
Demography is Destiny

It has been a long time coming; more than forty years, but reality is now 
asserting itself.

The dispiriting likelihood of diminishing numbers of children and a 
consequent severely ageing world is becoming uncomfortably real. There is 
dawning realization that we are getting old. Most if not all of the first world nations 
are on a slippery slope of demographic decline - some apparently irreversibly.

Decades of antinatalist assault on our most defenceless is coming to 
fruition. The consequences of a mounting toll on our future wealth producers is 
being felt; in ways few would have predicted. They are being felt simply because 
those consequences are becoming impossible to ignore. 

Here in Australia after decades of shifting the deck chairs on the Titanic; 
dragooning mothers out of the home into the workforce, extending the retirement 
age, maintaining an aggressive decades long immigration program and now 
even the recruitment of temporary guest workers and 'specialists' to work on 
major projects, the collective geniuses responsible are running out of ideas.
 The majority of opinion makers and political class aren't admitting it just 
yet. They prefer to categorize it simply as the issue of an ageing population. The 
term ageing population sometimes prefaced by rapidly is at least an improvement 
on decades of not only ignoring what was occurring but ridiculing contrary 
opinion and views. 

Now it seems the problem is becoming too big to ignore; but still too few 
are posing the question - Why? Why are so many societies getting older? How 
did it happen? What are the possible consequences; can anything be done about 
it and most importantly if it can, will anything be done?

Demographic decline is now looming as a major issue, an issue 
threatening literally to topple nations - nations like Japan for instance. Japan 
appears to have reached a tipping point where even if it wanted to reverse it's 
decline it could not; simply because decades of aggressive anti natal policies 
have had their logical outcome. 

According to the Japan Statistic Bureau the country first slipped below 
replacement level fertility of 2.1 children per woman in the 1950's and since 1974 
has never exceeded it. The rapidly declining cohort of fertile Japanese women is 
becoming insufficient to even maintain the current population level. 

The nation which sixty years ago with its dream of conquest and 
establishment of a Greater Pacific Co Prosperity Sphere threatened US regional 
hegemony now cannot even fill its own small nation. The web blog Demography 
Matters describes trips outside the bustling Japanese cities to expose a 
countryside of rotting decaying infrastructure and depopulating villages.

In June 2011, financial newsletter editor Bill Bonner wrote an article 
headed The Divergent Paths of Growth and Human Progress. Commenting on 
Japan's economic future he wrote, "Real GDP growth slowed to Medieval levels 
in Japan after 1989 and in the US ten years later. Japan has not added a single 
new job in ten years"  

Denis Gartman of the Gartman Letters writes .... "At this point, little..... 
indeed it appears nothing..... can be done to stop this terrible demographic 



collapse. We are watching a demographic train wreck happening in very slow but 
inexorable motion". He predicts that in another fifty years the country's population 
will halve; that Japan's trend toward demographic self destruction is well 
established. 

A Feb 3 edition of Zenit the Vatican based news agency highlighted a Jan' 
30 Reuters report that the latest official Japanese figures show that the country's 
population is projected to fall by 30 percent to less than 90 million by 2060. By 
then those aged 14 and under will be less than 8 million compared to 35 million 
aged 65 and older.

In 1960 one retiree there was supported by 11.2 workers, by 2010 that 
was down to 2.8 and by 2060 the figure is predicted to be less than half that at 
1.3. In what surely must be a massive understatement, the country's Chief 
Cabinet Secretary Osamu Fujimuna has said 'Japan's Social Security will need 
serious reform,'

The young there give no indication of wishing to change their self 
indulgent lifestyles and the society is well on its way to eventual self induced 
implosion. Even Australia's national multicultural broadcaster SBS recently 
reported that Japan's population is reaching freefall; giving the reasons as Debt, 
Demographics and Deflation. (Emphasis added)

In a March 2009 New York Times article senior fellow at the World Policy 
Institute Masaru Tamamoto wrote,

Signs of despair are everywhere. Japan has one of the highest suicide 
rates among rich countries. There may be as many as one million "hikikomori", 
from teenagers to those in their forties, who shut themselves in their rooms for 
years on end. Then there are all those "parasite singles" - or unmarried adults 
living with their parents. But by far our most serious problem is our declining and 
ageing population. Given present trends, total population will likely decline from 
around 130 million to under 50 million in 50 years or so. By that same time, 40 
percent of Japanese could be over 65.

