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equal narticination of tie coiored, the women, tha very young and the very old, in,
say CIA and KGJ; in an exploitative muitinational corsoration making senseless nro-
ducts, or in a rzoressive university systam, however much ‘'social justice' would
make us mova in that directior. It is very muchi to e honed that the enargy
created by the women and youtli revolutions {(later on, honefully, to bs followed by
the revolution of old seople For the right to participate, not de marginalizad in
oid age homes etc.) will make us move more towards more horizontal societies, not
only a more egaiitarian distribution of the right to exnloit others. In saying so
the author himsel?, a white middle-aged male - is nainfully aware that such changes
will hurt {Jeing @ male non-canitalist it is considerabiy easier to act against
capitalism than against male dominance), but also full of hope that gther groups
could infuse society with othe- styles of living, less vertical, individualistic and
comdetitive « not only with th2 desire to conguer the nower positions in the society
we have created.

POPULATION. Will the measures indicated above contribute to the solution of the
‘'monulation nroblem'? The answer depends on how one defines the orodlem. IF it is
taken as axiomatic that the sclution consists in reducing the world population (or
at least preventing it From increasing much more), then the answer is clearly no.
Jut we have criticized this assumption sy pointing to the obvious: in a highly
canital-and resegrch-intensive economy with very high productivity in tha center the
perinhery will be increasingly unable to participate, neither ss oroducer, nor as
consumer; in a labor-intensive economy their labor would be converted into nroducts
at l=zast for their own renroduction, possinly also for a suralus when combined with
intermediate technologies. Since this is tha gist of what is suggested avsove-self-
reliance, intermadiate cyclas, lower productivity - there is a ouilt-in solution to
the nonulation nroblem: anothzr economic system, more similar to what is found in
China. 3ut the very refarence to that country brings out the »oint that this can
at most Jje one Factor in tha total picture - Ffor the Chinese themselves practice
family nlanning, even quite riqjorously.

Family nlanning should, in our view, be practiced, but not as a way of re-
Iieving the »ressure on our resourcaes - at least not at present, only if the ponula-
tion becomes much bigger. The success of the socialist countries in satisfying
fundamental needs givas strong evidence to the contention that poor countries are
adle to suwort quite adequate!y even a growing population once some basic structur-
al change has taken place. 3ut there are at least three other, very good, reasons,
for 1imiting the population:

- if parents, particularly the women (giving our conventional division of
labor) are to live more fully, realize themselves more com>letely, there is
a limit to how many children they should have.

- if human society is to cortinue to be innovative, to create new forms,
we need snace, we cannot cvercrowd tie whole planet even if we could feed
the nooulation adequately.

~ sooner or later the outer limits will be reached -~ it is obvious that we
cannot go on multinlying for ever even if we are still far from those limits
today (excent, possibly, in South Asia.)

We would also be careful in formulating norms. Obviously, the simdlest one
would be that from two people should come, on the average, two neople - but this
may be too little for underponilated regions avout to introduce lasor-intensive
economies (Africa? Latin America?) The norm might make sense in the Center count-
ries, though, but the basic point would be to avoid any norm that singles out any
specific group - e.g. the poor in the poor countries as the group that should limit
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