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Foreword

Rapid population growth and a thermonuclear holocaust are recog-
nized as the two major threats to modern civilization. Progress in
reducing the threat of each has been remarkably slow. This might be
expected in the case of the threat of nuclear war, considering the back-
ground of national interests and suspicions, especially among the
superpowers. The lack of progress regarding population growth control
is more puzzling.

The World Fertility Survey, the largest social science study ever
conducted, has demonstrated that most women in developing coun-
tries with high population growth rates are having more children than
they desire. An unfortunate symptom of this is the growing problem of
child abandonment in these countries. :

The 1984 United Nations International Conference on Popula-
tion in Mexico City clearly defined the need for family-planning serv-
ices, both as a basic human right and as a prerequisite to socio-
economic development. The conference also recognized the threat to
global security of failure to control population growth. One would
think that the solution to rapid population growth is a straightforward
public health matter of delivery of effective fertility control methods to
the couples who desire such information. Some large populations,
including China and Kerala State in India, have dramatically reduced
birth rates in spite of low levels of economic development. Why is
progress so slow in other parts of the developing world? Is any one
method of fertility control essential to reach a population growth rate
of one percent or less? Wherein lies the main obstruction to popula-
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tion growth control? How can it be overcome?

We are indebted to Dr. Stephen Mumford for his forthright analy-
sis that provides answers to these critical questions. It is time that
these issues are confronted and brought into open debate. There exists
an urgent social responsibility to encourage such open and thoughtful
debate.

ELTON KESSEL, M.D.



Preface

This book deals with the national and global security implications of
world population growth and urges that this growth problem be
redefined in terms different from the customary approaches. The solu-
tions—modern methods of contraception, abortion, sterilization,
expanding opportunities for women, sex education, and the like—are
in fact gravely threatening the survival of the Vatican, at least its
political dimension. According to Father Andrew Greeley, the
Vatican leaders are concerned not so much with the religious dimen-
sions of the Church as with its vast worldwide political power. The
greater the number of their communicants, the greater the power of
this hierarchy. These prelates, recognizing their jeopardy, have placed
the religious dimension of the Church at risk in order to prevail politi-
cally.

The United States National Security Council, on the other hand,
in 1979 and 1980, determined that world population growth seriously
threatens the security of all nations including our own. Thus the
dimensions of the conflict are defined.

The political Catholic Church (the Vatican) is pitted against the
national security interests of the United States. Clearly, to ignore the
population problem will be to invite severe consequences and, ulti-
mately, a complete loss of our national security.

Thus threatened, the Vatican is resorting to desperate and bold
measures in America. Four years ago, it went to great lengths to assist
in the election of an American president, using the infrastructure
created by the Catholic bishops’ 1975 Pastoral Plan for Pro-Life Activ-
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ities (often referred to as the Pastoral Plan of Action; see, appendix
two), purportedly created to combat legalized abortion. The Reagan
administration has been overwhelmingly the most Catholic in Ameri-
can history, and its agenda has been essentially the Vatican agenda.

About 4 percent of the U.S. population is Irish Roman Catholic.
Mr. Reagan’s father, like the leadership of the Catholic Church in
America, was an Irish Roman Catholic, and his brother is a devout
Catholic. No one doubts the president’s close ties to the Catholic
Church.

In any administration, the appointments most relevant to the
population growth-security issue are national security advisor, secre-
tary of state, director of the Central Intelligence Agency, attorney-
general (responsible for illegal immigration control), and secretary of
Health and Human Services (who sets the national example for provi-
sion of comprehensive family planning services).

Mr. Reagan has appointed three national security advisors—
Richard Allen, William Clark, and James McFarland. All are Irish
Catholic. His two secretaries of state have been Alexander Haig, an
Irish Catholic, and George Schultz, a Catholic of German extraction.
His CIA director is William Casey, an Irish Roman Catholic, as is his
attorney-general, William French Smith. HHS Secretary Margaret
Heckler is also Irish Roman Catholic.

In a nation in which only 4 percent of the population is Irish
Catholic, this causes no small concern. Any scientist computing
mathematical probabilities will agree that the odds of this arrangement
happening by chance are nil. Now that it has become apparent that
the agenda of the Reagan administration and the Vatican are essen-
tially the same, concern has turned into alarm.

In his book, American Freedom and Catholic Power, published some
thirty-five years ago, the Reverend Paul Blanshard discussed what
theoretically could happen to American democracy if the Catholic
Church conducted itself as it has in most other countries in recent
history, manipulating governments at will.

Blanshard’s book was labeled heretical and rabidly anti-Catholic.
Librarians were ordered to remove it from their shelves. It was kept
secretly in desk drawers. How tragic—for both non-Catholic and
Catholic Americans.

Nowhere is it clearer that the best interests of the Vatican have
superseded those of the United States than in matters concerning the
population growth-national security issue. Many knowledgeable
Americans, including Catholics, agree with another Irish Catholic
American, a former secretary of defense and World Bank president,
Robert McNamara, who believes that world population growth is a
greater threat to U.S. security than thermonuclear war.
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Of great importance is the fact that, like McNamara, most Catho-
lic Americans do not subscribe to the Vatican position on population
growth control. Catholic Americans use the same contraceptive
methods and have abortions at the same rates as non-Catholic Ameri-
cans, and they have the same desired family sizes. Furthermore, most
American Catholics deeply disagree with the Vatican on the need for
population growth control.

However, there is a cadre of devout Catholics, which, out of deep
religious conviction, follow the dictates of the Vatican, without ques-
tion. There is a smaller group of laypersons, less religious, that carry
out orders for the rewards of power and privilege.

They have been joined by certain non-Catholics—fundamentalist
Christians, Mormons, and Orothodox Jews—who are genuinely
opposed to abortion, legal or not, although they are definitely in the
minority among anti-abortionists (less than 30 percent of the activists).
Other non-Catholic laypersons, such as Senator Helms and Congress-
man Levin, have joined the Vatican effort because they derive enor-
mous power from the Vatican. Nevertheless, it is undeniable that the
energy, organization, and direction of the anti-abortion, anti-family-
planning, anti-population-growth-control movement in the United States
comes from the hierarchy of the Roman Catholic Church.

The fears of the Reverend Mr. Blanshard are now being realized.
The president, in a speech in Hoboken, New Jersey, on July 26, 1984,
stated that he was following the leadership of Pope John Paul Il in
determining U.S. foreign policy in Central America in the latest
efforts to save Vatican-backed oppressive governments from popular
uprisings. The White House position paper prepared for the World
Population Conference in Mexico City (see, appendix three) is the
same as the Vatican policy on abortion, family planning, and popula-
tion growth control.

The threat of the Vatican to democracy is overwhelmingly appar-
ent in Pope Pius IX’s Syllabus of Errors (see, appendix four), as binding
today as when it was promulgated more than one hundred years ago.
According to the Roman Catholic Encyclopedia, *‘all Catholics are
bound to accept the syllabus.”” Today, before being ordained, every
Catholic priest is required to swear to support the eighty articles of the
syllabus. Priests who are American citizens have taken an oath to sup-
port a philosophy diametrically opposed to and condemning the princi-
ples of the Constitution of the United States and the Bill of Rights.