If we want to survive as a nation, we must shed our deeply rooted 
resistance to immigration. Contrary to widespread prejudices in favour of keeping 
Japan "pure', we desperately need to dilute our blood. Our ageing nation will 
need millions of educated middle-class immigrants with high productivity, people 
who will put down roots and raise families, whose pride and success will be the 
affirmation of new Japanese values." 

Despite the nation's xenophobic resistance to immigration this is already 
quietly happening. Some 300,000 Brazilians of mixed Japanese ancestry have 
come to join the labour force, mostly in the car industry. Filipino migrants are 
working in the rice fields and orchards as 'student trainees.' However Professor 
Fukanari Kimura of the Keio University thinks a lot more are needed. He recently 
said "We need three million."

The question is, where will they come from?   
Japan is not alone; this is a worldwide phenomenon.
'Catholic' Latin America is also beginning to foresee that succumbing to 

the glib nonsense of UN sponsored anti natal programs is not good policy. The  
Jan 25 edition of Cuban based Prensa Latina predicted that by 2025 Latin 
American population decline will be impossible to ignore. Juan Carlos Alfonso, 



director of the Population and Development Research Centre said that by then 
26% of the population will be over 60.

It is not only Cuba; a Jan 15 report by US National Public Radio said that 
Brazil's fertility rate had dropped below replacement rate to 1.9 children per 
woman.

There is a slowly growing realization that contraception and its corollary 
abortion, defended as an entirely private matter between individuals has far wider 
implications. As usual the law of unintended consequences may take a long time, 
in this case decades, to assert itself but eventually and inexorably it will. 

Not long ago, very few if any in the finance community would have taken 
into account the long term outcome of contraception and abortion upon the world 
of money. Now though that is beginning to change. There is a growing 
awareness that finance and stock markets don't exist in isolation and 
demographic trends can greatly effect those markets and the wealth of 
individuals and nations.

A  2012 Jan12 Reuters report quotes Hong Kong's Deutsche Bank 
strategist Ayaj Kapu saying that stock markets around the world are worried by 
demographic trends in the developed markets.

Within the next 5 years, all eighteen developed countries for which 
Deutsche has property market data going back over half a century will 
experience a decline in their working age populations.

  The Jan 23 edition of the Guardian newspaper quoted Taiwan's 
President Mr Ying-Jeou warning that the country's lack of children is a 'serious 
national security threat.'

A recent article by Eftihys Sfakianakis titled Greek Villages Facing Slow 
Death (1) described the reality in that country. He wrote, "Agios Pavlos is totally 
deserted and the buildings have collapsed."  Also commenting on the problem 
Richard Taub, professor of sociology at the University of Chicago said "The issue 
of rural depopulation is a serious one in all the countries of Western Europe.." (1) 
The 2001 Greek census showed that the country's population is ageing 
alarmingly with births at a twenty year low and deaths outnumbering births. 
Recent EU figures also show that Greece has the lowest birth rate in the Union 
and the greatest proportion of elderly. 

Taub highlighted this phenomenon saying, "Many of the economically 
developed countries can no longer reproduce themselves and are turning to 
immigration in order to provide a young working population." 

In Greece this has created the situation that while people were getting 
older and the birth rate collapsing it's population actually grew. It grew by more 
than a million immigrants; most of them illegal and from high birth rate Muslim 
countries; which only goes to emphasize the reality that just as in physics also in 
demography, nature abhors a vacum. 

That was ten years ago. Now in 2011-12 we read of Greece struggling 
with rising unemployment, an overwhelming debt it has no chance of repaying 
and rioting in the streets as the government tries to impose austerity measures 
and cut pensions.

