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WHERE WE ARE 

 

 Assignment 2 is due in GAVIEW on February 23. 

 I hope we have a virtual guest speaker on Wednesday, March 3. 

 Midterm examination is due March 7. 

 I need to prepare the midterm fairly soon. 

 

QUICK REVIEW 

 

James Dwyer (author of our textbook) believes that a substantial number of black families in the 

United States are caught in a cycle such that children who grow up in dangerous and 

dysfunctional homes in which they may be abused and/or neglected as children tend to become 

parents (often at an early age) who may abuse and/or neglect their own children; and the cycle 

tends to continue to repeat. We know that the brains and bodies of fetuses and children develop 

very quickly before birth and immediately following birth, for several years. According to 

Dwyer, the existing child welfare system is designed to place more importance on the values and 

interests of parents than on children. As a result, large numbers of children are caught up in often 

dysfunctional state foster care systems (rather than being adopted when they are young enough to 

be easily adopted) while case workers wait for parents to recover from addictions and other 

challenges. Dwyer believes that system should be changed to reflect attitudes that place more 

importance on the interests of the children, and less emphasis on the interests of parents. This is a 

complex problem domain and a successful policy solution is likely to also be complex.  

 

CHAPTER 3 

 

Dwyer begins this chapter writing about efforts to discourage very young adults and others with 

addictions and serious mental conditions to at least delay having children. We have 

contraceptives, of course. 

 

Policies are wrapped up in politics and politics are wrapped up in religious (and other) values 

and beliefs. Many religious people oppose any method of birth control other than abstinence 

from having sex. In some cultures and societies, family "honor killings" may serve to discourage 

premarital or extramarital sex and other kinds of sexually-related behaviors. 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Honor_killing 

 

And yet in some religions, having many children (and not using conceptive methods) is 

encouraged, apparently because large families serve to perpetuate not only people but religious 

themselves as institutions and systems of beliefs.  

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Selfish_Gene 



 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Meme 

 

I think that is not a mere coincidence that at least three major religious today (Judaism, the 

Muslim faith, and Christianity)  are similar in many respects. They all, I believe, encourage high 

rates of childbirth and large, faithful families. For most of human history, the survival of the 

human species depended on women having large numbers of children.  

 

Right now many people believe that we need to reduce the size of families to help save earth and 

avoid the perils of over-population of humans the resulting problems such as deforestation, 

global warming, starvation, and other consequences. 

 

In a civilized democracy it is not feasible to manage numbers of births directly. In or nation, the 

policies that would be necessary to try to do that would not be acceptable. 

 

At present, the three most populous nations on earth and China, India and the U.S. 

 

https://www.census.gov/popclock/print.php?component=counter 

 

Nations with highest birth rates, tend to be in Africa and Central America. 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Birth_rate 

 

Infant mortality rates are decreasing (which is good, of course) and people tend to be living to 

become older before dying of natural causes (which is good, of course). Under those conditions, 

for the population to remain stable (not increase globally) women have fewer children. 

 

I think, generally, given a choice women with more opportunities in life (because of education, 

for example) are likely to choose to have fewer children.  

 

DEMOGRAPHIC POLICY PLANNING is difficult and complex, even it may be possible in 

some societies. China's one child policy did not result in the intended outcomes, for example. 

 

Some nations today are actually trying to encourage their citizens to have larger families. If a 

nation has many old people and few young people, that creates its own set of issues/problems. 

 

Getting the distribution of ages "right" within the overall constraints of "spaceship earth" is 

beyond human powers to design and implement government policies. 

 

In the United States, any effort to constrain population growth are likely to be "fatal" to any 

person attempting to remain in elected public office. And yet, government efforts to feed and 

protect the children born into poor families may (unintentionally) encourage poor people to 

have additional children. This may be unavoidable. Dwyer goes into some of this, and I have to 

wisdom I can offer. Education becomes a partial solution, but only among those who not dealing 

with the most dire of circumstances. 