American Catholics are certain to pay a terrible price for this
intrusion upon American sovereignty. In 1969, the so-called Soccer
War was fought between El Salvador and Honduras. This was the first
war ever directly attributed to overpopulation, a determination made
by the Organization of American States. The war was prompted by
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massive illegal immigration from grossly overpopulated El Salvador
into Honduras. Fifteen years later, the overpopulation problem contin-
ues to be all but ignored in El Salvador because the Vatican demands
that it be ignored. The population today is growing at the incredible
rate of 2.6 percent per year, and the country has a doubling time of
twenty-seven years! The results of this continued growth have been gen-
eral chaos, the illegal immigration of more than 20 percent of Salva-
dorans to the United States, a breakdown in social order, and destruc-
tion of the economic, social, and political structures of the country.

This is the kind of chaos that the United States has in store if we
allow continued illegal immigration of tens of millions of Catholic
Latin Americans and others into the United States. This approach to
assuming control over the most powerful nation on earth appears to be
what the Vatican has in mind, since it represents the only significant
opposition to illegal immigration control.

The public trust in all American Catholics is imminently threat-
ened by this refusal of the Vatican to respect American sovereignty.
As soon as American non-Catholics sense that this trust has been
broken by a significant number of Catholics who owe their first loyalty
to the Vatican, public trust in Catholics in general will be destroyed,
albeit undeservedly. If the Vatican proceeds with this infringement on
U.S. sovereignty, a violent reaction is already predictable. Unfortun-
ately, all of us will pay for the Vatican’s struggle for power.

On September 12, 1984, Bill Moyers appeared with Dan Rather
on the CBS evening news. His commentary referred to the alliance
between the Roman Catholic bishops and Protestant fundamentalists.
He discussed the threat of the separation of church and state issue,
which has been renewed by the 1984 presidential campaign, and
placed in the strongest terms the seriousness of this threat to America:

We have an dlternative to civil war in this country—a holy civil war at
that—and that is the Constitution.

El Salvador and China offer us the best examples of the option
Americans will have if we continue to allow a government other than our
own democratically representative one to determine U.S. foreign and domes-
tic policy on population growth control activities. Either an insecure nation
in social, economic, and political chaos or a highly regimented one
devoid of many cherished freedoms may be our future. Neither option
should be acceptable to Americans. Population growth control is the
only alternative.

This book is devoted to a complete discussion of the population
growth-national security threat, and each issue set forth in the fore-
going pages is discussed in depth.

STEPHEN D. MUMFORD



Introduction

There are two major issues of our time: the security threat of over-
population and the threat of nuclear war. For the past several years,
the nuclear war threat has been the most widely discussed topic in
America, while overpopulation has received very little attention.
Recently, General Maxwell Taylor made a strong plea for the recogni-
tion of this problem in an editorial appearing in newspapers through-
out this country. There was hardly any response. His book, Precarious
Security, published eight years ago, which made the same statement,
likewise prompted virtually no public debate. Why? The answer to this
question is the subject of this book. Chapter one makes the case that
overpopulation is the single greatest threat to national and global
security.

The great influx of illegal aliens is an imminent national security
threat. The reason why it is not being addressed is the subject of
chapter two.

Abortion is a serious national security issue. The logic behind this
statement is presented in chapter three. Not surprisingly, there has
been scarcely any public attention given to seeing abortion in this
context,

The Catholic Church intentionally or otherwise is thwarting
several social justice movements in the United States, including the
environmental, abortion, family planning, ERA, and illegal immigra-
tion control movements, because they are threatening the power of
the Vatican. Chapter four discusses why.

Chapter five presents the case for an American confrontation with
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the Vatican. It points out that Reagan’s is the most Catholic adminis-
tration in American history and why Catholics and non-Catholics
alike should be deeply concerned.

Chapter one was prepared in collaboration with the Georgetown
University Center for Strategic Studies. When the university blocked
its publication because of its frank discussion of the seldom recognized
role of the Roman Catholic Church, it was brought out as a mono-
graph by the International Fertility Research Program in 1980 and
distributed by the Population Action Council. It was subsequently
published by The Humanist magazine in 1981. The next four chapters
appeared in The Humanist as well: chapter two in 1981, chapter three
in 1982, and chapters four and five in 1983. However, chapter three
was originally carried in the American Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecol-
ogy in 1982.

Unfortunately, all of the material in these chapters remains cur-
rent, and, for this reason, it appears in this text in the original form.
There were high hopes for changes in the American Church regarding
population-related issues when, in 1979, the U.S. National Security
Council determined that world population growth is a serious national
security threat. We had expected more effective responses to these
chapters from the growing numbers of Catholics working for changes
within their Church. Except for a few bright spots, the responses have
been disappointing and suggest that there will be but little change in-
itiated from within the American Catholic Church. Chapter six offers
specific examples of what American Catholics are saying in regard to
the material in chapters one through five.

These first five chapters represent the effects of the Church on
population growth control issues. Upon receipt of the shocking reac-
tions such as those offered in chapter six, it became apparent that
study of the foundation and inner workings of the Church was
necessary to understand the background and causes of the obstruction
by the Church. The remaining chapters are a product of this study.

Chapter seven takes a close look at the origins of power of the
Vatican in America and shows why this power is threatened by popu-
lation growth control. Chapter eight reveals the Vatican vitiation of
the American population growth control establishment. Censorship
has been the key to Vatican successes in America, including those
thwarting population growth control. Chapter nine offers examples
that have occurred early in 1984. Chapter ten summarizes the serious-
ness of the Vatican influence on U.S. policy making. The Reagan
agenda appears identical to the Vatican agenda, and there is evidence
that this is not by accident. It is clear that the Latinizing of American
democracy is well underway. Chapter eleven defines why true
American conservatives should be outraged by this Vatican influence
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on the government.

Milestones in the development of the current population growth
threat to U.S. security are: (1) development of the ethic, “You should
never criticize another person’s religion,” over the past two hundred
years; (2) the ecumenical movement; (3) the Vatican’s furthering and
implementation of effective censorship of the American press regard-
ing criticism of Vatican actions; (4) stress on the abortion issue; and (5)
the creation of the Moral Majority by the Catholic Church to allow
political mobilization under the cloak of American Protestant funda-
mentalism. These most important junctures are discussed and docu-
mented throughout the book.

This study finds that the implications of Vatican interference in
the American democratic process for Catholics and non-Catholics
alike during the next thirty years are most serious. The population
growth control problem involves Vatican politics and must be dis-
cussed in these terms. At this point, it is clearly the most relevant
discussion. The solution to the world population problem rests in
considerable measure in the hands of the American press, which must
break the improper actual and assumed censorship furthered by the
Vatican in regard to its activities.

Two important points should be stressed and remembered as the
reader studies the following pages.

The first is that a crucial distinction is made between the Catholic
laity and their religion and the Vatican hierarchy and its eccnomic
and political power structure. The arguments presented here are solely
concerned with the latter—a sovereign political entity whose wealth
exceeds that of most nations on earth and whose power, because of its
carefully maintained two-thousand-year-old hierarchical structure
which allows for no dissent and its unique ability to act without ter-
ritorial and other constraints faced by most nations, is enormous.
There is virtually no difference between Catholics and non-Catholics
in regard to desire for and use of contraception and frequency of ob-
taining abortions. The Church is capitalized in these pages for good
reason—the subject is the Vatican hierarchy and the use of its power to
influence other sovereign governments; the subject is not an individ-
ual’s religion or his or her private practice thereof.

