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By PAUL R. EHRLICH * 

I should like to start this evening by a short his- 
torical review of how we got into our present 
environmental crisis. In about 8000 Bc—about 
10,000 years ago—small groups of human 
beings living on the edge of what used to be 
called the fertile crescent gave up intensive 
hunting and food-gathering and settled down 
to practise agriculture. 

Two fundamental things happened at that 
time. Men began to practise agriculture and 
human lite became a bit more secure. Probably 
more food could be produced per unit area and 
perhaps more importantly, people could stay 
in one place and store food against time of 
shortage, But for whatever reason, the agricul- 
tural revolution started a slow decline in human 
death rates. 

At this time birth and death rates were bal- 
anced at somewhere about 50 per 1,000 per 
year, and, although it is a bit of an over-simpli- 
ication, the entire history of population growth 

is a story of declining death rates and steady 
or high birth rates. 

The estimated five million people alive at 
the start of the agricultural revolution increased 
‘o roughly 500 million, or half an American 

billion, by about 1650; in other words, popula- 

tion was doubling once every thousand or two 

thousand years. It took from 1650 to 1850 to 

get the next doubling, from half a billion to 

an American billion. It took only 80 years 

from 1850 to 1930 for the next doubling to 
  

The presidential address delivered to The 

Conservation Society on 14 January 1972 at 

the Central Hall, Westminster, London. 
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resources at an horrendous rate and a 

in geological terms, is a mere instant in outa 
tionary history. oly. 

The growth rate of world population 

moment is about 2 per cent per yea f i 
means that we are adding about seventy that 
lion people to the planet every year, or 4 pa 
United States every three years. Growth pe 
are of course not the same all over the woh 
They are divided into two fairly distinct tid, 
In over-developed nations, like the 
States, the Soviet Union, Great Brita 

most European countries, the rates are 

United 

somewhat more than one million people every 
five years. 

In the so-called under-developed countries 
growth rates are often 3 per cent a year giving 
a doubling time of less than twenty years; if 
current projections come true the doubling 
times in some of the African nations will get 
even lower than that and the growth rates will 
pass 4 per cent a year. 

It is important to remember that the results 
of these growth rates are very different; when 
allowance is made for the impact that each 
individual has on the environment, population 
growth in places like the United States and 
England is many, many times more serious than 
population growth in India or Colombia in its 

effect on the stability of the life-support systems 
of this planet. The average Indian baby con- 
sumes only one twenty-fifth to one fiftieth of 
the resources taken by the average American 
baby, who, of course, becomes an enormous 
consumer. 

_ The problem now is not whether the popula- 
tion explosion will end, but rather how will 
it end. Will it end because the birth rates come 
down very dramatically, will it end because the 
death rates rise very dramatically, or will it 
end through some combination of these? 
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General resources 

Now, what about the general picture of 
resources? When biologists think of resources, 
the first thing they think of is food, the funda- 
mental resource. The world’s food situation 
is at best tolerable and at worst catastrophic, 
depending upon how easily you accept the 
suffering of others, The current estimate for 
the number of people who die before their time 
—out o. the sixty million or so who die annu- 
ally—is somewhere between one sixth and one 
third. These people die because they do not 
have a proper diet. 

Georg Borgstrom, Professor of Food Science 
at Michigan State University, estimates that if 
we divided the food in the world evenly among 
everybody on some sort of weight basis, every- 
one in the world would have barely enough 
calories and everyone in the world would be 
short of protein. So there is an absolute world 
food shortage. But this food is not even 
remotely equally divided. It is unequally 
divided among nations, the lions’ share going, 
of course, to the lions—the over-developed 
countries. It is divided unequally within 
nations—some ten to twenty million people 
are hungry in the United States right now— 
and in many parts of the world it is even 
divided unequally within families, often 
through ignorance. 

If people talk about the world food problem 
in terms of calories you can be sure that they 
do not understand the situation: there is no 
problem in supplying calories to everyone in 
the world. All that is necessary is to grow lots 
of sugar beet in the temperate zone and lots 
0! sugar cane in the tropics, and everybody 
would have calories pouring out of their ears, 
We could of course support many times the 
world’s present poulation as far as calories are 
concerned. Unfortunately everybody would 
promptly starve to death because it takes a 
lot more than calories to raise pigs, chickens 
or human beings, and all the sugar cane and 
sugar beet in the world would not raise one 
litter of pigs or one family of human beings. 
To produce animals, high quality protein is 
needed, and high quality protein is painfully 
short in the world, and is ecologically and 
economically expensive. 

The world protein shortage is desperate, and 
the protein there is, is poorly distributed. In 
1969 the world fisheries production dropped 
for the first time in about nineteen years. It 
rose again in 1970, but preliminary figures for 
1971 indicate another decline. A very import- 
ant component of the world’s high quality pro- 
tein comes from fisheries, particularly in the 
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parts of the world that are hungriest. Borg- 
strom estimates that for every seven units of 
protein that move from the protein-starved 
nations to the protein-rich nations, only five 
go in the opposite direction; in other words, 
the flow is from the have-nots to the haves. 

The Peruvian anchoveta fishery, for instance, 
produces something of the order of ten million 
metric tons of fishes annually, a very substan- 
tial portion of the sixty million metric tons 
produced by the world’s fisheries. This ten 
million metric tons moves north to the United 
States and Europe, and is largely wasted. Some 
of it is used as pet food in the United States. 
The poor in the United States eat a lot of pet 
food because it is one of the cheapest sources 
of protein and the US Government require- 
ments for nutrient content are higher for pet 
food than for human food. The rest of the 
imported fishmeal is fed to farm animals, not 
to produce higher quality protein but more 
expensive protein; the loss there ranges any- 
where {rom 50 per cent to 90 per cent, in the 
process of conversion. 

I was once told by a Dane, ‘Look at us, we 
are not over-populated, we export ham, eggs, 
and so forth.’ Well, it is true, they do. How- 
ever, they are the world’s largest per capita 
protein importers. The protein is imported in 
the form of fish meal and soya bean press cake, 
and then, with tremendous loss in human food 
value, is converted into expensive protein and 
is re-exported to places like England. 

This is a game that we are not going to be 
able to play much longer because the under- 
developed nations are finally catching on to 
what is happening. Of the sixty million metric 
tons of annual world fisheries production, only 
about eight million goes to people who are 
protein starved; so propaganda from com- 
panies claiming that they harvest the sea to 
feed the hungry of the world is nonsense; the 
harvest of the sea is largely not going to the 
hungry of the world. 

The oceans are not an inexhaustible source 
of protein, waiting to be harvested. The phrase, 
‘The inexhaustible resources of the sea, drives 
marine biologists berserk because they spend 
their lives measuring those immeasurable 
resources and get a little fed up when nobody 
seems to have read the literature. 

The informed consensus seems to be that 
around 100 million metric tons of fish can be 
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200 million metric tons, we are saved; every- 

one can relax, go home and have eight kids. 

Think about it for a minute. World popula- 
tion is doubling every thirty-five years. To 

keep per capita supplies equal to today’s, we 
will need 120 million metric tons in thirty-five 
years. That is more than the lower limit. May- 
be we can get that glorious 200 million metric 
tons. What happens? Seventy years (two 
doublings) from now, we will need twice 120 
million metric tons or 240 million metric tons, 
and we are over the upper limit that can be 
harvested. In other words, regardless of 
whether we can get 100 or 200 million metric 
tons out of the sea, we will shoot past that 
limit so fast your head will spin. 