 



When dealing with serious addictions, it is probably not reasonable that an adult will be 

incentivized by rational programs. Addictions are rooted in the older and emotional centers of 

the human brain -- not in the more recent frontal lobes.  

 

There are limits to the outcomes in behaviors that laws and rationally-designed incentive systems 

can produce. That may explain why the criminal justice system today does not appear (to me) to 

be grounded in modern brain science.  

 

That said, I think the best we can hope for is PREVENTION of addictions and other conditions 

that serve to create common patterns of causation that perpetuate the cycle of poverty and 

despair. Punishment of adults is not likely to advance the interests of children so long as children 

are dependent on the adults, or waiting on adults (in foster care) to work past their problems. At 

least that is Dr. Dwyer's view of it. 

 

ABOUT GLOBAL POPULATION THE PANDEMIC 

 

The number of living humans is very important in multiple policy areas. Total living human 

population is approaching 8 billion now. We are approaching the limits of the capacity of the 

earth. Fish stocks in the seas are being depleted.  

 

https://populationmatters.org/the-facts/the-

numbers?gclid=Cj0KCQiAvP6ABhCjARIsAH37rbTPAyj_yisXkQYN-ZIoh2L9CTp-

JRWKnQ7Qxz59c3LngksPsi6HFykaAnxCEALw_wcB 

 

For much of known human history, world population growth was relatively flat. In about 1850 

total population was about 1 billion people. When I was born, there were about 3 billion. Now, 

we are approaching 8 billion people.  

 

For the human species to survive EARTH must become sustainable again. MARS IS NOT THE 

ANSWER. (And who wants to live in cave on Mars in order not to die of solar radiation?) 

 

I doubt that the moon will every support a large human population. There will be some 

permanent research and military stations there.  

 

The continents with most likely large population growths -- Africa and Asia. 

 

The nations with most likely large population growths -- China, India, and Nigeria. 

 

Generally speaking, if a nation's fertility rate (average number of children per woman) is about 2, 

over time the population number will be stable (unless of something like a pandemic).  

 

Ironically, it is the political conservatives in the United States to oppose use of contraception in 

other nations who are most concerned about migration into the United States. And it is FAILED 

STATES that are most likely to result in massive immigrations, generally from South to North. 

 

https://populationmatters.org/the-facts/the-numbers?gclid=Cj0KCQiAvP6ABhCjARIsAH37rbTPAyj_yisXkQYN-ZIoh2L9CTp-JRWKnQ7Qxz59c3LngksPsi6HFykaAnxCEALw_wcB
https://populationmatters.org/the-facts/the-numbers?gclid=Cj0KCQiAvP6ABhCjARIsAH37rbTPAyj_yisXkQYN-ZIoh2L9CTp-JRWKnQ7Qxz59c3LngksPsi6HFykaAnxCEALw_wcB
https://populationmatters.org/the-facts/the-numbers?gclid=Cj0KCQiAvP6ABhCjARIsAH37rbTPAyj_yisXkQYN-ZIoh2L9CTp-JRWKnQ7Qxz59c3LngksPsi6HFykaAnxCEALw_wcB


Three things that can substantially affect population growth rates -- modern contraception, 

additional years of childhood education, and opportunities for women. 

 

MEDICAL EVENTS like the current pandemic can affect size of human populations, of course.  

 

WARS can affect size of human populations, of course. 

 

MAJOR WEATHER EVENTS can affect size of human populations, of course. 

 

I do not believe the virus that causes Covid 19 was intentionally produced or released. BUT the 

intentional creation and distribution of such things as weapons could easily have devastating 

effects on human populations.  

 

It is expected that total human populations will decrease in coming years, and in some places 

human populations are already in significant decline. We already see robots being used as care-

givers for elderly people in Japan, for example.  

 

BACK TO DWYER AND THIS COURSE, large households may become situations in which 

multiple children must compete with each other for food and other needed resources.  

 

If contraceptives are available and their use permitted, women can have more control over the 

sizes of their families. 

 

Attempts to "manage" procreation centrally (for example, China's former one-child policy) have 

serious problems and are not possible in democratic nations. 

 

 

 

 

 