In a 2010 Special Security Report titled Illegal Immigration in Greece and 
Domestic Security Ioannis Michaletos (2) an expert in international security and 



energy described the rising threat to Greece and by implication its neighbours. 
He quotes the mayor of Athens in an interview with the Los Angeles Times 
saying that "Athens is becoming a new Beirut". It is facing the same ethnic based 
conflicts with more than 150,000 illegal immigrants coming into the country in 
2010, nearly all from the Middle East, North Africa and the Indian sub continent.

One of the unpredicted but now increasingly obvious consequences of this 
is that once prosperous inner urban areas have become ghettos. Reliable data 
from the Athens municipal authorities reports that approximately 150 large once 
prosperous but now deteriorating buildings in the centre of the city are used to 
house approximately 100,000 illegal immigrants. Crime gangs have bought up 
the buildings and 'rent' them to illegals for 2 - 5 euros per day. Run by Greeks, 
Albanians, Syrians, Egyptians and Nigerians these 'slum lords' are making 
200,000 to 500,000 euros per day from their dreadful trade.

Russia is another country struggling with the same problem.
If ever there was an example of the disastrous practical effects of 

government anti natal policies upon national ambitions it is Russia. The 
communist super power which up until a little more than a decade ago 
threatened the world with its ambition of communist supremacy is now a pale 
shadow of its former self. It is a declining power, its ageing population hiding 
behind the residual husk of its totalitarian glory days.

Steve Mosher is the creator and editor of the online Population Research 
Institute (PRI). In the PRI 26th July 2011 Weekly Briefing he describes Russia as 
'a demographic sink hole, a people who face extinction after only a few 
generations.' 

An accompanying article by contributor Colin Mason describes his 
impressions from a recent visit there. From the once impressive grandeur of the 
Cosmos Hotel to the monuments to Soviet technical power such as the famous 
Conqurers of Space obelisk, it is now all decay and visible decline. The once 
dreaded KGB has been deposed from power and its ageing members reduced to 
setting up check points that apparently few take much notice of. Its beautiful 
mysterious Orthodox churches are still full of ancient wonder but virtually empty.

Karl Marx wrote the Communist Manifesto in 1848. It should be no 
surprise that his communist utopia included women's unrestricted right to publicly 
funded abortion. Now the country that only a few years ago threatened to 
dominate the world is predicted to experience a 20% population decline from 140 
million to 110 million by 2050. It will also be an older population with an 
increasing health budget burdening the younger wealth producers; hardly a 
recipe for national growth. It should be no surprise that many younger 
entrepreneurial Russians are seeking a better future elsewhere.

'What is to be Done? is the title of a polemic by early Russian 
revolutionary Nickolay Chernyshervsky. The term was later adopted by Lenin in 
his justification for violent revolutionary overthrow of the Czarist regime. Now, 
amidst the wreckage of post communist Russia its new rulers have decided that 
what has to done is, improve the birth rate.

An article in the May 2 edition of the ejournal Mercator Net reports that 
Russian Prime Minister Vladimir Putin is now pushing for Democracy Projects to 
increase the country's birth rate and restore its demographic balance. 



The Russian government is taking the issue seriously enough to invest 
about $60 plus billion in the project with the aim of increasing the birth rate 25 to 
30% above the 2006 rate. The aim of the project is stated to "...build more 
affordable houses for families, promote a healthy lifestyle and stop the country's 
brain drain....." In a two and a half hour speech to the Russian parliament, the 
Duma, he promised to stem Russia's population decline by supporting young 
families and improving health care. Promising to invest some 1.5 trillion roubles 
in 'demography projects' between 2011 and 2015 he said the government's 
expectation was to "increase the birth rate by 25 to 30 per cent in comparison to 
the 2006 birth rate."
           One wonders why it has to take a looming demographic and economic 
disaster before a government decides to implement policy that should be 
standard procedure for any government worth the name.

Another incentive by President Medvedev has been to authorize the 
Kremlin to grant 1500 square metre plots of land to families that have a third 
child.

Following a speech by Putin on the urgency of the issue the the Russian 
parliament , the Duma, introduced a Bill to disqualify abortion as a medical 
service in the national health plan. It also allowed doctors freedom of conscience 
to refuse to perform abortions. 