Green revolution 

Undoubtedly, you have heard a lot about the 
so-called ‘green revolution’ which greatly in- 
creases yields on land already unde1 cultiva- 
tion, using crops that are reasonably farr‘liar 
to farmers in the under-developed countries. 
Unfortunately, the green revolution is izaught 
with all kinds of difficulties. There are grave 
economic problems, grave social problems 
and grave political problems involved. Perhaps 
more important, it raises extremely serious 
problems of ecology and genetics, to the point 
where many biologists feel that the damage 
done by this is likely to be much more serious 
and might cause many more deaths than the 
revolution itself can save. 

When Norman Borlaug received the Nobel 
Prize for his development of the high-yield 
wheat strains on which a great deal of the 
green revolution is based, he said that with 
luck the green revolution would buy about 
thirty years in which to stop population growth. 
Let us assume for a moment that we have this 
luck and that the green revolution will keep 
food production per capita up with population 
growth until the year 2000. 

Over the last thirty or thirty-five years, per 
capita food production has stayed about even; 
in other words, we have managed to increase 
agricultural production at about the same rate 
as the population has grown, so everybody’s 
piece of the pie has been about the same size. 
The pathetic editorial in last wee} ure 
said, ‘Look, we have kept agricu 
tion up with population growth so far.’ Thirty- 
five years ago about one billion people were 
living on an inadequate diet in the under- 
developed countries. Now there are over two 
billion people living there on an inadequate 

diet. So if we could manage to keep today’s 
level per capita up until the end of the century 

  

          

we should have four billion people living on 
an inadequate diet in the under-developed 
countries. The moral seems to be ‘spread the 
misery;’ as long as the minimal level of misery 
is kept up, there is no need to worry. 

But even if we could spread the misery, we 
shall have four or maybe five billion people 
living on inadequate diets by the year 2000— 
the time by which we shall have had to achieve 
population control—and by any rational stan- 

dard it is impossible to halt human population 
growth by the year 2000. 

Nathan Keyfitz wrote an article in Demo- 

graphy last spring describing what would hap- 
pen if, by some miracle, in the next thirty 

years, the net reproductive rate in the under- 
developed countries dropped to one (replace- 
ment level). 

Even if that miracle were achieved, popula- 
tion growth in the under-developed countries 
will continue until well past the middle of the 
next century, and the average under-developed 
country will finish up with a poulation size 
that is 2.5 times its present size. 

The reason is found in the age composition 
of the population. In the average under- 
developed country, or in any rapidly growing 
population, the percentage of young people 
under fifteen is about 45 per cent of the popu- 
lation. There is a built-in momentum to popu- 
lation growth. Even if these young people 
have small families, the size of the population 
is going to increase enormously because young 
people do not die in the same percentages as 
old people do. 

So, we have an enormous inertia built into 
population growth against which you have to 
examine all the resou oblems. The third 
element of the problem is the so-called environ- 
mental ¢ 

I suspect that th erage politician and even 
some editorial writers England are living 
under the delusion that environmental deterio- 
ration is something called ‘pollution,’ which 
makes your eyes smart or makes the river 
look scummy. The truth is not so simple. In 
fact, the very practice of agriculture leads to 
environmental deterioration. Unfortunately 
for mankind, one of the things that gives 
stability to ecological systems is their com- 
plexity. Although there are minor exceptions, 

xeneral complex systems persist when man 
nterfere with them; simple systems 
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system right down to the ground. In order to 
make simple eco-systems stable, man has con- 
tinually to inject energy into them. In the 
United States, for instance, more calories of 
fossil fuel go into producing a pound of wheat 
than one can get out of a pound of wheat 
by eating it. 

Some people have the idea that the environ- 
mental crisis started in 1940, or whenever DDT 
was invented; but over-population and environ- 
mental mistakes were wrecking parts of this 
earth long, long before DDT or modern techno- 
logy. The Tigris and Euphrates valleys show 
what happens when too many people try to 
live on land that is being irrigated without the 
proper control, Silting and __ salinisation 
destroyed the area, and the entire Mediter- 
ranean basin is a tribute to what pre-industrial 
man could do just with agriculture and forestry. 

The inter-action between population growth 
and environmental deterioration can be seen 
anywhere in the tropics where so-called slash 
and burn agriculture is practised. If slash and 
burn is practised where there is a low density 
of population, the people do very well. 

But when population density builds up in 
this type of agriculture, a downward spiral 
begins in which the more you have to farm, 
the worse your yields are. The classic Maya 
civilisation disappeared largely because it tried 
to maintain too high a population density under 
such agriculture: exactly the same thing is 
going on in many parts of the under-developed 
world today. 

The general problems of deterioration of life- 
support systems are due therefore to simplifica- 
tion, to farming, to the clearing away of land, 
and finally to adding persistent poisons like the 
chlorinated hydro-carbons (DDT). Even if we 
do not add another molecule of that particular 
chemical to the environment, it will be some- 
thing like a decade before its maximum impact 
appears in the oceanic food chains that sup- 
port the fisheries yield which is so critical to 
us. The marine food chains could easily be 
modified in such a way as greatly to cut down 
our productivity. 

It is much easier to focus on air and water 
pollution and on the fact that air pollution kills 
with lung cancer and so on. People worry 
about that, but they obviously do not worry 
too much because many still smoke, even 
though everybody knows that kills you young, 
too. I do not think we should really be con- 
cerned about the massive direct assaults on 
our bodies, because although we may already 
have lopped a good number of years off the 
lives of all the children born since the Second 
World War by adding DDT, PCBs and so on, 
to the environment, it is pretty sure that we 
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will not cut back their life expectancies 10 
less than thirty or thirty-five. Breeding is done 
before then, so if you die at thirty-five or forty, 
it makes little difference. It seems to be a very 
small price to pay to keep the GNP growing 
and the petro-chemical industry healthy. 

The really critical thing is what we are doing 
to the life-support systems of the planet, 
because if we destroy them we will not get any- 
where; we will not live to be even twenty or 
fifteen years old, because these are the systems 
that supply us with all our food, maintain the 
quality of the atmosphere and dispose of all 
our wastes. 

The pie is finite 
In short, the pie is finite and in many areas 
it is beginning to run out—food being the 
first to go. 

Overlying the whole grim picture of over- 
population and finite resources is the problem 
of environmental deterioration which, unfortu- 
nately, ecologists cannot make very accurate 
predictions about. A very great conservationist 
by the name of Aldo Leopold once said that 
the first rule of intelligent tinkering is to save 
all the parts. One of the things that we have 
not been doing is saving all the parts. What 
are we going to do about it? What can be done 
in England? Are we going home to drink a 
lot and keep the internal environment in good 
shape while the external goes down the drain? 
I hope that something more can be done. 

England’s population is insignficant—about 
fifty million people out of the world’s 3.7 
billion; What difference will it make when your 
export situation changes, the under-developed 
countries no longer send you the goods, and 
you all start starving to death and the country 
runs downhill? 

A key for Britain 
In a sense, I think Britain may hold a key, 
maybe the key, to the entire problem. I think 
Britain now has an opportunity to make a 
greater contribution to civilisation than all her 
cumulative contributions in the past. Although 
what you do will not necessarily change the 
earth’s physical or biological situation signific- 
antly. you could do things which would signi- 
ficantly change its psychological situation. 