The second important point is that Protestant Americans have
traditionally been unopposed to family planning and that the Vati-
can’s cooptation of a segment of ‘‘Protestant” America is a political
union. Many good conservatives and Protestants, such as Senator
Barry Goldwater, have condemned the Moral Majority and its
allies with good reason—they see it as a radical group with political
objectives inimical to the United States and its Constitution. The
Vatican is using this ‘‘fundamentalist’ group, set up according to the
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blueprint prepared by the Vatican for organizing Catholic and non-
Catholic groups for political purposes—the Bishops’ Pastoral Plan for
Pro-Life Activities (appendix two)—as an opening wedge to further its
political ends in the United States. The Moral Majority and the
Vatican are allies, and they are more than that. As has been the case
in other such “‘religious” unions of the past, the Vatican has the most
to gain.

Removal of Vatican politics from the worldwide population
growth control effort will vastly enhance the prospects for successfully
dealing with the overpopulation problem.



1.
Population Growth and Global

Security: Toward an American
Strategic Commitment

Prefatory Note

As the year 2000 approaches, the nightmares of overpopulation, wide-
spread famine and disease, and an exhaustive depletion of our natural
resources are quickly becoming realities. The Center for Strategic and
International Studies’s population studies program, long cognizant of
these dangers, has been involved in a project addressing some sensitive
and complex political questions surrounding international population
growth control efforts. We are convinced that global population
growth issues should be concerns of national security decision makers
and we are perplexed by the government’s deliberateness in not
acknowledging this basic relationship.

With this fifth CSIS Note published within the framework of the
Population Policy Roundtable, Dr. Stephen Mumford has written a
monograph certain to incite controversy. CSIS clearly does not sub-
scribe to every position taken it it; however, by placing demographic
growth, global security, and American strategic interests on the same
continuum, the author has produced a unique analysis of the popula-
tion problem. He attacks the problem by highlighting three crucial
areas for consideration: the relationship between population growth
control and national security issues, the role of American leadership in
resolving the problem, and the barriers to effective action—most
notably, the anachronistic tenets of the Roman Catholic Church with
regard to abortion and contraception. Dr. Mumford stresses the need
for global cooperation and commitment if the problem is to be ar-



2 Population Growth and Global Security

rested, and he urges the United States to assume the responsibility of
leading other countries in the fight to control population growth.
The recently published Global 2000 Report to the President concurs

with many of Dr. Mumford’s conclusions. It recognizes the “‘progres-

. . . ) )
sive degradation and impoverishment of the earth’s natural rescurce

base” and the need for international cooperation. And like Dr.
Mumford’s monograph, the Global 2000 Report realizes the political
impact that an uncontrolled population growth would have on the
relationship between industrialized nations and less developed coun-
tries (LDCs) where the greatest growth rates occur. In this modern
political system of interdependence, the fates of both industrialized
nations and LDCs are inextricably linked.

Dr. Mumford has held the position of scientist at the International
Fertility Research Program (IFRP) since 1977, where he is primarily

responsible for the development of surgical contraception research
strategies He has a rlpcrpp in agriculture from the University of

.......... 123C 1l a2l «b.-v.,. ale LA R PV " A= )

Kentucky and was later comm15510ned in the Army Medical Service
Corps leaving active duty with the rank of captain. During a tour of
umy in [‘\bld, he first recogmzeu the lmkage between pOuuuu stabuuy
and population pressures. He obtained his doctorate in population
studies from the University of Texas. Dr. Mumford is the author of
Population Growth Control: The Next Move is America’s (New York:
Philosophical Library, Inc., 1977) and has written several other books
and articles on the biomedical and social aspects of family planning. In
1978, he testified before the House Select Committee on Population
on the topic of world population growth as a national security threat.
There is indisputable need to re-examine current population

policies and to investigate alternative solutions to this potentlally
devastating problem.

Georges A. quuu!

Population Studies

Third World Program

T ameanr e Qeenrngio amd Tuea

LEHTET 10T Stiaitegic anda in iternationa
Georgetown University
August 1980

Introduction

In the past three decades, a new threat to international and domestic
security has emerged: uncontrolled world population movements,

compounded by a global natural resource interdependence. If current

growth rates continue, the inevitability of widespread social and politi-
cal instability by the year 2000 makes population growth the most
serious threat—a threat more often recognized than acknowledged.
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Widespread acknowledgment and a corresponding political, moral,
and economic commitment are essential if this strategic threat to
world peace is to be countered. Yet, although some of our nation’s
finest minds have acknowledged the profound security implications of
population growth over the past six years, they remain no more than a
handful. Key factors delaying the appropriate commitment are the
desire to avoid: (1) thinking about the gravity of the world predica-
ment; (2) the issues of abortion and teenage childbearing; (3) confron-
tation with pronatalistic organizations; and, most significant, (4) con-
frontation with the hierarchy of the Roman Catholic Church.

The Catholic Church has exerted great influence on U.S. policy
in population matters as a result of its intimidation of elected officials
and the built-in reverence most Americans have for an ecclesiastical
hierarchy. The teachings of the Church and its hierarchy’s insistence
that these teachings be followed have resulted in an unintentional
suppression of the substantial knowledge about the consequences of
overpopulation. The main source of energy, organization, and direc-
tion for the anti-abortion movement in the United States and the
movement to frustrate enforcement of U.S. immigration laws is the
Roman Catholic Church. Ultimately, either humankind or nature will
sharply limit population growth—preferably, it will be humankind.

The current world population growth control effort is essentially
ineffective. If we are to reverse this trend, the United States must over-
come the formidable obstacle that the Catholic hierarchy presents and
accept a new leadership role. 1 suggest that the United States is the
only nation capable of successfully surmounting this obstable.

Redefining National Security

Americans would like to forget that their national security is the foun-
dation for the freedoms and privileges that they cherish. Freedom of
political activity, of personal expression, and of the press cannot be
realized in the absence of national security. But what do we mean by
that? Two decades ago, Arnold Wolfers characterized national security
as an ambiguous symbol fraught with semantic and definitional prob-
lems. The last quarter of the twentieth century has brought home the
realization that threats can no longer be defined solely in terms of
armies and the sophistication of their military hardware. It has become
increasingly apparent that to the long-standing interest in military
affairs and a defense policy must be added topics that affect national
security in less obvious but increasingly important ways: energy
resources, availability of industrial raw materials, the diffusion of mili-
tary technology, chronic unemployment, and food production. In this
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rapidly changing environment, one overwhelming factor underlying
these issues remains: global population growth.

Two of the most significant changes in history have occurred since
1945. The first is a drastic decrease in worldwide death rates without a
concomitant decrease in birth rates. The second is the sharply
increased dependence of affluent nations upon the less affluent nations
as suppliers of industrial raw materials.