Head of the State Duma Commitee for women, family and children, Yelena 
Mizulina, said 'The Bill aims to create the conditions for a pregnant woman to opt 
for giving birth.' The Duma also introduced a Bill to restrict advertizing for 
abortion.

Anton Belyakov, author of the Bill and deputy from the Just Russia Party, 
said 'The Bill also commits doctors to warn women who decided to have an 
abortion that it may cause infertility, death or negatively affect physical and 
mental health.' (emphasis added)

One wonders if here in Australia doctors are under similar such obligation 
to warn women of the dangers of abortion; and if not why not? 

Belyakov described Russia's abortion rate as 'unacceptable'  Official 
Russian statistics put the country's abortion rate between 1.6 and 1.7 million per 
year, but unofficially it is estimated to be closer to 6 million per year; a truly 
horrifying figure if correct. One wonders if there will ever be as much remorse 
expressed for this holocaust as for the earlier terrible crime inflicted by the Nazis 
upon the Jews during WW2?

Germany the supposed strong economy of Europe is suffering a similar 
problem. In 2004 US author Patricia Peterson highlighted the German crisis in 
her best selling book The MethuselaIn Conspiracy.  If any Germans read it they 
ignored its message because in 2010 the nation's number of births dropped by 
30,000 and 13,000 of the Fatherland's citizenry migrated.

The 5/11/2011 ejournal LewRockwell.com has an article by Patrick.J. 
Buchanan headed 'Arrivederci Roma'. His opening sentence asks, 'Will 
Democracy bring down the New World Order?' Further on he says, "But the real 
peril is Italy, No. 3 economy in the Eurozone, with a national debt at 120 percent 
of gross domestic product." 

He quotes the president of the Italian Bishop's Conference Cardinal 



Angelo Bagnasco describing Italy as heading for "demographic suicide, " caused 
by its "cultural and moral distress."

In 2009 Italy's National Office of Statistics reported that Italian womens' 
fertility rate was 1.4 children per woman; only two thirds of what is required just to 
maintain a country's existing population. Back in 1950 Italy's birth rate was 
almost twice its death rate. That changed when the numbers became equal in 
1985. Today there are more deaths than births and by 2050 deaths will be twice 
as many.

The country's national debt is twice what the EU considers tolerable, yet it 
has a shrinking population of working age and an expanding pool of retirees. 
Buchanan closes the article with the very logical question, "If your debts are 
larger than your economy, your death rate exceeds your birth rate and every new 
generation will be one third smaller than the previous one, what kind of future 
does your country have?"

Italy is not an isolated case; with one or two exceptions the same applies 
to all the developed nations. Debts greater than their economy and growing; a 
death rate higher than their birth rate and each succeeding generation shrinking 
by a third - is this the sort of heritage a country wants to hand on to its children 
and grandchildren?

None of this should come as a surprise to our politicians and policy gurus. 
As long as ten years ago Peter Drucker one of the world's most respected 
business analysts wrote in his 31st book titled Management Challenges for the 
21st century, "The most important single new certainty -- if only because there is 
no precedent for it in all history -- is the collapsing birth rate in the developed 
world." 

He wasn't alone in his analysis. In 2001 the US based Population 
Reference Bureau produced a report by demographers Carl Haub and Diana 
Cornelius which said, "Currently, of the 83 million people added to the global 
population each year by the difference between births and deaths, only one 
million are in the industrialized countries." 

 

   
There's a lesson in all this for those willing to learn. The reason for the 

world's 'ageing populations' should be obvious to anyone genuinely interested in 
an answer.

The real problem is not ageing, the real problem of demographic 
imbalance is moral; it is the moral issue of rampant anti natalism that has 
dominated the developed world for at least half a century. It is not just the refusal 
of the first world nations to have sufficient babies to replace their ageing parents 
but also its corollary, the callous culling of the unborn. 