T have travelled in a lot of under-developed 
countries; I know very well, as I think many 
of you do, that England is still looked to as 
a standard setter in the world. In fact, in that 
great intellectually under-developed country in 
vi I Hee across the sea—I find that edu- 
cated people look a great deal to England 
lead the way. : . : - 
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arge portions of the world look to Britain 
2 = pee of the things that you do not 

do too well and copy them, as anybody who 
has ever been in a bank in an under-developed 
country could tell you. If the Government of 
Great Britain came out one of these days and 
said, "We have too many Englishmen; we are 
one of the most crowded countries in the world, 
we cannot support ourselves; we are having 
all kinds of difficulties; we would be much 
better off if we had thirty million Englishmen, 

or fewer-—let us control our ulation.” That 
alone would have a stunning effect around the 
world, particularly if some practical policies 
were produced at the same time, 

I think that population growth could be stop- 
pee quite effectively in this country, as it could 

done in the United States, not by saying ‘off 
with heads’ to everybody who has more than 
two children, but simply by having the Govern- 
ment forthrightly change its covert, pro- 
natalist policy to an overt anti-natalist policy 
and recognise that you are over-populated, that 
patriotic Britons should have a maximum of 
two children, that the net reproductive rate 
should reach slightly under one, for the next 
couple of centuries or whatever time it takes 
to get your population down to a manage- 
able size, 

The BBC could be instructed to show only 
programmes in which the families are small, 
or if large families are shown they could he 
cast in an undesirable light. I do not know if 
you have a ‘mother of the year, but if you 
do not you could start having one and make 
sure that the first one was sterile and had 
adopted two children, J think that kind of 
push, plus a lot of help for Women’s Libera- 
tion—and seeing to it that women had lots of 
things to do besides haying children—would 
have an enormous impact. 

Similarly, there are many things that could 
be done by Great Britain to alleviate her 
serious environmental problems, For a start, 
do something about the automobile before it 
finishes you off the way it is finishing us off. 
Tax anything larger than a car adequate te 
move three or four people at 30 or 40 mil 
an hour right out of existence. Put very st 
restrictions on the kinds and numbers of aut 
mobiles and insist they should be built in such 
a way as to last a long time and then be 
recycled; ban all private cars from central Lon 
don and improve your already good mass 
transit system, 

Don’t buy an electrically operated 
eyeball massager 

The greatest measure of environment deterio- 
ration is probably power consumption or 
production, One of the things you should 
do is to find ways of reducing the demand for 
power, In America the idiots who run the 
power companies scream that they have to 
build more nuclear power plants to keep up 
with the demand for power and at the same 
time build up that demand by sending out little 
ads saying ‘Get yourself an electrically heated 
house,’ or ‘Get yourself an electrically operated 
eyeball massager,” The basic message to 
remember is a simple one—reverse the rate 
structure. At present, the more power you 
use, the less it costs per unit of power, It 
should be that then more power you use, the 
more it costs you per unit of power. Then poor 
people could still have the basic amenities, a 
refrigerator, electric lights and so on, but 
wasteful uses, such as electric comfort heating 
and air conditioning where it is not needed, 
would disappear as the rate structure was 
reversed, 

There are many other steps. The need for 
a total ban on chlorinated hydro-carbons— 
extremely dangerous molecules—is obvious, In 
some instances, as in malaria control, we will 
have to use more expensive measures until we 
can institute proper integrated control 
measures, Already in California we are doing 
much better with integrated control on cotton 
than with broadcast use of pesticides. Pest 
control has become so expensive in many areas 
of the United States that the economic situa- 
tion is beginning to turn towards more sensible 
controls rather than permitting the old system 
to continue, 

All these things are needed, in addition to 
some redistribution of wealth over the world 
as a whole. If you say this, people think you 
are a Communist, But the fact remains that 
the pie is finite and some people have a dis- 
gustingly large amount of it, far beyond any- 
as that could reasonably be called their 
needs, 

This is an extremely difficult socio-political 
problem, but it has to be tackled with the ques- 
tion of what kind of life style are we going to 
lead. Britain is a relatively small, well 
Ineafed country, respected by the world, that 

' ‘le a Jot of these problems in a sort 
‘Look, we are doing some- 

lif ‘ ‘emand that the rest of the 
rid d icthing about it also, You have 

an enormous opportimity to lead the way, and 
I, personally, have n very pleased by the 
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things I have seen which lead me to believe 
that you may indeed do it, because I do not 
think the United States will. 

1 was immensely cheered at Prince Philip's 
‘orthright statement, We need a lot more 
people in his kind of position to way the same 
thing. There are other things that ct d me: 
Philip Whitehead’s Bill to provide vasectomies 
through the National Health Service; a very 
distinguished group of people, Sir Frank Fraser 
Darling, Sir Julian Huxley, Dr David Lack, 
Sir Peter Medawar, who are all respected col- 
leagues of mine, and several others signed that 
brilliant, well-done manifesto in The Ecologist. 
I think things are really moving here in 
England; the very existence of The Conserva- 
tion Society and Countdown is a cheering sign, 
1 think that basically you are going in the right 
direction, 

What you have to do now is to win over 
some of the status quo lovers among your 
politicians, some of the few remaining reaction- 
aries in your media—and, again, I think 
are better than ours in general—and some of 
the reactionaries that are left in your scientific 
establishment, and you will be well on the road 
to survival, 

This brings me to the basic message. In a 
democracy I do not think the answer to this 
problem lies necessarily in lots more scientific 
research, although God knows all the answers, 
but we know the kinds of things that have to 
be done. We have to move towards population 
control, We have to limit our resources use 
as far as we can and to redistribute wealth. 
We have to start to treat the environment with 
some love and respect. You all know various 
aspects of things that have to be done. 

It is not enough to put bricks in your toilet 
to save water or recycle your tins cans, Society 
has to take action corporately because the 
problems are too big to be tackled successfully 
by individuals. If you want to survive, you 
have to get involved in political action, If you 
have a status quo lover for a Member of Parlia- 
ment, the very best way to convert him is to 
remove him. 

The disappearance o; anti-environmentalist 
MPs is the quickest way to get your Parliament 
turned around, to get everything going in the 
right direction, That is what we are doing in 
the ve States. You can do the same tae 
over here, 

_ Basically, { am saying that it is w 
if you want to ries wish you tots of me 
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A Conservation 
Economy 
By SICCO MANSHOLT 
  

I consider it a delusion to imagine that it could 
be possible to achieve rapid results on a ‘world- 
wide’ scale. Indeed, the United Nations crawl 
from one crisis to another, leaving an impres- 
sion of chaos and powerlessness. The Europe 
o the Ten, however, is in a fair way to become 
a real influence in the world and, in the years 
to come, the strengthening of its institutions 
will enable it to conduct an effective policy. In 
any case, the duty of the Commission is to 
emphasise the necessity for this from now on, 
if Bur follows a well-defined Ladera it = 
be ina t position to impose a policy on 
rest of the world as well, on the United States 
and Japan in particular. 