The world added a fourth billion to its population in a mere fifteen
years (1960-1975), and from 1976 to 2000 it will add an additional 2.5
billion. To avert catastrophic food shortages, world food production
must increase by 43 percent in the next two decades.’ This will not
occur automatically. Many agriculturists believe a 20 percent increase
in food production is a more realistic hope—one percent per year. If we
have only a 20 percent increase in food production in the next twenty
years, we will have a shortfall equal to the total food requirements of
one billion people—one-third of the world’s presently underfed
developing world population beyond the existing (1980) shortfall. The
International Food Policy Research Institute predicts that even by
1990 the world food deficit will be 120 to 140 million metric tons per
year’—the total food requirements of 660 to 770 million people
calculated using the current Indian average of 400 pounds of grain per
capita per year. The realistic possibility that hunger may cause
widespread disruption of social organization makes world population
growth a serious security issue.

Ninety percent of the world’s population growth occurs in the
developing world, where growth rates are 2 percent or more per year.’
It is in the countries of the developing world that the disparity between
food production and population growth is the greatest. Hunger-
induced social disorganization will cause some nations to lose their
domestic stability and internal cohesion. As the security of a nation
slips away, surrounding nations will have to be concerned not only
with their own diminishing per capita food production but also with
the migration of hungry people from neighboring countries. Alterna-
tively, a weakened social fabric may easily result in incremental de-
creases in food supplies. A catastrophic spiral is thereby set in motion.

Witness Cambodia. Initially, the Pol Pot government deliberately
took steps to destroy the existing social organization. Fewer crops were
planted, harvested, and distributed; the result was great hunger.
Continuing civil strife further reduced food production, and hunger
became more widespread. Then, hunger itself hastened social disorgan-
ization; both contributed to increased civil strife and damaged the
infrastructure of the agricultural system. With each growing season,
fewer and fewer crops were planted and hunger increased. Seed stocks
were eaten, and fuel needed for food production became less available;
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draft animals and breeding stocks were slaughtered. By 1979, only a
small portion of the food produced just five years earlier was harvested.
Social organization has been completely shattered. The millions of
deaths due to starvation and the large number of violent deaths are
direct results of the destruction of social organization. Hunger did not
initiate the devastation in Cambodia, but it has obviously exacerbated
its impact.

One of the most significant changes in history is the sharply
increased dependence of affluent, developed nations upon the less
affluent, developing nations for a steady supply of industrialized raw
materials. Modern industry requires steady supplies of aluminum,
chromium, copper, iron, lead, manganese, nickel, phosphorus, potas-
sium, sulfur, tin, tungsten, and zinc. Out of thirty-six basic raw materi-
als, the United States is now self-sufficient in only ten and is depend-
ent upon foreign sources for increasing percentages of the other
twenty-six.* In 1979, the U.S. Bureau of Mines released the following
figures, which show just how dependent America has become:

Ninety-nine percent of all platinum comes from South Africa,
U.S.S.R., and Canada; 90 percent of all cobalt from Zaire,
Zambia, Canada, and Morocco; 78 percent of all manganese from
South Africa, Gabon, Brazil, and Australia; 70 percent of all
chromium from U.S.S.R., South Africa, Rhodesia (Zimbabwe),
and the Philippines; 65 percent of all tin from Malaysia,
U.S.S.R., China, and Italy; and 64 percent of all bauxite from

Australia, Jamaica, Guinea, and Surinam.

In addition, the importance of an uninterrupted supply of petro-
leum has become evident to all.

It is obvious that political instability in raw-material exporting
countries will affect their ability to satisfy the increasing demands of
the developed world. Accessibility to these resources can no longer be
assumed. A sharp reduction in the flow of essential industrial raw
materials to the developed world will have a devastating effect on its
industrial systems. Furthermore, the battle is on among the industrial-
ized nations to establish adequate strategic raw material reserves.

The European nations have shown much more concemn for
securing supplies of strategic materials. West Germany is the leader of
the movement with respect to volume, but France has also been quiet-
ly stockpiling raw materials since 1975. Emphasis is placed on secrecy.
A sharp decline in the import of an essential material can have a
devastating effect. For example, a West German government-spon-
sored report recently noted that a 30 percent decline in chrome
imports over one year could cut the country’s entire gross national
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product by 25 percent because of repercussions in the automobile,
aircraft, and defense industries, which depend upon the metal to
strengthen steel, among other things.®

The United States, in the face of sharp reductions in imports of
essential industrial raw materials, could realistically expect an urban
unemployment/underemployment rate of 30 to 40 percent (rates
typical in the developing world today).” An unemployment/under-
employment rate of this magnitude in American cities, where expecta-
tions are high, would impose a direct threat to the nation’s stability.

There are two complicating factors. The first is the threat to U.S.
agricultural production capacities. American agriculture enjoys its
high productivity, in great part, as a result of the considerable industri-
al input into the agricultural system. For example, a single farm in the
Midwest depends on thousands of chemicals, tools, and pieces of
machinery to bring a single crop to the marketplace. Input from the
industrial sector is made at every step in the process, from the prepara-
tion of hybrid seed to the packaging of the product for supermarket
shelves. There are approximately four industrial laborers working to
support a single farmer.® If our industrial system is severely damaged by
the curtailment of raw material imports, our highly industrialized
agricultural system would be severely damaged and agricultural produc-
tion would drop sharply; just how sharply is difficult to predict, but
shorter food supplies in the United States would be inevitable.

The second complicating factor is a potential massive influx of
illegal immigrants into the United States. A crude estimate is that the
number of illegal immigrants during the next twenty years could reach
161 million (see chapter two). The “‘boat people”” of Indochina are just
the first glimmer of what is to come. Even today the boat people of
Haiti are landing in southern Florida where more than 25,000 already
reside; one-half of this number landing in 1980 alone. More than
110,000 illegal aliens from Cuba, over one percent of the population of
that island, were deposited on Florida shores in a seven-week period
beginning April 1980.°

This great migration is bound to have a profound impact on the
American socioeconomic environment and is already being felt among
the weakest links of our society: the minorities. Managing the domes-
tic impact while minimizing the problems caused by the influx of other
migrants will require a considerable investment. Even at the low cost
of $1,000 each, the apprehension, detention, processing, and deporta-
tion of some 161 million illegal aliens could in theory reach an as-
tounding $161 billion. In these pressures lie the dangers of widespread
terrorism, crime against persons and property at a higher rate than now
believed possible, and, ultimately, societal disintegration. In compari-
son, the possibility of a conventional armed attack from the Soviet
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Union becomes a threat of lesser importance.

Acknowledging the Problem: American Leadership

An acknowledgment that world population growth is a serious threat
to the security of all nations including the United States, is essential if
ance in a populatton control effort should not be ]ust at the expense of
the people of the developing world; rather, it is in everyone’s self-
interest to achieve mutual benefits.

Norman Borlaug, father of the green revolution, never looked to
his revolution as the solution to the food problem. Rather, he felt that
it would buy perhaps an additional fifteen or twenty years, during
which the brakes could be applied to population growth.”” The year
1968 marked the beginning of his revolution. Twelve of those years
have now passed, and we have essentially wasted this purchase. In fact,
the total impact of the deliberate attempts of governments, excluding
China, to achieve nnnnlatl_on urnwrh control has ngstnoned the
scenario described above for only a matter of months. To gain twelve
months population growth control efforts would have to prevent
cxguty million births—a number that has taken us more than ten years
to achieve.!" Obviously, the present approach is just not working.