It is this combination of contraception and abortion that is behind a great 
many of our current problems; problems such as the very real Global Financial 
Crisis currently causing so much angst throughout the world; threatening to 



bankrupt nations and bring down their beleaguered governments.
A recent article titled Demographics and Depression by David Galtman in 

First Things describes the issue well. He says "Young people need to borrow 
capital to start families and businesses, old people need to earn income on 
capital they have saved. We invest our retirement savings in the formation of new 
households. All the armamentarium of modern capital markets boils down to 
investing in a new generation so that they will provide for us when we are old."

Its that simple. He goes on to provide figures showing that although 
America's population has grown from 200 million to 300 million since 1970 the 
number of two parent families with children has remained static at roughly 25 
million.

In1960 dependent children formed fifty percent of the population, today 
they only comprise 30 percent. In the same period the proportion of the elderly 
went from 15 percent to 30 percent. The maths are simple. As he says - "if the 
next generation fails to appear in sufficient numbers .... we get poorer." 

In the 1930's the number of old people in the US comprised only 5.4% of 
the population. Now, the latest US Census Bureau Brief on Data for the 2010 
Census shows that the number of seniors is increasing faster than the young 
population.

This problem is not unique to America; a lot of countries including Australia 
face a similar dilemma. 

Business has seen an opportunity in all this. One such business is 
Transgenerational Design, 'devoted to the interests and mobility of the ageing 
population.'

It's site claims that 'World wide – “for the first time in history people aged 
65 and over will outnumber children over 5.”  

At the heart of the issue it is a moral problem, but in today's climate of 
moral relativism that sort of conclusion is too frequently dismissed as 
'inappropriate'.

The zietgeist - the spirit of the age, is anti natal, selfish and wilfully 
ignorant of the wider cumulative social effects of personal behavior. However 
despite our most strenuous efforts to avoid them those effects inevitably catch up 
with us. They eventually become impossible to ignore.  

The problem would have manifested itself far sooner except for the 20th 
century phenomenon of the increasing number of married women being coerced 
back into the workforce. In the US in 1940 there were less than 9 percent of 
married women with children in the paid workforce. In 1955 the number in paid 
work with children under six had risen to 18 percent and with children from 6 to 
16 to 38 percent. By the mid 2000's the numbers were 62 and 77 percent. The 
figures for Australia are little different.

For decades this recruitment of married women into the paid workforce 
managed to obscure the looming problem of declining families and ageing 
populations; but now as they also age the problem has become impossible to 
ignore.

Recognition of the problem is gradually dawning, as the inevitable 
negative effects begin manifesting themselves.

Puru Saxena, founder and principal of Hong Kong based investment firm 



Puru Saxena Ltd wrote in a recent article "severe monetary inflation and currency 
debasement is likely to occur in many Western nations, not just the 
US......Ireland, Italy, Spain, Grece, Portugal and the UK are also swimming in an 
ocean of debt. Moreover their populations are ageing and this trend will put 
further pressure on these countries finances. (emphasis added)

Population experts in the US are now predicting that by 2020 
approximately 20 percent of its population will 65 or older. This will rise to 25 
percent by 2030. Already despite the country's current economic crisis and high 
unemployment it is experiencing a growing labour shortage in a number of critical 
areas.

It was very different when today's older citizens first entered the workforce 
in the mid sixties. It was then that the US economy and others like Australia 
experienced a great deal of economic growth, with a number of booms. Their 
economies expanded considerably. Between 1965 and 2009 the US GDP 
increased by a factor of twenty to more than $14 trillion.

The era of the boomers in the mid sixties coincided with the arrival of the 
pill and the US Supreme Court Roe versus Wade decision 'legalizing' abortion. It 
was the beginning of the era of the counter culture and the mantra 'If it feels good 
do it.' It didn't seem like it at the time, but it was the beginning of decades of 
declining fertility and the consequent ageing of the population.

The term 'ageing population' is code for we were wrong but wont admit it.
The reality is that a nation's future is in its children; a healthy birth rate is 

essential for a nation to grow and prosper. Other factors such as political stability 
and a sound economy are essential but without sufficient children coming 
through it's future is limited.