If Europe not follow a well-defined 
policy, but permits itself to be towed along by 
events and renounces the taking of any initia- 
tive, I believe that the cause will be lost for, 
in my opinion, the United States do not possess 
the necessary political strength to guide the 
world towards the solution of its major prob- 
lem, The United States are on the mward 
path and it will be extremely difficult to save 
them from total collapse. 
a Europe has 4 mission to accom- 

plis! 
‘The problem is that of population growth in 

the world, In pata a Ri od particularly, 
the birthrate takes on ‘ifying proportions, 
but the industrialised West will not be able to 
escape the necessity of controlling the birth- 
rate either. If nothing is done, the 
o° the world will almost double in 30 years. 
rising from three and a half billion to seven 
billion inhabitants in the year 2000. In 

of te one will note a in indu 
countries the consumption of raw materials 
energy is about 25 per cent higher per inhabe 
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We are obliged to indicate the economic 
elements which may contribute to the promo- 
tion of the limitation of births. In this respect, 
one can think of tax policy and the suppres- 
sion of financial allowances to large families. 
We should be able to make concrete proposals 
on this point. 

On the assumption of a stable world popula- 
tion, it seems possible, in theory at least, to 
achieve a certain equilibrium in the growth of 
different factors, necessary to ensure the sur- 
vival of humanity. In this case all the follow- 
ing conditions must be fulfilled: 

1. Priority to food production by invest- 
ment in the so-called ‘non-profitable’ farm 
produce as well; 

2. Considerable reduction in the consump- 
tion of material goods per inhabitant, to be 
compensated for by the extension of less tan- 
gible goods (social forethought, intellectual 
expansion, organisation of leisure and recrea- 
tional activities, etc.); 

3. Marked increase in the life-span of 
capital goods, thus preventing waste and avoid- 
ing the production of ‘non-essential’ goods; 

4. Struggle against pollution and the 
exhaustion of raw materials by the reorienta- 
tion of investments towards recycling and anti- 
pollution measures, which will naturally lead 
to a displacement in demand and thus in 
production. 

As the assumption of a stable world popu- 
lation seems at the moment to be excessively 
optimistic, one must consider whether we ought 
not to adopt far more radical measures than 
those above. At this point the question arises 
whether, for example, the present production 
system can be maintained at the level of firms. 
In my opinion, the very asking of this question 
amounts to giving a negative answer to it! 
Nevertheless, it is difficult to find a more ade- 
quate solution. Since State socialism offers no 
solution, we should perhaps search for very 
differentiated forms of production entailing 
highly centralised planning and fully decentra- 
lised production. 

In theory the problem is as follows: In 
order to achieve a stable balance, it will be 
necessary for world population to diminish in 
a far more decisive manner. It has been calcu- 
lated that, for a world population of 500 r 
to one billion (living at a very low 
the balance would ‘hold’ for about 500 yea 
To me, this does not seem a suitable poi 
departure. We should define our po 1 

objective of the moment in terms of an earli 
expiration and reflect on measures which will 
Permit its realisation, basing ourselves on the 
hypothesis of a stable world population. It is 

    

     
   

obvious that tomorrow's society will not be 

able to be centred on growth, at least not in 
the material sphere. 

To begin with, we should no longer orientate 
our economic system towards the pursuit of 
maximum growth, towards the greatest gross 
national product possible. Let me suggest the 
replacement of the latter by gross national 
utility. (It is still not known whether one can 
quantify this ‘utility.’) I recall here Tinbergen’s 
idea of ‘Gross National Happiness.’ It would ie 
desirable to examine in what way we could 
contribute to the setting up of an economic 
system no longer founded on maximum growth 
per inhabitant. To this end, one must attend to 
problems of planning, tax policy, of the 
apportionment of raw materials and perhaps 
even of some essential finished products. As 
a contribution to this thoughtful labour and to 
give an example of the possible concrete impli- 
cations of such a policy, I should like to sub- 
mit to you a few suggestions for a European 
policy. 

I shall dwell on only two aspects of the prob- 
lem here: 

1. A strictly planned economy, assuring 
everyone of the basic minimum. 

2. A non-polluting system of production 
and the creation of a recycled economy. 

The second objective will translate itself by 
a sharp reduction in material well-being per 
inhabitant and by the limitation of the free 
utilisation of goods. If we wish to satisfy the 
most basic demands of fairness, our economy 
should be conceived in such a way as to offer 
equal chances to all. In this case, we shall find 
ourselves obliged to organise the redistribu- 
tion of necessary raw materials and capital 
goods between the public and private sector. 
Parallel to this, planning should be orientated 
in such a way as to ensure the consumption of 
goods and essential services with as low a con- 
sumption as possible of raw materials and 
energy. To compensate for the reduction in 
material well-being, public authorities should 
pay greater attention to intellectual and cultural 
expansion, and should make provisions for the 
necessary arrangements. 

It seems to me opportune that the Commis- 
sion should formulate a proposal with a view 

> the drawing up: 

( ‘central European plan’ (or Euro- 
pean nlan). Under the terms of this 
lan, th i he greatest GNP is aban- 

the GNU (utility). We 
en if the greater 

intellectual 

  

  

expansion were in reality to necessitate an 
increase in the gross national product we quite 
simply no longer have the means of realising it. 

The European economic plan which would 
be presented as a directive, should then be 
respected when national economic plans are 
drawn up. 

(b) Of a five-year plan for the development 
of a new ‘anti-polluting’ system of production 
based on a closed circuit economy (CR produc- 
tion = clean and recycling). We must examine 
to what extent these rigorous provisions should 
be supported by measures of encouragement in 
the spheres of tax and tariff policy and possibly 
by privileges for raw materials. 

I believe that the Commission could make 
concrete proposals in the following spheres: 

(1) The setting up of a system of produc- 
tion certificates (CR certificates) controlled at 
a European level. 

(2) The modification of the VAT system, 
so as to favour products with a CR certificate 
and to tax classic products more heavily (the 
difference in scale being equal to the difference 
between production plus a ‘penalty tariff’ for 
non-CR goods). 

(3) The promotion of the durability of con- 
sumer goods. This could result in large savings 
in basic materials. It is also possible to envis- 
age provisions on production, tax measures 
which channel consumption towards economy 
and durability. For example: impose a heavy 
tax on cars for the first five years, a reduced 
tax for the next five and then abolish the tax 
altogether. In this connection, one could also 
consider the prohibition of the production of 
non-essential goods or very heavy taxation on 
them. At present, we are allowing ourselves to 
squander thoughtlessly ! 

(4) A European distribution system for raw 
materials and various finished goods seems to 
be necessary : 

(a) to give priority to goods destined to the 
public sector 

(b) to avoid waste 
(c) to assure everyone of an equal chance, 

since an economy based on shortage 
demands the distribution of very import- 
ant goods 

(5) Research: 
The problems raised by non-polluting pro- 

duction, based on recycling, still represent a 
huge unexplored field. Until now, research has 
been almost entirely devoted to ‘growth.’ We 
must divert it towards ‘utility,’ towards ‘well- 
being.’ An evident solution would be to end 
the everlasting drama of the Euratom research 
budget and to transform it into a research pro- 
gramme directed exclusively towards the objec- 
tives described above. Scientific research is 

9 

indeed confronted by a large number of tech- 
nical and biological questions which have 
remained unanswered. It seems well advised to 
associate with it the economic research neces- 
sary for due consideration to be paid, within 
the new economic policy, to the consequences 
of the application of the new methods (central 
European plan). All too often, technical 
research is carried out without its economic, 
and thus its social, implications being con- 
sidered. I believe that the research programme 
should deal in particular with: protection of 
the environment; biological and ecological 
equilibrium; closed circuit production; the 
economic consequences, 

It would be possible for a programme based 
on the above-mentioned points to be carried on 
in the Community of Ten. We form a single 
market, without internal barriers, but protected 
against third countries. It is thus desirable to 
practise a highly integrated economic and, 
consequently, tax policy. It goes without saying 
that the execution of such a programme will 
increase costs considerably and will necessitate 
protection against outside influences. This 
could take place in accordance with the follow- 
ing plan: the transformation of the present 
external tariff into one aimed at the protection 
of CR products. Obviously, the regulations of 
the GATT, which are already out of date and 
due for revision in view of the formation of 
Europe of the Ten, would have to be modified. 