Reason dictates that we do not attempt to manage this problem
with less than an adequate commitment, and only after world popula-
tion growth is acknowledged by the United States and other countries
to be a serious security threat will adequate allocations be forthcoming
and a solution attainable. The United States made the political,
moral, and economic commitment to win World War II. Today, it
allocates more than one-fourth of its defense budget each year specifi-
cally to counter the Russian threat.'? Arresting population growth
requires an enormous effort and a highly complex solution. The exact

cost is uul\uuwu, bul. costs \,uxupanabl\ to Lhua\, expeud»d by’ the

United States and the U.S.S.R. to counter the perceived threats to
their respective national security cannot be discounted.

The United States has as much at stake as any other nation if the
current laissez faire approach to the solution of this extremely complex
problem continues. Most countries, expecting the United States to be
the leader, have delegated responsibility to us. If the United States
does not accept the challenge, the year 2000 will find a world with a
billion or more people than it would have had otherwise.

In general, the United States should adopt laws and policies
similar to or similar in effect to those of Hong Kong, Singapore, and

the People’s Republic of China. Unfortunately, few, if any, nations
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will follow these governments in the elimination of pronatalist laws
and policies and in the institution of antinatalist ones. However, many
countries would follow the United States if it boldly instituted these
changes.

Pronatalist forces, who encourage births, must be stopped. We
must adopt the antinatalist policies that we are suggesting for rapidly
growing developing countries. All government policies and laws

encouraging childbirth must be changed. All tax incentives for having

children must be eliminated, as well as any remaining welfare incen-
tives. Teenage childbearing must be eliminated, and childbearing
before the mid-twenties strongly discouraged to lengthen the time
between generations. Childless and one-child families must be
encouraged.

Leadership is unquestionably the most important component of
the world population growth control effort; providing resources or
research and development is of far less importance. At this juncture,
the United Nations is in no position to provide this leadership. The
United Nations possesses neither the influence nor the organizational
capacity to do so, nor could leadership be delegated or acquired in
some way. We must acknowledge that the United States, with its
growing dependence on developing countries, industrialized agricul-
ture, and vulnerability to massive illegal immigration, is as much in
jeopardy as any other country. Without this American commitment,
the attempt to control population growth will continue to founder, no
matter how extensive the research or how great the expenditure.

Taking a Stand

Why has there not been an appropriate government response to global
population pressures? Perhaps acknowledgment of the issue must be
much more widespread before action by leaders can be expected. An
extensive search of the literature indicates that one of the first persons
to go on record in this regard was World Population Society founder
Dr. Charles Cargill. Cargill emphasized the relationship between
national security and population at the first annual meeting of the
World Population Society in February 1974 and repeated the point to
many groups, including the House Select Committee on Population in
1978.

In 1976, former Assistant Secretary of State George W. Ball
referred to demographic pressures in his book, Diplomacy for a Crowded
World. In April 1977, World Bank President Robert McNamara under-
lined the importance of the problem in an address to the Massachu-
setts Institute of Technology. About this same time, former director of
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the Central Intelligence Agency William Colby made the same
avowal in a television news interview and has since reiterated his
belief that world population growth is the most serious threat to U.S.
security.”’ Lester Brown, ecologist and president of the Worldwatch
Institute, has emphasized the salience of population growth factors in
his treatise, ‘‘Redefining National Security.” In December 1977, Dr.
Zbigniew Brzezinski, national security advisor, referred to these
pressures in a press briefing. The same year, former HEW Deputy
Assistant Secretary Dr. Louis Hellman recognized the problem in a
statement entitled ‘“The U.S. Role in Resolving the World Population
Problem,” prepared at the request of President Carter." In February
1978, Ambassador Marshall Green, then coordinator of population
affairs, U.S. Department of State, outlined its significance in
testimony before the House Select Committee on Population. Retired
Army General Maxwell Taylor acknowledged the threat before the
same committee in April 1978. In July 1978, former Ohio Governor
John ]. Gilligan, at that time director of the Agency for International
Development (AID), declared world population growth to be a nation-
al security threat before the National Press Club. More recently in
December 1979, the president’s twenty-member Commission on
World Hunger did give some recognition to the threat in their final
report.” Ambassador Richard Benedick, coordinator of population
affairs at the State Department, has made a forceful plea for greater
efforts to deal with these threats in an address to the Members of
Congress for Peace through Law.

The people listed above represent many careers and political per-
suasions. This is but a small group of individuals. Ironically enough,
there is a conspicuous absence of demographers, the recognized
population experts who tend to lead American thought on matters of
population. No perceptible government action has yet occurred as a
result of these statements. To date, not a single major organization in
America has come out and supported these tough positions. Why
aren’t more individuals and institutions more courageous in doing so?

Barriers to Effective Action

1. Desire to avoid the issue of abortion. Abortion is an issue that only
extremists are comfortable in discussing; there is little room for the
middle-of-the-roaders; neutrality invites the enmity of both extremes.
To avoid the conflict and the loss of friends, we avoid the subject alto-
gether. Yet, we recognize that no contraceptive method is fail-proof; in
fact, some methods, such as thythm or contraceptive foam, fail quite
often. We also recognize that many people do not use a method when
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they should and some do not have access to a reliable method. Thus,
we correctly suspect that any serious population growth control effort
will necessarily include great numbers of abortions.

No matter how unfortunate or distasteful, abortion is instrumental
in promoting a serious population growth control effort and will re-
main so for at least another twenty years. Even today, abortion plays a
most significant role. Each year there are seventy to ninety million
more births than deaths, and each year there are an estimated forty to
fifty million or more induced abortions, one-half of which are
performed illegally.’ An abortion followed by use of a moderately
effective contraceptive method prevents, on the average, approximate-
ly one birth. The wortld’s growth rate would be roughly 50 percent
greater if there were no abortions. Had there been no abortions over
the past thirty years, starvation would probably be far more wide-
spread, and our world far more chaotic.

Had birth control been promoted with the same vigor as death
control (as advocated by some since the 1940s)"” from World War Il
until today, abortion would not need to be encouraged. Now we have
no choice but to encourage this procedure. Thus, if we acknowledge
that world population growth is a serious threat to the security of all
nations, to the security of all persons, and to the survival of all persons,
then we will be forced to deal with an issue we prefer to avoid.

2. Desire to avoid the issue of teenage childbearing. In the United
States, each year there are approximately one million teenage preg-
nancies (ages ten to nineteen), accounting for about one out of every
four pregnancies. About 300,000 of these pregnancies result in induced
abortions, 100,000 result in hasty marriages, and 600,000 result in
births.'® These births cost American taxpayers $8.3 billion every year,"
an amount greater than the national budget for over one-half of the
nations of the world.” This is an average of $13,833 for each birth, and
is only the direct cost, that is, cash support payments, food stamps,
social services, free medical services; the indirect costs are not includ-
ed in this figure. For example, children raised by teenage parents—
little more than children themselves—are far more inclined to become
delinquents and criminals and are disproportionately represented in
our penal institution population.

