgap.fireside.fm/. The site also allows 
members to keep abreast of official SPA press releases and 
media statements, and across useful discussion in social and 
national media.

The local branch elected a new committee for the next year, 
which is: 
President - Peter Martin
Sec – Robyn Wood
Treasurer – John Coulter
Committee members – Stephen Morris (new SPA member); 
Michael Dwyer; Andrew Kitto; Garry Smart (new SPA member)

The intention was flagged at that meeting to hold showings 
of several films recommended by Michael and others, which 
we will schedule once Covid restrictions are lifted again. The 
branch issued a media release for World Population Day, and 
another for World Environment Day, but there appeared to be 
no media uptake. 

All local members are encouraged to offer their skills, and (lim-
ited!) time to the local branch to help us build a better portfolio 
of activities. A volunteer to coordinate occasional ‘letter writ-
ing events’, for example, would be a fun way to bring people 
together on certain issues and share information. Someone 
interested in helping us use social media better would also be 
welcome. 

Peter Martin

https://pgap.fireside.fm/
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ACT
The ACT Branch has continued to meet on a monthly basis 
via Zoom. This has posed technical problems on occasions 
for some members of the Committee but for the most part, 
has worked well. The initial decision to operate this way 
came about because of the lack of suitable venue options 
when the ANU was almost totally closed to meeting activi-
ties.

The question of making the role of SPA and ACT Branch ac-
tivities more generally, more meaningful and appealing to 
our members has been discussed on and off for a consider-
able time. A decision was made to invite members to both 
express interest in joining the committee but also to give a 
presentation to members on a topic of their choosing rel-
evant to population in some regard.

We have also considered to merits of a panel discussion of 
members at a Branch seminar and we feel this is a good 
idea. It is hoped that we can arrange such an event this year.

The invitation to present produced some interest which 
I hope will bear fruit for the Branch. In particular, I am 
pleased to announce that we will be holding a seminar in 
August which promises to be very attractive to members. 
Rod Taylor will be giving a presentation based on his recent 
book publication entitled ‘Ten journeys on a fragile planet’.  
We are looking forward to this event.

We conducted a survey of all our members to gauge their 
views on a range of issues and invited them to express inter-
est in joining our committee and also to give a presentation 
at some stage. The survey results proved to be quite infor-
mative and illuminating.

We have also had preliminary discussions on proposals 
from the National Treasurer regarding changes to Branch 
Structure and Branch financing.

Colin Lyons

NSW
I have been working on my proposal for a four-part TV se-
ries based on the existential threats facing humanity and is 
closer to completion. This proposal provides an Enduring 
Legislate Framework and addresses the underlying causes 
of climate change, the primary driver being a growing popu-
lation. Solutions to achieving major behavioural changes are 
proposed.  It also contains a myriad of referenced, authori-
tative resources, which can be used to address misconcep-
tions and untruths coming from conspiracy theorists, single-
minded economists, media and government alike. Once 
completed, the proposal will be internally then externally 
reviewed, and refined. We have also started organising ap-
propriate social media to launch the proposal.

NSW Branch works closely with the Center for the Advance-
ment of a Steady State Economy (CASSE -NSW) and has a 
position on their committee. CASSE and SPA’s objectives 
are closely aligned, as an SSE requires an Ecologically Sus-
tainable Population in order to be sustainable. A planned 
Webinar / talk organised by CASSE is planned for the 7th of 
August by Dr Dominique Hes (Chair of the board at Green-
Fleet and Strategic Advisor Hunter Diversification Project).  

Dominique will address the following questions and follow 
up with a Q&A session:

1.  How do we transform endless economic growth thinking 
into ecologically sustainable thinking? 

2.  How to transition to a new society that stays within eco-
logical limits?   

3.  There seems to be a psychological denial of reality across 
western societies. Why is this so?

An email with details and links for the webinar will be sent 
to all members.

Apart from the above proposal, NSW Branch Committee 
would be interested in receiving suggestions from other 
branches on ideas for lobbying to put to our members.

Graham Wood

VIC/TAS
Branch activities have been curtailed due to significant pe-
riods of Covid -19 lockdowns and restrictions in Victoria 
in recent months. As we had our June committee meeting 
by Zoom, we saw it as an opportunity to invite the whole 
branch membership including members from Tasmania. 
On the day, we welcomed the active participation of three 
branch members who attended. 

Fortunately, between lockdowns, our president Dr. Graeme 
Dennerstein was able to arrange a meeting with Chris Turn-
er, Executive Officer for Marie Stopes International Australia 
and Regional Operations Director, Pacific Asia Team at MSI 
Reproductive Choices.to discuss matters of common inter-
est, to join forces in media communications and to improve 
political impact.