One might envisage a zero duty tariff for 
goods furnished with an accepted CR certifi- 
cate, an x tariff for goods produced according 
to classic methods (x = difference in produc- 
tion costs between CR goods and classic goods 
+ ‘penalty tariff’). 

This system would notably encourage the 
manufacture of CR goods. If, for example, 
Europe and the United States could reach an 
agreement on such a tariff, the rest of the world 
would be obliged to follow suit. Special pro- 
visions should be made for developing 
countries. Aids should be provided to permit 
them to set up CR production. Their rate of 
growth, which at present is too slow, could 
thus be transformed into rapid expansion, and 
it is in the immediate interest of the rich 
countries that the poor countries should adopt 
CR_ production as soon as possible. There 
could be a fund for the promotion of CR in 
the developing countries which would grant 
aid to investments in countries which chose CR 
production. 

Tn conclusion, I should like to submit to you 
a few considerations on agriculture. Natural 
equilibrium will play a growing role in food 
production. Although a great increase in food
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production is necessary, one soon stumbles on 
two limiting factors: 

(a) The limited area of arable ground (3.5 
billion hectares) for the farming of which there 
is enough non-polluted fresh water (we note in 
this respect that it is useless to consider any 
large-scale operation to remove salt from sea- 
water, this would require an enormous quan- 
tity of energy and would affect thermic equili- 
brium); 

(b) The disturbance of the ecological equili- 
brium due in particular to the use of pesticides 
and insecticides, necessitated by large-scale 
production. 

In this sphere the Community can set an 
example (a) by authorising: chemical products 
which decompose rapidly, and which thus do 
not cause long-term disturbance of the environ- 
ment (e.g. not DDT): and substances proven 
not harmful to health. 

(b) By the transformation of quality 
criteria: orientating them towards standards of 
food value and taste rather than towards the 
external appearance of the product. 

(c) By measures encouraging close-circuit 
production with a view to preventing the 
destruction of precious natural production 
elements. (We mention here the re-establish- 
ment of natural order in the world of insects 
and birds and the safeguarding of general 
ecological equilibrium.) 

Protection against the rest of the world could 
be carried out on the basis of CR tariff, while 
CR certificates in agriculture could also 
authorise tax facilities and a special policy on 
prices. I have given only a few examples of 
policy here and I have not attempted to sketch 
an all-embracing scheme. I consider it highly 
desirable that we should devote this last year 
to these questions in order that we might be 
able to present the Council with proposals 
which have been the object of mature con- 
sideration. 

First published as ‘Pollution Politics’ in The 
Guardian, JJ April 1972. Mr Mansholt is 
president of the EEC Commission. 

  

Waste Disposers 
Waste disposers may make life easier for their 
owners, by getting rid of kitchen rubbish 
quickly and cleanly. But what is their overall 
effect, on the sewage systems which they feed, 
and on the problems of waste disposal gener- 
ally In America, where they are much more 
common than here, several cities now say that 
all new residential or commercial buildings 
must have them. On the other hand, several 
others either ban or restrict their use. 

What evidence there is (mainly from the US) 
seems to indicate that their use is unlikely to 
affect sewers adversely, except those which 
slope only very gradually, so that the sewage 
flows sluggishly. If the use of disposers became 
general in any one area, however, they could 
substantially increase the pollution and solids 
loads on sewage disposal works. 

Experiments on one estate using disposers 
have shown that at the time of day when the 
evening meal was being prepared, the amount 
of solids suspended in domestic sewage was 
three to seven times as high as at other times 
of day. 

It has been estimated that, taking the day 
as a whole, a waste disposer increases the sus- 

pended solids in the sewage produced by any 
home by 50 per cent. If every household had 
one, the effect on the sewage system would 5 
wee to 15 million more people in th 

The Government is Planning to spend £700 

million on improving existing sewage treat- 
ment: widespread use of waste disposers could 
add another expensive burden to this. 

The installation of waste disposers can bring 
better hygiene in the home, and in local refuse 
disposal. But they don’t have much advant- 
age over refuse disposal systems using paper 
sacks and so forth. 

If all household waste could be put in the 
disposer, the saving on the collection and pro- 
cessing of waste could be balanced against the 
cost of extending sewers to take the greater 
flow of water, and increased sludge. But waste 
disposers only taken ten to 15 per cent of 
household refuse, so don’t really save on the 
cost of collection and disposal. Moreover, the 
natural breaking-down of house refuse which 
has been dumped on tips is likely to be retarded 
if much organic waste is diverted to the sewers 
So waste disposers, by taking food waste away 
from the rubbish dumps, may be slowing down 
the rate at which they can be restored to use- 
ful land. It has even been suggested that waste 
disposers, by adding to the amount of food in 
sewers, increase the number of rats there. 

Also, not only could disposers put an 
additional load on the sewage system, but they 
demand more from the water supply system— 
bout two gallons a head each day. 

he moment, therefore, the ecological 
reet of waste disposers seems to be 

hose local authorities whom 

      

we consulted (about 17) agreed with the Report 
of the Working Party on Sewage Disposal that 
the relatively small number of waste disposers 
so far installed does not, in practice, constitute 
a problem. 

A slightly shortened version of the article 
published in the March 1972 number of 
Which? published by the Consumers’ Asso- 
ciation. 

  

Review 
  

Battle for the Environment 

By Tony Aldous (Fontana 45p) 

Both in the author’s introduction and the for- 
ward by Dr Mellanby, we find immediate 
justifications for another addition to the 
environmental literature. There are three main 
imbalances in other similar works that this 
book is intended to redress. Environmental 
texts generally deal with narrow topics which 
need to be placed in a broader context, or with 
the situation on a global scale, employing 
examples unfamiliar to the British public. By 
using British case studies, often those which 
have been well publicised, the author aims to 
involve the reader in the problems discussed. 
Secondly, he recognises the emotional commit- 
ment of many writers and in his book tries not 
to preach, but describe and assess—the conclu- 
sion of who was right or what went wrong is 
often left to the reader. Finally, he deals with 
the politics of conservation and offers prac- 
tical solutions in that context. Other authors 
make frantic calls for action, while Mr Aldous 
describes the political channels open to us and 
balances their past use against their immediate 
and long-term capacity in the future. 

The book is in six parts. The first two chap- 
ters deal with the Department of the Environ- 
ment: how it was set up, who runs it and what 
it does. Individuals are subjected to person- 
ality assessment, particularly Peter Walker and 
his three subordinate ministers; their influence 
on the functioning of the Department is dis- 
cussed, These opening chapters provide a 
particularly lucid and readable account of the 
evolution, organisation and responsibilities of 
the new super-ministry. This analysis of the 
political machinery governing environmental 
policy and decision-making sets the scene for 
the bulk of the book which goes on to describe 
specific environmental problem areas. 