Thus far, Americans have failed to compensate for this recent
explosion in the number of fertile, sexually active, unwed teenagers.
There is but one reason—the lack of courage to deal with four volatile
issues: universal sex education; availability and promotion of contra-
ceptives for teenagers; availability and promotion of abortion; and
infringement on total reproductive freedom. Therefore, we must
unreservedly confront each of these issues before we can deal success-
fully with the teenage pregnancy problem. The global problems of
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overpopulation are critical enough without the added pressures of
unwanted pregnancies straining the world’s limited resources. Further-
more, the welfare of these accidental births places an overwhelming
and unnecessary financial drain on the nation’s domestic economy.
Taxpayers should not have to bear the monetary burden for teenagers
emotionally and financially unprepared to assume the responsibilities
of sexual freedom and subsequent accidental pregnancies. Sex educa-
tion and the full availability of and accessibility to contraception and
abortion are essential if the problem is to be solved. Furthermore we
must adopt the posture that teenagers should not have the freedom to
1cpruduuc unless Luf‘:‘y‘ can handle all direct and indirect costs, and of
course, none can.

3. Desire to avoid confrontation with pronatalist organizations. Pro-
natalist means encouraging births either intentionally or unintention-
ally. There are many pronatalist organizations in the United States,
many of which are unintentionally pronatalist. An organization
providing goods or services for a family on a schedule that is not based
on cost per child is pronatalist. It is providing these goods or services
free to children of larger families at the expense of smaller families,
removing the economic disincentive to have children. Most medical
insurance companies and some hotel chains can thus be regarded as
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pronatalist. If an insurance company, or an employer in its group

medical insurance package, requires all employees to share in the costs
of childbearing for those who have children during their employment
under that package, then that company or employer should be viewed
as pronatalist.

The most influential and effective of the pronatalist institutions
are the religious institutions. Virtually all religious groups in the
United States are pronatalist to some degree. The degree, of course, is
determined by their activities to encourage births, ranging from giving
prizes each Mother’s Day to the mother with the greatest number of
children, to asserting that having many children is an ecclesiastical
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the United States. Freedom of religion has been a value treasured since
the birth of our nation.

,-

The Role of the Roman Catholic Church Hierarchy

Many of the thoughts in this section are a consequence of a reading of
Father Andrew Greeley’s recent book, The Making of the Popes 1978:
The Politics of Intrigue in the Vatican (Kansas City: Andrews and
McMeel, Inc., 1979). Few Americans, Catholic or non-Catholic, have
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Catholic hierarchy, particularly among that small group of older
Italian elite headquartered in Rome. In many ways, we Americans
have placed our future in their hands. I would suggest that Father
Greeley’s book should be considered required reading by every Ameri-
can concerned about the national security of the United States.

The Catholic Church holds a very special place among the pro-
natalist religious groups and deserves to be discussed separately for
several reasons. It is the most influential social institution in the world
today and is the best organized religious group, possessing a sophisti-
cated infrastructure, and is highly responsive to the chain of com-
mand. In the United States, it is the largest religious group and clearly
the most influential.' The Church'’s teachings on contraception, abor-
tion, and sterilization influence the world’s policies, either with intent
or de facto.”? The Church’s teachings and the hierarchy’s insistence
that they be followed is resulting in an unintentional suppression of a
vast knowledge of the consequences of overpopulation: that ultimately
either man or nature will sharply limit population and that abortion,
contraception, and sterilization must be used by every at-risk fertile
couple on earth if global peace and security is to be maintained.

While the Catholic Church is no longer influential with its follow-
ers in the United States, in matters of reproduction,? it is, neverthe-
less, a powerful political force. Ironically, it is upon the policymakers
that the Church’s influence is the greatest. It openly expounds that it
no longer honors the concept of the separation of church and state in
the United States.** It frankly admits its involvement in the political
process and its financial support of selected candidates.”” The Church
maintains its political power through the forewarning of our nation’s
elected officials by either using or threatening to use its vast resources
(funds, communication network, and so forth) and its organization
against them.?® Nowhere is the Catholic hierarchy’s refusal to honor
the concept of separation of church and state more obvious than in
matters of population growth control.

What has made this tolerance for Catholic influence on U.S.
public policy concerns particularly perplexing is that the leadership of
the Catholic Church in America owes its allegiance to the leadership
in Vatican City, the seat of the Church’s central government, or
Curia.”” Thus, the leaders of the Church in Vatican City are
orchestrating this interference in American political affairs. One can
suggest that, in effect, a foreign government or a foreign power is
interfering with U.S. governmental affairs. Such interference is only
one side of the issue.

Causing even greater concern is the recognized difficulty in chang-
ing the Church’s stand on contraception, abortion, and population
growth control. When Pope John XXIII came to power in 1958, there
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were fifty-two members of the College of Cardinals, twelve of whom
were in their eighties. In 1962, Pope John XXIII called the Ecumenical
Council Vatican II amid signs that the teachings of the Church on
these matters of contraception, abortion, and population growth
control were about to change. Unfortunately, he died before the
second of the four sessions commenced. Even before his death, there
had been considerable controvesy between the progressives (including
Pope John) and the ultraconservatives. Pope Paul VI then came to
power, giving the edge to the ultraconservative faction. Pope Paul
with the assistance (solicited or unsolicited) of Curial reactionaries,
including Cardinal Alfredo Ottaviani, and operating in an information
vacuum, solidified his political position on this matter. First, in the
selection of new cardinals and bishops to replace those who died, he
ranked the candidates by their attitudes toward contraception, abor-
tion, and population control, selecting the most conservative (almost a
single-issue selection, as we say in American politics).”® Second, to
dilute the power of the moderates, the Pope expanded the size .of the
College of Cardinals to an all-time high of 145 in 1973. The number
entitled to participate in papal elections was limited to 120.” Thus, he
ensured that the ultraconservative faction would be selecting the next
pope, as well as some others in the future. Certainly no moderation on
fertility matters occurred during Pope Paul’s reign.

Pope John Paul I lived just long enough to demonstrate to the
world that Pope Paul’s political maneuvers were successful. Pope John
Paul II wasted no time confirming that Pope Paul’s strategy had suc-
cessfully extended beyond the election of his successor. During Pope
John Paul II's visits to the Western Hemisphere, he made it painfully
clear that he intends no changes in population control policy. In the
words of the Irish writer-diplomat, Conor Cruise O'Brien, ‘“Where
Pope Paul was cautiously and colorlessly conservative, Pope John Paul
Il is a crusading traditionalist. . . .”"*

The power struggle within the Catholic Church over the past
twenty years has made it apparent, even to the casual observer, that
abortion, contraception, and population growth control are political
issues within the Catholic Church leadership, not moral issues. It is
sometimes difficult to believe that the leadership of the Church may
regard these as moral issues. The vast majority of Catholic theologians
were dismayed by Pope Paul’s continued insistence in his encyclical
Humanae Vitae that contraception, abortion, and population growth
control are immoral. One need only read the paper ‘‘Catholic Perspec-
tives on Population Issues” by Francis X. Murphy, C.S.S.R., and
Joseph F. Erhart (Population Reference Bureau, Washington, D.C.,
1975)", in which the overwhelming support (clearly a majority) for
changing the Catholic Church’s teachings on contraception, abortion,
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and population growth control by theologians, clergy, and lay leaders
alike is thoroughly documented, to see just how widespread this over-
whelmingly negative response to Humanae Vitae was among theolo-
gians and lay leaders. From the preceding observations, it is safe to sug-
gest that the men who are leaders of the Catholic Church in America
have more in common with their colleagues of the Italian Curia than
they do with the mainstream of American Catholics.