For a nation's population level just to remain static requires a birth rate of 
2.1 children per woman. That is the irreversible magic number; more babies and 
it will grow, less and it is not only in numerical decline but also getting older. 

Most Western nations are well below that figure. Japan at just over one is 
destined to simply disappear as a nation over the next half century.

Interestingly although America also has a terrible abortion rate of about a 
million a year it is still managing to just maintain its population with a high legal 
and illegal immigration rate. The downside to this is some commentators are 
speculating that the country's consequent abnormally rapid ethnic diversity could 
perhaps see a future US begin to fragment.

This is not just a problem for the developed nations; its baleful effects are 
manifesting themselves around the world. It is a phenomenon with deep social 
effects; like a malevolent virus deep within the body, taking not just years but 
decades to surface. As already mentioned in cases like Japan with its abysmal 
growth rate of only 0.01% it is probably too late to change.

The UN Population Division, a statistics research branch within the UN's 
Department of Economic and Social Affairs is generally recognized as being 
more objective and less agenda driven than other UN agencies. In a recently 
produced report titled World Population Ageing 2009 it predicted a distressingly 
gloomy future for many developing nations also.

As is happening in the developed world fertility decline will mean there will 
be fewer workers to support their aged. It provides yet another glaring example of 



how the effects of wrong policy ignored in the early stages can decades later 
become impossible to ignore; sometimes too late.

The report found that between 1950 and 2009 the ratio of workers to older 
non workers decreased from 12 to 9 and that by 2050 there will only be 4 
workers for each retiree. It describes how the effects will be worse for the 
developing than the developed nations because, "the pace of ageing is faster in 
developing than developed countries. Consequently the developing countries will 
have less time to adjust to the consequences of population ageing."

The report sees little sign of this trend being reversed, stating that 
"Population ageing is unprecedented, a process without parallel in the history of 
humanity.... As long as old age mortality continues to decline and fertility remains 
low, the proportion of older persons will continue to increase."

Despite this other agencies such as the UN Population Fund (UNFPA), the 
World Health Organization and non governmental organizations such as 
International Planned Parenthood continue pushing their fertility control agendas. 

Never missing an opportunity to peddle their noxious anti natal 
propaganda, they have even co opted the highly controversial global warming 
theory to sell their message. The UNFPA's most recent State of the World 
Population Report has called for more contraception and abortion policies to 
combat 'climate change'.

One bizarre aspect of this anti natal militancy is that its main proponents 
are women. It is mainly women advocating abortion policies despite 
accumulating evidence of the procedure's harmful effects psychologically and 
physically to their own gender. It seems the solidarity of the sisterhood is highly 
selective, confined to the few.

A major argument to justify this vicious anti natalism is that the world is 
'overpopulated'; that we are all heading for a vague undefined world wide 
catastrophe of mass starvation and depletion of the world's allegedly scarce 
resources. 

No one bothers to provide sound objective evidence to justify these 
extreme future scenarios. It is assumed as a given, usually with pictures of 
overcrowded third world congested cities as evidence; but is it true?

A comparison between some of the world's most populous and least 
populated locations indicates that as well as numbers of people, there are other 
factors involved in a country's living standards and social cohesion.

If high population density is the criteria for sub standard living conditions 
there are a number of anomalies challenging such an assumption.

The following is a table of population density for a number of countries: (3)

Highest Rank Pop'n density    Population
per squ k'm

Monaco              1    16,205        32,410
Singapore              2                 6,386    4,425,700



Malta    3      1,261       398,500
Maldives    4      1,163       349,100
Bahrain              5      1,037       688,300

Lowest    

Mongolia 192   2     2,791,300
Namibia 191   2.3     2,030,700
Suriname 190   2.7     438,100
Iceland 189              2.7      296,700
Botswana 188   2.7              1,640,100

Most populous
countries

China             53           136        1,306,313,800
India             18           328         1,080,264,400
USA 142  31  295,734,100
Indonesia   60           126  241,973,900
Russia 177    8.5  143,420,300

It is clearly apparent that population and population density have little to 
do with living standards and political stability. The two most densely populated 
places on earth are the tiny nation states of Monaco and Singapore and yet both 
enjoy a high degree of political stability, with their inhabitants living standards 
amongst the highest in the world.