Road traffic is considered to be ‘the most 

il 
threatening form of pollution’ and, as many of the case studies are intended to demonstrate, it is not the internal combustion engine which is the prime offender but the extortionate demand for space produced by the volume and 

mobility of motor traffic. This, it is argued, is the root of most current environmental 
problems. How our quality of life has been 
adversly affected by giving too high a priority 
to the needs of the motor vehicle is examined 
in the illuminating detail we might expect from 
an accomplished journalist (Mr Aldous is 
environmental reporter for The Times). Pollu- 
tion by the motor car is also a central theme 
of the ‘battle for London;’ as a resident of 
Blackheath, the author is preoccupied with the 
changing face of London and the activities of 
the Greater London Council. Although this 
concern for London is shared by many of 
us who don’t live there, the inclusion of several 
more maps and diagrams would have helped to 
communicate the situation more effectively. 

Conservation, as opposed to the negative 
concept of preservation, is given great import- 
ance throughout the book, although that part 
set aside to consider the topic has several short- 
comings: the chapter dealing with the country- 
side seems inadequately researched, while that 
devoted to the towns is again preoccupied by 
London (and Blackheath) with few examples 
from the rest of Britain. Similarly, the chapter 
concerned with industrial pollution uses few 
case studies to illustrate the several varieties of 
pollutant. A chapter on key environmental 
battles concludes that part of the book dealing 
with specific environmental problems, and 
again, while the topics chosen are widely based 
and of general interest, London case studies 
take precedence over those from the provinces 
and the sections on the countryside lack detail. 
The noise section of that chapter is particu- 
larly uninformative, stating obvious problems 
in general terms. 

‘Planning and the public,’ the final section of 
the book, consists of two chapters, one dealing 
with public enquiries and the other with public 
participation. The former is both authorita- 
tive and instructive and the author’s wide 
experience in the field of public enquiries is 
apparent; the final chapter produces arguments 
‘or effecting public involvement and is marred 

only by the dearth of examples necessary to 
convince the reader. 

Taking the book as a whole, I think that 
Mr Aldous has, to an extent, succeeded in each 
of his three aims and produced a valuable addition to the environmental literature. 
Several of the case studies are used in more than one context, thus helping to relate several
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disjointed chapters, but nevertheless some 
studies with which the author is particularly 
well acquainted do appear with monotonous 
regularity, It is unfortunate that, after the first 
two chapters, more weight is not given to the 
function of the Department of the Environ- 
ment in relation to specific environmental prob- 
lems; this would add balance and unity to the 
book. The entirely practical approach is a 
welcome facet of the book, but this demands 
an insight which is lacking in those parts deal- 
ing with the countryside; pesticides are barely 
considered and the concept of biological con- 
trol is ignored, while the various bodies dealing 
with land management throughout the country 
are given no more than a passing mention. 
The author is concerned with the environment 
in which man lives—the towns and above all 
London, leaving the reader from elsewhere in 
Britain with few, if any, case studies with 
which to identify. 

In dealing ‘ully with the politics of the battle 
for the environment, the book is already begin- 
ning to date, but nevertheless at this time it 
is a valuable volume with precious case studies 
not dealt with elsewhere; placing those case 
studies into the context of environmental man- 
agement must almost inevitably remain one of 
individual choice. 

  

Paut H. Harvey, 
University College, Swansea 

  

Short Review 

AH About Creatures on Islands and Things. 
All About Squirrels and Moles and Things. 
By Althea Braithwai‘e 

(Published for The National Trust by Di 

Publications 20p and 18) 

  

If the aim of the National Trust in sponsoring 
these two books was to interest the city child 
in animals and birds, they have succeeded 
admirably. My two boys, aged seven ve 
listened intently to the first book and demanded 
to hear the second. 

  

   

The ‘books provoked many relevant and 
imteresting questions from the younger child 
The cover of All About Creatures on Islands 
and Things is particularly attractive. But the 
drawings in both books would have been 

better for more drama and action. For 
example, in the illustrations of the nesting 
Kittiwakes some eggs could have been shown 
hatching, some chicks to be completely out 
of their shells and the parent bird to be bring. 
ing a fish instead of a mundane worm. 

All About Squirrels suggests that the chil- 

dren should colour the pictures of the animals, 
This is an excellent idea and adds greatly to 
the appeal of the books. 

Maria Maxwep 

Letters 
  

  

Toxic wastes 
It has been suggested that my references to 
a meeting at Barnt Green in my account in the 
March issue of CONSERVATION of the campaign 
which led to Government action to stop uncon- 
trolled dumping of toxic wastes conveyed an 
impression that the local authorities were 
reluctant and perfunctory in investigating the 
situation at the tip there. Such an impression 
would be misleading as the authorities, in the 
event proved to be extremely co-operative and 
thorough in their efforts to protect the public 
from any ill effects of past malpractices. In 
particular, I have learnt, subsequent to the 
writing of my article, that, contrary to my pre- 
diction, a borehole was eventually drilled and 
that the results of tests were reassuring. 

Nort NEWSOME 

Exponential growth 
Readers will be familiar with the concept 
of exponential growth applied to population. 
Some countries, we are told, will double 
their populations in as few as 19 years. There 
is however, one human group which is doubling 
its numbers annually. 1 refer to the population 
of the Conservation Society. 

It had about 1,500 members at the end of 
1969; 3,000 at end of 1970; 6,000 at end of 
1971; 12,000 will very likel reached by the 
end of 1972. At this rate, J ie that every 
inhabitant of the planet will be a member by 
the end of 1991. May I ask what steps Council 
are taking to ensure that we still continue to 
g after that date? It is, after all, well within 

pan 0° a new Life Member joining today. 
c » world population growth will only 

delay ( nce by a few months at 
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Society News 
  

Resources/Environment Committee 

During the last year considerable efforts were 
made towards organising the Resources/ 
Environment Committee first in two parts and 
later combined, The organisers already had 
heavy responsibilities and progress was slower 
than they would have liked, so that only one 
section of the committee had started work by 
the end of 1971. John Davis (Willowgate, Cock- 
pole Green, Wargrave, Reading RGIO 8NT), 
being less heavily committed, offered to take 
over the administrative work in February 1972 
and is forming a Secretariat. 

Meanwhile ‘Blueprint for Survival’ had 
been published and provides a suitable start- 
ing point for the Committee. This, combined 
with the great diversity of problems and 
potentially large number of contributors, sug- 
gested a need to break it into more working 
groups than had been contemplated earlier. 
The following groups are proposed: 

Statistics (work on published and unpub- 
lished information). 

Economics (implications of zero growth, 
fiscal policies, etc.). 

Raw materials (needs, availability, 
methods of extraction, ete. of non- 
renewable resources). 

Energy (needs, availability from renew- 
able and non-renewable resources). 

Natural products (resources of land and 
water and methods of production of 
food ete.). : 

Transport (needs, methods and environ- 
mental impact). 

Manufacturing (environmentally desirable/ 
undesirable goods, resource demands 
etc.). 