Few American Catholics probably believe that it is God’s will to
bring hundreds of millions (or more likely billions) of children into the
world in the next few decades, only to have them suffer for a few
months or a few years and perish—an inevitable prospect under current
teachings of birth control. It is estimated that 365 million people were
chronically undernourished when Humanae Vitae was issued in 1968.%
According to the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAQ), in over
sixty developing countries, growth in agricultural production did not
match population growth during the years 1970 to 1977.> The World
Food Council estimated that in 1979 the number of people who were
severely undernourished had grown to 450 million and that of people
with some degree of malnutrition to 1.3 billion.*

In 1978, according to UNICEF, thirty million children under age
five starved to death.” In 1978, 134 million children were born and 22
percent of this number died from starvation. The simple reality is that
we are bringing more children into the world than we can provide for.
At current rates (thirty million per year), 900 million children will be
born and will die of starvation in the next thirty years alone. This is a
most crushing thought. Even worse, the rate is certain to climb far
above thirty million tragic deaths per year even under the best circum-
stances.

The Vatican leadership of the Church not only is irresponsible for
having thwarted unilateral, bilateral, and multilateral efforts to slow
population growth for almost thirty years but also for not having led
the population growth control effort. As the world’s largest and most
influential social organization, the Church could have been the single
most important force in preventing the great human tragedy we are
just beginning to witness.*

The Vatican's current position on population matters has under-
mined and possibly negated most of the positive contributions it has
made in global development in the past two thousand years. An NBC
white paper on illegal immigration from Mexico aired March 28, 1980,
was most revealing in this regard. In this program, a Catholic priest
asked a Mexican couple, who were in the United States illegally, how
many children they had. Nine was the response. Exlaimed the priest,
“Oh! How wonderful!” It is not wonderful. It is tragic for Mexico and
its people, and it has profound implications for the United States and
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the Western Hemisphere. Such attitudes on the part of a powerful
institution make one search for other motives.

The Roman Catholic Church has been a source of considerable
pressure in the United States, supporting lax immigration policies. Its
support of illegal Mexican immigration cannot be completely ac-
counted for by the Church’s desire to build a political power base, as
some have suggested.”” The March 1980 NBC program demonstrated
that the bishops and priests were motivated by an intense feeling of
guilt derived from the Church’s absolute insistence that everyone
bring more children into the world than our earth can provide for.
There is obviously a built-in contradiction resulting in efforts to ac-
cept, perhaps increase, the illegal flow of Mexicans into the United
States. The Church is suggesting that millions ignore U.S. immigra-
tion policies and our relations with Mexico. Certainly nothing has
contributed more to the poverty, the despair, and the human suffering
of Mexico than the definite encouragement of large families among
Mexicans. But, as the NBC program queried, can or should the United
States be expected to pay the price?

It is apparent that the influence of the ultraconservative wing of
the Catholic Church is shaping opposition to effective population con-
trol policies. My own analysis suggests that these ultraconservatives
fear any policy that would undermine the Church’s claim to infallibili-
ty. Any reversals of traditional, accepted Catholic doctrine might
blasphemously imply a previous oversight or misconception on the
part of the Catholic Church. Certainly the Church is aware that a
population program can only be marginally successful if abortion and
sterilization services are not widely available and their use encouraged,;
nevertheless, the Catholic Church inflexibly adheres to its antiquated
tenets. On these issues, confrontation with the Catholic Church has
not only affected the tenor of the domestic debate but it has also influ-
enced the range of our foreign assistance programs. I would suggest
that the Church has perhaps blocked a productive consideration of
global population pressures as a threat to U.S national security.

Looking into the Future

Failure to acknowledge that population growth threatens persons and
nations calls attention to a number of somber scenarios. Those few
aspects discussed below provide some indication of the profound chal-
lenges we can expect, from family to federal government. Our procras-
tination in confronting the problem will probably be expensive and
the price will increase with each year of continued delay.

There could be great impingement on our personal life-style. As
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we procrastinate, the degree of regimentation that we will encounter
as the demand for food, fuel, and other resources outstrips shrinking
supplies will grow rapidly. This continued delay brings us closer and
closer to a society similar to George Orwell’s 1984. The People’s Re-
public of China is a highly regimented society regulated in order to
manage effectively a population that had outstripped the resources of
the land. To maintain social organization—and to avoid chaos in
China—very strict regimentation had to be imposed to derive maxi-
mum benefit from scarce resources. Our refusal to respond to the threat
of overpopulation is bringing us dangerously close to such a highly regi-
mented society because our resource base is shrinking. The longer we
procrastinate, the more strict and the more extensive will be the
regimentation.

The great influx of aliens attempting illegal immigration will have
a profound impact on American life. The requirement of carrying a
national identification card at all times will be imposed. Anti-terrorist
activities may force a sharp retreat in the promotion of civil rights. An
increased police/domestic military presence to counter terrorist and
other criminal activities by underemployed illegal aliens will be more
evident. An expansion in our Coast Guard service is most likely.
Money spent to halt, apprehend, and deport illegal aliens will be one
of the largest expenditures in the U.S. budget. The money spent will
include the estimated $161 billion that will be needed over the next
twenty years for apprehension, detention, processing, and deportation
of the estimated 161 million illegal aliens discussed earlier.

As conditions deteriorate in the United States in the coming
decades, American Catholics and non-Catholics alike will look for
targets upon which to lay blame for the decline. Some will remember
the compassion shown by Pope John XXIII in the late 1950s and early
1960s and the widespread belief among Catholic theologians, clergy,
and lay leaders that contraception, abortion, and population growth
control were necessary and moral. Some will question why the leader-
ship of the American Catholic Church did not argue for change in the
Church’s teachings on these matters. Some will realize that the teach-
ings of the Church, reaffirmed in 1968, were inconsistent with peace,
prosperity, or even the continued security of Americans.

The American military establishment will undergo profound
changes. For example, its size may drastically increase in response to
increasing global insecurity. Soldiers will be asked to fight to ensure
the continued supply of materials essential to the survival of
Americans and to maintain domestic order.

This is but a sample of the consequences due to our refusal to
acknowledge population growth as a security threat. This acknowledg-
ment must occur before an adequate political, economic, and moral
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commitment will be forthcoming. As our supplies of resources shrink,
as social disorganization increases, and as we become concerned with
mere survival, the freedoms that Americans have enjoyed for so iong
will vanish one by one.

Conclusion

This essay has not described a world population growth control
program. Presently no one knows the specifics of a successful program;
no one has ever seriously outlined the appropriate financial commit-
ment (admittedly an expensive one). There is a frightening lack of
respect for the world population problem. Likewise, there is no clear
respect for an appropriate response. | would suggest that we are talking
about a Marshall Plan or something similar to our space program.
Ultimately, it could run in the $30 billion per year range.

The ease with which people assume that the future will be a
simple extension of the past, despite the two significant historical
changes of unprecedented world population growth and increased
American political and economic dependence upon the developing
world, may be the single greatest danger that we face in the coming
decades. We simply cannot make this assumption. At a minimum, our
national leaders should address the issue; it needs to become a key item
in our national policy agenda.