A recent article by Jeffry Babb titled 60th anniversary of a nasty but 
necessary war drew another example of two adjoined nation states with vastly 
different living conditions. He wrote that in the aftermath of the Korean War, "The 
South was impoverished; people lived in shacks. The North had the better deal - 
the better agricultural land. Most of the nation's industry was in the North. 

Now however the South is a booming industrial success story and a major 
trade partner for Australia, S Korea's rice farmers regularly produce a surplus 
above the requirements of the domestic market. Now it's communist N Korea that 
is the economic basket case, always teetering on the verge of famine. The South 
gives food aid to the North ...."

Despite all this the anti natalist greens and their cohorts persist in their 
fantasy that the countries with the lowest population density should be the envy 
of our supposedly overcrowded world. Interestingly there is no discernible mass 
migration by green advocates to their ideal ultra low population locations like 
Botswana, Iceland or Mongolia. Perhaps their often expressed desire for the 
simple life doesn't quite stretch to living out their romanticized fantasies with the 
nomads of Mongolia, ranked as one of the world's poorest in per capita income.

Fortunately for them there is a place where they can enjoy a similar 
population density of 2.5 people per square kilometre while enjoying one of the 



world's highest standards of living. 
Its called Australia - nothing like having it both ways while preaching to the 

rest of us.
However Australia is no more immune to the anti natal threat than 

elsewhere, and the nation dubbed the 'lucky country' by Donald Horne in 1964 
may find its luck running out. Luck is hardly a reliable foundation for enduring 
nationhood.

A thriving company would find itself under self imposed pressure if it made 
a major reduction in the youthful segment of its workforce while maintaining its 
ageing remainder. If it then also continued to replace retiring members with fewer 
workers it would soon be out of business and in the hands of the receivers. 

Long before this though the more astute of its shareholders would have 
abandoned it for more innovative and future oriented competitors. Those who 
couldn't or refused to see the writing on the wall would be left to mourn their 
misfortune; which stretching the analogy further would probably mean being 
taken over by a more aggressive innovative competitor. 

If this is true for companies it just might also apply to countries; countries 
like Australia – the 'lucky country.'

Finance commentator Christopher Joyce (4) made the point in a recent 
article saying, "One of the critical enablers of productivity and thus economic 
growth is technological change. And innovation is in turn fueled by human capital, 
which is broadly a function of our education, training and population base. 
(emphasis added) 

He also refers to the Japanese situation and comparing it to Australia goes 
so far as to warn that despite recent predictions of what sounds like a large future 
increase in our population it will not be enough. He predicts that without a bigger 
population increase in decades to come, Australia could be on a similar trajectory 
to Japan.

The federal government's recent Intergenerational Report (IGR) aroused 
some controversy with its predictions of future population increases. Not 
surprisingly the greens were horrified at the thought of more people in Australia, 
but from their selfish perspective they should have been quietly pleased with a 
situation that according to Joyce's analysis means Australia's population growth 
will still remain below replacement rate.

Looking at the data he says that in 2004 the ABS (Australian Bureau of 
Statistics) estimated Australia's population would be 28m by 2050. In 2008 that 
was lifted by 6m to 34m and has again recently been readjusted to 36m. 

He quotes the IGR - "While population will continue to grow, annual rates 
of population growth are predicted to slow gradually from 2.1 percent in 2008-09 
to 0.9 percent in 2049-50.  The projected annual rate of population growth of 1.2 
percent over the next 40 years is slightly lower than the average annual rate of 
1.4 percent over the previous 40 years." That's public service jargon for we are 
getting older.

He further quotes the IGR. "In1970 there were 7.5 people of working age 
to support every person aged 65 and over. By 2010 this had fallen to an 
estimated 5 people of working age for every person.... By 2050 the number is 
projected to to decline to 2.7 people of working age to support every person aged 



65 and over.
This writer has childhood memories of his ageing grandparents moving in 

with their children, his parents. I recall 'nana' my maternal grandmother mostly 
bed ridden, living in the front bedroom of our modest home. I remember my 
mother waking me one morning to tell me 'nana' had died during the night.