Pollution (all forms of pollution and 
methods of prevention; also provision 
of clean water). : 

Housing and planning (house design, 
geographical distribution, _ planning 
aspects, etc.). ‘ ; 

Education (policy—in co-operation with 
the Conservation Trust, resource 

demands). — 
Health (nutrition, resource demands, 

medical ethics). 
Sociology (organisation, leisure, political 

and moral questions). 

Each group will be largely self organising 
under a convener and/or secretary so that the 
paperwork can be kept within bounds. The 
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committee secretariat will concentrate on deal- 
ing with the final outputs of the groups and 
on co-ordinating their activities with the guid- 
ance of an advisory panel. There will neces- 
sarily be much overlap between the work of 
the various groups. Where this becomes too 
complex for direct ad hoc co-operation, inter- 
group panels will be set up as required. 

The committee’s main task is to formulate 
policies for The Conservation Society based 
on the best information available, so that a 
high level of expertise is desirable. It is not 
part of its task to carry out actions though it 
can suggest these and provide information to 
assist the Action and Publicity Committee in 
their work. As soon as the groups are set up 
their first task will be to examine “Blueprint 
for Survival’ and to provide amplification, 
clarification and correction of the points it 
raises based on available knowledge. They will 
also be asked to list the main direction in 
which further work is needed so that a longer 
term programme can be organised. 

At the time of writing, four of the groups 
have convenors who have contacted or are 
about to contact members who offered to help. 
We are particularly short of experts in the 
fields of statistics, raw materials, transport, 
manufacturing, energy, health and sociology 
and most of these groups lack convenors. While 
another search through the personal interests 
of members given when joining the Society 
will add many more names, it would be help- 
ful if those who can assist and who have not 
been previously contacted would write directly 
to John Davis giving appropriate details. 
Meanwhile those who were contacted earlier 
will be informed directly as and when appro- 
priate groups are set up. 

John Davis does not wish the Resources/ 
Environment Committee to float away on a 
sea of paper but he will certainly need assist- 
ance in its administration. The immediate 
need is for someone to help ensure that new 
and existing volunteers are contributing to the 
right groups and to deal with routine member- 
ship and financial matters. Ideally he or she 
would live within easy reach of Wargrave, 
Berkshire, and have a typewriter. 

The Annual General Meeting— 

Preliminary Notice 

This will be on Saturday, 18 November, at 
Church House, Westminster. For the first time 
Council is appointing an AGM sub-committee 
whose function, as well as organising the event, 
is to ‘classify and arrange business to be brought 
before the AGM in such a way as to avoid 
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repetition or overlapping and to ensure that 
adequate time is allowed for discussion of 

important subjects.’ This means that some 

resolutions may be discarded by them, and 
some, with the agreement of proposers, may be 
amalgamated or re-written. The result should 
be a worthwhile and not over-loaded agenda. 

In accordance with last year’s decision, 
there will be a resolution from the Adminis- 
tration Sub-Committee to change the name of 
the Society. But it is proposed to leave the final 
choice of name, if there is to be a change, to 
the AGM itself. A short list of five alternatives 
will be presented. The least popular will be 
voted out, then the least popular of the four 
and so on until only one is left. There will 
then be a debate and vote on whether or not 
to change the name to the final choice. 

The short list of names to be presented is 
as follows: 

Conservation for Survival 
Eartheare 
Future Society 
Survival 
Survive 
Another important resolution will be a busi- 

ness one: a virtual re-drafting (and, I hope, 
shortening) of the Constitution. The objects 
are to democratise so that the individual mem- 
ber feels more involved, to build a national 
framework based on regions and branches and 
to enable action to be taken more quickly. 

The full text of this resolution will be pub- 
lished in the next issue of CONSERVATION SO as 
to give branches plenty of time to discuss it. 
At present, there is nothing laid down in the 
Constitution in regard to amendments to 
resolutions, but if amendments to this particu- 
lar one can be sent in by the final date for 
the acceptance of resolutions (23 September) 
then it should be possible to incorporate these 
into the final agenda. 

DaviD SPRECKLEY 
Convener of the AGM Sub-Committee 

Branch action to implement the 

Family Planning Act 

John Guillebaud writes: Since taking over as 
chairman of the Population Committee I have 
seen the excellent work being done by b 
to improve local family planning fac 
Many branches have gained useful exper 
which is worth passing on to other bra: 
and the Population Committee would be glad 
to act as a clearing house for such information 
Would branch secretaries write to June 
Macdonald, the committee’s secretary, letting 
her know what they are doing on the popula- 
tion front, stating what success they have had 

   

Qa
 

   

   

    

so far and pointing any lessons learned, 

The findings will be circulated to all branches. 
Please write to Mrs Macdonald at 2 Chester. 
field Close, Canford Cliffs, Poole, Dorset. 

‘Environmental Issues’ 
Environmental Issues is a book produced by 
the Cambridge University Branch of The Con- 
servation Society, in conjunction with the Cam- 
bridgeshire and Isle of Ely Education Com- 
mittee. It is a series of factsheets containing 
basic information about environmental prob- 
lems, written in response to a demand by local 
teachers who require a reference text, which 
could be used in classes of all ages. The result 
is a basic handbook, suitable for anyone who 
wants to find out the essential information on 
the environment, and therefore useful especi- 
ally for teachers, sixth-formers, students and 
anyone new to the cause. It is available from 
Linda Pickard, Newnham College, Cambridge, 
price 40p post free. 

Mr E. O. Thomas and Mr C. G. Moule 
The Treasurer, Oswald Barraclough, would be 
glad to hear from anyone who knows the 
address of Mr E. O. Thomas or Mr C. G. 
Moule. Please write to Mr Barraclough at Old 
Court, Colwall, Malvern, WR13 6QE. 

Branch News 

Birmingham 
M. H. Simpson writes: The lecture about 
the Birth Control Campaign on 20 April was 
poorly attended but included a Labour mem- 
ber of the City health committee. We hope 
for ‘amily planning on the rates if there is a 
Labour majority at the May council election. 

A hop for teenagers was held next day to 
raise funds and we organised a concert on 
13 July. The conference for secondary modern 
schools was attended by about 170 students 
despite the indifference of most schools. We 
have taken meetings for the South Birmingham 
18 plus Club and a housewives’ group and 
have been invited to take two meetings for a 
‘Friendship through Study’ group. Our exhibi- 
tion stand is being shown at an oecumenical 
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Bristol Area 

G. M. Lucena writes: Our series of lectures 
and meetings leading up to the Stockholm 
conference concluded on 18 April with Sir 
Joseph Hutchinson’s lecture ‘The Wise Use 
of Natural Resources.’ The audience of about 

100 were told of the great successes in agricul- 
ture and inorganic fertilisers in the Third 
World and how food surpluses had overcome 
the problem in certain areas. The meeting 
ended with vigorous questioning from the 
organic fraternity. 

It is hoped that a display of conservation 
books will be arranged in local libraries and 
a big display in the main bookshop in time 
for the Stockholm conference. 

During the summer we shall be giving a lot 
of thought to where we go from here. Clearly 
things are happening faster now in our favour, 
but there may be a danger of being lulled 
into false security. 

Cambridge 

Reviewing the past year we now have 112 
members in the Cambridge branch, 32 more 
than at the start of the year. 