Other individual activities have included an attempt by Dan-
iel Webby (Vice President) to contact a young woman fea-
tured in an article regarding an expressed need for family 
planning and education for young people in a regional area 
of Victoria. Committee member Jenny Warfe had a phone 
communication regarding the role of population in envi-
ronmental decline with an ACF fundraiser which revealed 
an apparent denial of the connection and dismissal of con-
cerns. SPA VicTas member, Isabel has been enthusiastically 
distributing education and informative material in her area 
and will be doing more of this. Vice President, Daniel Webby 
plans to resume publicising the population cause at Farmers 
markets when this is possible. 

Despite the pause in overseas immigration in recent months, 
the assaults on our local environment continue unabated as 
though in preparation for a big increase in population. Hous-
es and gardens in the suburbs are going under the bulldozer 
in quick succession to be replaced with much higher density 
dwellings.   Committee member, Gloria O’Connor, reports 
on the huge impact on the local environment of suburban 
expansion in the Pakenham (growth corridor) area south 
east of Melbourne. Now that restrictions have eased, some 
of us are hoping to visit photograph the area to record what 
is about to be lost. 

Jill Quirk

Branch Reports
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Report

About SPA
Website: www.population.org.au

The SPA newsletter is now published every four 
months: in February, May, August and November. 
Members are welcome to submit material to the editor, 
to be published at the editor’s discretion.
Newsletter editor: Jenny Goldie 
editor@population.org.au 
Letters to editor welcome but 300 words maximum and 
in electronic form!

Membership applications and renewals should be done 
via the SPA website or sent to the national office. Gen-
eral inquiries should also go to the national office.

SPA national office 
PO Box 85, Deakin West ACT 2600 
phone: 0434 962 305 
email: info@population.org.au

SPA national office bearers
President: Jenny Goldie | 0401921 453  
president@population.org.au
Vice-president: Peter Cook | vp@population.org.au
Meetings secretary: Sandra Kanck | (08) 83364114  
meetingsecretary@population.org.au
Treasurer: Tony Matta | treasurer@population.org.au
Committee: Jane O’Sullivan | Alan Jones |  
Graham Clews | Des Heaney

Webmaster: Alex Geppert 
webmaster@population.org.au
Membership officer: Andrew Verlei 
membership@population.org.au

Trustees of the Population Fund
Sandra Kanck | Tony Matta | Jenny Goldie

Regional branches
NSW President: Graham Wood 
nsw@population.org.au
WA President: Judith Odgaard | 0477 002 821 
wa@population.org.au
VIC/TAS President:  
Graeme Dennerstein | (03) 9379 7777 (AH) 
vic@population.org.au
ACT President: Colin Lyons | 0434 531 449 
act@population.org.au
QLD President: Edward Smith 
qld@population.org.au
SA/NT President: Peter Martin 
sa@population.org.au
 

Disclaimer
While every effort has been made to ensure the reliability 
of the information contained in this newsletter, the opin-
ions expressed are those of the various authors and do not 
necessarily reflect the opinion of either SPA or the editor.

The last few months have 
been a very busy time in 
CM land.  I am working with 
the membership and mar-
keting committee towards 
implementing a new media 
contact database which will 
mean that SPA can better 
target the media with our 
media releases.  I have also 
been working towards the 
completion to SPA’s ‘big 
Australia’ slideshow that 

will be promoted on social media complete with a web-
site landing page, encouraging the wider public to sup-
port SPA with strategic messaging.

Since March I have temporarily based myself in Adelaide.  
I was invited to be guest speaker at the SA branch AGM 
to showcase SPA’s national projects and new website to 
the local membership.  I have also been invited to pres-

ent at an event organised by Economic Reform Australia 
which is looking likely to happen now that lockdown in 
lifting! I had the opportunity to interview SPA’s John Coul-
ter which was broadcast for world population day on the 
Post-Growth Australia Podcast (PGAP).

Speaking of PGAP, according to metadata, this podcast 
series that I host for SPA is in the top ten percent of per-
forming podcasts worldwide.

SPA’s social media presence on Facebook, Twitter and 
YouTube continues to improve, with the administration 
responsibilities falling almost exclusively on my shoul-
ders.

One of my prouder moments in the last several months 
has been my interview with Tom Elliot on Melbourne’s 
3AW drive program.  The other is launching the ‘Inclu-
sion and Diversity page’ on the SPA website.  This page 
includes the many outreach interviews I have done over 
recent years with first generation migrants, First Nations 
Australians and women from the Global South.

Communication Manager’s Report
Michael Bayliss

Michael Bayliss
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