The inevitability of widespread social and political chaos in the
face of continued unprecedented 2 percent growth for the next two
decades makes population growth the single greatest threat to world
peace. Strategically, acknowledgment of this new threat is a must if an
adequate political, moral, and economic commitment to action is to
be forthcoming. The effective opposition to population growth control
activities by the Catholic hierarchy has clearly been the single greatest
deterrent. This is a political issue that needs to be overcome, hopefully
with the help of Catholics themselves. It is fair to say that, using the
teachings of the Church, the Vatican has effectively thwarted the
development of and successful implementation of population policies
worldwide with the exception of the People’s Republic of China.
Because of its global geopolitical presence, its economic capabilities,
and the strength of its democratic institutions, the only nation capable
of successfully addressing that barrier is the United States.

In the face of continued inaction, the scenarios described earlier
will become a reality. We should prefer a massive effort that later
proves to be unnecessary (but yet had the worldwide side effects of
improved food production, nutritional status, maternal and child
health, literacy, advancement of women’s rights, environment, and
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security) to a lesser effort that later proves to be totally inadequate.

In order to avert this demographic disaster, strong decisive leader-
ship is the key. What is needed is a highly influential and respected
organization that can elicit unwavering commitments from other
countries and command whatever resources deemed necessary to
achieve its final goal. The United States alone has the capacity to mar-
shal these commitments and, more importantly, it has the tremendous
organizational skills needed for this massive effort. This effort may
require ten million full-time employees or more, with a U.S. compo-
nent of several hundred thousand. The first step, however, must be a
dedicated commitment by the United States acted upon immediately.

At present, no such institution exists nor would any combination
of those existing suffice. Only the creation of a NASA-type agency,
modeled on a military organization, and with a wartime sense of urgen-
cy, will be adequate. Selection of this organization will not solve the
problem, but it will identify an efficient organizational framework most
able to effect a solution.
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2.

Illegal Immigration, National
Security, and the Church

Illegal immigration has received considerable press coverage but little
systematic evaluation, given the magnitude of the problem and the
seriousness of its implications. This report constitutes a long-range
projection of the impact of illegal immigration on the size of the U.S.
population, an examination of national security implications of the
implacable massive immigration into our country, and a forum for
public discussion of the group most effectively opposing attempts to
deal with this threat to our security.

The Next Twenty Years

This crude estimate of the number of aliens who will attempt illegal
entry into the United States over the next twenty years was based on:
Population Reference Bureau projections for the year 2000; current per
capita income (World Bank Atlas, 1975), for determining relative
ability to immigrate; geographic location and apparent difficulty in
reaching the United States; expected relative deterioration in living
conditions in country of origin; ease of finding refuge; and ease of
assimilation.
Six assumptions were made:

¢ The higher the growth rate in the country of origin, the greater the
desire to migrate.
e The higher the current per capita income in the country of origin,
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the greater the proportion able to afford to migrate.

¢ Geography is critical. A border or a short sea voyage to U.S. shores
greatly facilitates immigration to this country; it is obviously easier
to reach the United States from London, England, than from Kolar,
India.

® Conditions in some affluent countries deficient in food, fuel, and
industrial raw materials will deteriorate more quickly than in others.

¢ Immigration into the United States is more feasible for those with
relatives or friends already here, and, in turn, for those from nations
with large numbers of legal immigrants present in the United States.

® The greater the immigrant’s ease in adapting to the community,
language, and culture, the more encouraged a prospective immi-
grant will be.

The following method was used for the estimate.

Each country was considered with respect to each of the six
parameters and each of the assumptions. With the exception of the
population and per-capita-income estimates, the parameters were
subjectively estimated and the countries ranked. The proportion
expected to immigrate was estimated and multiplied by the projected
population to determine the estimated number that will immigrate.

Two affluent countries, Japan and West Germany, were chosen to
standardize all countries except Mexico and the Caribbean islands,
which are special cases. Mexico shares 1,933 miles of its border with
the United States and thus has inexpensive and easy access to this
country by air, land, and sea. One-fourth to one-third of its labor force
is currently in this country, a labor force that will increase by 136
percent over the next twenty years. Mexico is already terribly over-
populated, and its population is expected to grow from its current 70
million to a catastrophic 134.4 million by the year 2000. The majority
of Mexicans have family or friends in the United States, legally or
illegally, providing ample opportunity for refuge. The Catholic Church
actively encourages illegal Mexican immigration.! Spanish is widely
spoken in the United States, and a considerable Mexican presence in
many areas of our country enhances assimilation.

The Caribbean island countries on the whole are already grossly
overpopulated and will be simply unable to absorb the 15 million peo-
ple the region is expected to add in the next twenty years. Though
Mexico has certain geographic advantages, the Caribbean countries
are in a similar situation. Their nationals enjoy an ease of entry into
the United States and of dropping out of sight there not enjoyed by
people in other parts of the world.

Japan and West Germany are used as a standard because, although
very overpopulated, at their current standard of living, their citizens
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are affluent and highly educated. Both are heavy importers of food
(more than one-third of their supply) and essentially dependent upon
other nations for industrial raw materials and energy. As world food,
energy, and raw material supplies grow tighter, these two countries will
be particularly hard pressed. However, their people are very prosperous
and many are fluent in English. They have been a significant source of
legal immigration and have developed large numbers of close personal
relationships with individual Americans, so they can be expected to
produce a maximum number of immigrants to the United States. (The
United Kingdom and Italy are in similar positions.)’ It is estimated
that, at a minimum, 10 percent of the populations of Japan and West
Germany are expected to attempt to immigrate at least once during the
next twenty years. Some will no doubt make several attempts.

All other estimates of attempts were made in this manner. China
and North Korea (comprising one-quarter of humanity) were excluded
because the relationships between these countries and the United
States with respect to the coming two decades are not sufficiently
established or predictable to permit this.

The total estimate for the twenty-year period is 161.57 million
(see, Table 1, p. 26) or an average of 8.08 million per year. It is predict-
ed that an average of 2 million will arrive by land across the Mexican
border (not much more than the numbers of the past few years),
1 million by sea, 1 million by land via the Canadian border (having
traveled to Canada itself mostly by plane), and 4 million by air.

This is a conservative estimate, admittedly crude and susceptible
to considerable refinement given the resources. However, given the
implications of even such an estimated immigration, some idea of the
magnitude of the problem we will face becomes clear. This great illegal
immigration is already underway. It is a near certainty that the 10
million mark has already been passed and the 15 million mark is being
rapidly approached, if not already exceeded.

The recent study by Daniel R. Vining of the University of Penn-
sylvania suggests that, in the past ten years, 10.5 million more people
arrived by air than left by air.’ If we assume that all 400,000 annual
legal immigrants arrived by air, then 6.5 million visitors have remained
illegally in that decade and are still with us.

The same study found that, of the 500 million annual border cross-
ings, 17 million people (3 percent) arrived in the United States by air,
about 5 million (1 percent) by sea, and 478 million (96 percent) by
land. Furthermore, E. P. Kraly, in a recent report in American Demo-
graphics, states that nonimmigrant admissions increased from 4.4
million 