Members have spoken on six occasions to 
local societies and helped in the setting up of 
a local schools branch. Two meetings were 
held, one in the Guildhall on 11 June 1971, and 
the other a joint meeting with the Council for 
the Protection of Rural England on 24 Febru- 
ary. Twelve members took part in a poster 
parade in Cambridge on 21 August, an infor- 
mal members meeting was held on 29 October, 
and the inaugural meeting of the Saffron 
Walden group was held on 25 February. Mem- 
bers also joined in demonstrations at the Cam- 
bridge Motor Show, and the cycle parade 

(organised by the university branch). 

Three projects were carried out by commit- 
tee members, family planning, refuse disposal 
and city centre traffic (continuing). The Chair- 
man, Dr C. Groves, appeared on our behalf 
it the MII inquiry. A yellow hand-out leaflet 
was produced and distributed, and interested 
members designed new posters and leaflets for 
society use. There was co-operation with the 

Cambridgeshire and Isle of Ely Naturalists 

Trust, Council for the Protection of Rural 
“ngland and the local United Nations Associa- 
ion branch. 

A questionnaire is now sent to all new 
members. 
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Cornwall 
Dora Russell writes: A conservation forum 
representing amenity and conservation groups 
in Cornwall is to be set up. 

This was decided at a conference at Red- 
ruth on 11 March attended by 400 people 
representing virtually all the amenity societies 
active in Cornwall, Alderman Foster, chairman 
of Cornwall County Council, took the chair at 
the conference, which was organised by the 
Extra-Mural Department of Exeter University. 

Michael Dower, director of the Dartington 
Amenity Research Trust spoke on Cornwall’s 
environmental problems, and was followed by 
Dr I. Presst of the Department of the Environ- 
ment who included in his talk on pollution 
an interesting account of his research into 
how DDT entered through the food chain into 
the larger predatory birds. 

The inaugural meeting of the forum was 
held on 5 May at Truro. 

Essex 
Henry Feuchtwanger writes: At our first 
annual general meeting on 16 April Ben Percy- 
Davis was elected as our chairman. We are 
confident he will do for our branch what he 
has already achieved for South-West Essex: 
recruit many new members and form new 
groups. 

The Southend Group have compiled a list 
of questions for the candidates in the local 
government elections. 

London Branch 
Charles Jeffrey writes: An Easter newsletter 
has been sent to all active members on my 
lists. _Its emphasis is on the activities of local 
groups of the branch, of which a list is given. 
Topics covered include contact between mem- 
bers, discussion, propaganda, recruitment, 
education, local issues, local political action, 
liaison with local official and voluntary bodies, 
implementation of campaigns and fund-raising. 
Action now in the fields of population, educa- 
tion, politics and environment is suggested. 
Appendices include a list of London area 
speakers and corrections to the new year action 
circular. Members who wish to help their local 
group or to form one in their borough, college 
or elsewhere please get in touch with me at 
40 Albemarle Gardens, New Malden, Surrey, 
KT3 SBD (01-949 1693). 

All members resident in the GLC area are 
London branch members except for 
resident in the boroughs of Richmond, Houn- 
slow, Kingston (Thames Valley Branch), 
Waltham Forest, Newham, Redbridge, Bark- 
ing and Havering (South-West Essex Branch). 
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The Secretary of the Kent branch has asked 

me especially to remind members living in the 

following Kent postal districts that they are 

London branch members: Beckenham, West 

Wickham, Keston, Bromley, Orpington, 
Chislehurst, Bexley, Sidcup, Welling, Bexley- 

heath, Erith, Belvedere, and the West Cray- 

ford part of Dartford. Parts of the postal dis- 

tricts of Swanley, Sevenoaks and Westerham 

are also in the GLC area and members in 

those parts are welcome to take part in Lon- 

don branch activities, although for conveni- 

ence of administration they are counted us 

members of the Kent Branch. 

Oxford 
The branch news in the March issue was writ- 

ten by the acting chairman Mr R. P. Prys-Jones 
(c/o Edward Grey Institute, Department of 

Zoology, South Parks Road, Oxford, OX1 
3PS) and not Dr D. Lack as stated. 

Southampton and Winchester 
Rosemary Horsey writes: We are actively pub- 
licising the United Nations Conference on the 
Human Environment. We plan to show the 
BBC film ‘Paul Ehrlich Speaks’ one evening 
during the conference, in association with other 
local organisations concerned with the environ- 
ment; the Dean and Chapter of Winchester 
Cathedral are considering our request to have 
a display on conservation in the cathedral; we 
have applied for permission to have stands in 
the busy shopping areas of Southampton and 
Winchester on one day during the conference; 
and one of our members at Ringwood is 
arranging a display at the public library there 
to coincide with the conference dates and we 
are hoping for similar public library space at 
Southampton. 

South Bucks 
Jane Mann writes: The branch is carrying out 
a local survey into public attitudes to popula- 
tion conti}. This is being done mostly in the 
busy shopping areas of High Wycombe but we 
plan to extend it over the next few weeks to 
cover also some schoo!s and doctors’ surgeries. 

We are also carrying out a survey of family 
planning facilities in Buckinghamshire with 
the Birth Control Campaign. 

A successful public forum on population 
control was held in Aylesbury in April, 
95 per cent of the audience supported con- 
trol measures being introduced in Britain 
now or in the near future. A recurring theme 
was the cost effectiveness of family planning 
and Mr Parsons emphasised that a just, reason- 
able and democratic policy of population con- 
trol would cnhance rather than _ restrict 
individual libc::~ 

Sussex 

Eric Millward writes: A committee was 
appointed in January and the branch has 
embarked on a programmue of meetings on 
aspects of conservation. The following meet- 
ings have been held so far. 23 March 3 
(Brighton), ‘Contraception and Family Plan- « 
ning,’ by Sarah Lewis; 19 April (Brighton), 
‘Only One Earth,’ a illustrated talk on dimin- a 
ishing resources by Colin Hutchinson. We 
are planning to hold a public meeting in — 
Brighton in the autumn. 

We are advertising on 12 mainline railway 
stations in Sussex throughout the summer. 

Local groups are active in Worthing and 
Erighton and Worthing may become a se 
rate branch. We are hoping that a branch will 
be formed in East Sussex. 

   

   

    

   

    

   
   

  

   

      

   

    

  

   

    

   

    

   

      

   

  

   
   
   

  

   
   

Tayside 

Leslie Stevenson writes: On 15 March 
N. Edmunds, of the Fife District Labora 
and a signatory of ‘Blueprint for § 
addressed a meeting of the branch on ‘ 
or Survival—What Can Do About It?’ 

Groups are now operating in St A 
Dundee (contact Mrs L. Cowper, 11 
Avenue, Dundee, DD3 6ED; tel. 86726 
Kikcaldy (contact Mr Blair, 11 Pan Ha, I 
tel. 52683). z 

A series of lectures is being organi: 
Wednesday evenings this autumn on 
‘Man and Environment: The Fu 
ing on 18 October with Lord Kenn 
speakers include Dr Manning, Prof. 
E. R. Goldsmith, and J. Morton Bor 
series is organised jointly by the Put 
tures Committee of the University 
Andrews and the Tayside branch of 

  

Events 

3-5 September. Conference on 
Humanity. London, Organi 
International Society for Soci 
bility in Science. Further in 
Professor M. W. Thring. 
Mechanical Engineering, 
College, Mile End Road, I 

29 September-1 October. Con 
Use. York. Details from 
the Protection of Rural 
Place, London, SW1W OH 
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