I recall the story of my paternal grandmother who lived in rural Victoria 
refusing her daughters suggestion to come and live with her and her family; until 
one morning auntie opened the door to find grandma there with all her worldly 
possessions in one case. "I'm ready", she said and moved in with the family until 
she died. 

There were no retirement homes then, no lifestyle villages and one 
wonders with only 2.7 people to provide for the aged in forty years time will we 
revert to a 21st century version of my grandparent's final years?

No one knows. It could be like that or another scenario may evolve.
In those days family connections were strong, marriage was generally accepted 
as a lifetime commitment, 'for better or for worse' and government legislation 
made some concessions to the cost of raising a family.  

The relative prosperity and political stability we currently enjoy is being 
taken as a given, something that is just there with little or no thought as to how it 
came about and how or even if it will continue.

However prosperity depends upon people. A country can have an 
abundance of natural resources, ideal weather and farmland; but without people 
and those people working cohesively within a mutually collaborative political and 
economic structure it is just that - a lovely natural countryside. There are plenty of 
ideal locations around the world with all the natural attributes where the people 
still live in poverty because of the lack of social and political harmony.

If recent voting patterns here and overseas are any indication it seems 
there are a number of people who fantasize about a world of reduced 
populations; societies of a fortunate few living in some sort of ideal bucolic 
environment. 

The increasing vote for the anti natal greens indicates their siren song is 
resonating with a growing number of people, who ought to remember the warning 
- Be careful what you wish for, you may get it.

A reality check with real world events should give them cause to wonder 
about the practical effects if this fantasy became reality. Their day dreams 
depend very much on what seems willful ignorance of a factor threatening 
dramatic changes this century in population, the balance of power and rising 
conflict. 

They might be concerned to learn there is a substantial proportion of the 
world's population who not only don't share their fantasy, but if given half a 
chance will seriously do all they can to wreck it, with dire consequences for all.

These people hold very different views and see the world and its destiny 
from a fundamentally different perspective; a perspective more correctly 
described as an ideology. Unlike the supposedly advanced economies they 
believe theirs is a holy destiny to conquer and dominate the world, a threat now 
shaking the complacency of governments. 

A big factor behind their self confidence is that today demography is very 



much tilted in their favour.
Even though their fertility rates have also declined it is still well above that 

of the ageing declining West. What they couldn't achieve centuries ago with 
armed force they could now well achieve by demographic superiority.

At the time of their founder's death in 632 AD there were flourishing 
Christian and Jewish communities in Arabia and the Persian empire. The whole 
of the Mediterranian world on its European, African and Asian sides was mainly 
Christian. 

At the beginning of the fifth century there were seven hundred Catholic 
bishops in Africa. Two hundred attended the Council of Carthage in 535 AD. By 
the middle of the 900's forty were left and by 1076 two. In a little over 400 years 
Christianity in that part of the world was decimated. (6) 

Beach heads were established in Spain, France and Italy. The tombs of 
St's Peter and Paul were desecrated and their basilicas plundered. The altar over 
the body of St Peter was smashed and St Peter's basilica stripped of anything 
valuable. 

Pilgrimages to the Holy Land were fraught with danger. Pilgrims were 
subjected to a poll tax at least and often to robbery and enslavement. This 
situation continued for 463 years from the time of their founders death to the 
calling of the much and unjustly maligned Crusades; hardly an overreaction. 

It wasn't until the Battle of Lepanto in 1571, a victory credited to the 
intercession of Our Blessed Lady, when the tide was turned and the menace 
retreated to its lair for the next 400 years. (7)

Now, an enfeebled deracinated post Christian West hardly aware of its 
origins and traditions, staggering under self inflicted moral and demographic 
wounds is once again faced with the challenge of Islam. 

An Islam that this time looks like it may achieve by infiltration and 
demography what it once could not by invasion.
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