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Dear Friends,
Below is the title page, abstract and table of contents of a new report chartered by the Optimum Population Trust of Great Britain.  The study was performed by the London School of Economics and it shows that for one unit of expenditure to reduce emissions of CO2 you get approximately five times as much reduction if you spend the money on family planning as you would if you spent the money on the technological solutions.  This important touch of realism must be injected into the debates over how we should try to reduce global warming.  These debates over what to do about global climate change focus almost exclusively on the technological options.
Thirty years ago when the Chinese government introduced their very coercive "one child per family" policy, the official governmental justification was words to the effect that population growth interferes with economic development.  The Chinese policy has cut their population growth rate approximately in half. When you look at the economic development in China in the last thirty years, you can see that by reducing the need to use resources to take care of growing populations, they freed up resources to use for economic development and for better lives for their people.  We can now see how correct their justification was.  We need to learn this in the west.
It has now been reported that China’s coercive “One Child per Family” policy has resulted in the avoidance of something like three hundred million births.  This is approximately the present population of the United States.  The Chinese are now saying that because of all of these avoided births, China has done more to reduce its contribution to global warming than has any other country.  It's hard to argue with this.

WHAT CAN WE DO?
We should have the goal, nationally and internationally of making high quality family planning assistance available universally with the goal that:


"EVERY CHILD SHOULD BE A WANTED CHILD."
This would provide a humane, low-cost, immediate and reliable route to solving many of the Earth’s most serious problems including global climate change.  

With thanks and best wishes, I am,
Sincerely yours,

Albert A. Bartlett, 2935 19th Street, Boulder, Colorado, 80304-2719
Phone: (303) 443-0595;  FAX; (303) 449-9440; 
E-Mail:  Albert.Bartlett@Colorado.EDU
See Website:  www.ALBartlett.ORG
*************************************************
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Client 

This project has been commissioned by the Optimum Population Trust, a UK environmental charity and think tank, raising awareness of the environmental impact of population growth. 

Purpose of the Project 

The purpose of this project is to perform a cost-benefit analysis of reducing carbon emissions by non-coercively reducing population growth. The basic tenet of this project is that fewer people will emit fewer tonnes of carbon dioxide (CO2). The study estimates the cost-effectiveness of providing global access to basic family planning (as a major method of population growth reduction) in reducing future CO2 emissions between 2010 and 2050. This finding is compared to other means of reducing CO2 emissions.

Methods Used 

The cost of global family planning was calculated in one model and analysed against the estimated reduction in CO2 emissions calculated in a second model. The cost-effectiveness of family planning was then compared to the cost-effectiveness of modern low-carbon technologies. The first model was developed to estimate the cost of providing family planning to all women who wish to delay or terminate childbearing but who are not using contraception i.e. all with unmet need for family planning. Recent data was inputted into the model primarily from the UN and the Global Health Council. A second model utilised UN projections for population levels and CO2 emissions, adjusting values in accordance with increased access to family planning. This adjustment was based on a finding stated in the UN Population Fund’s report, Adding it Up: The Benefits of Investing in Sexual and Reproductive Healthcare (Singh et al): meeting all unmet need will reduce unintended births by 72% (20). 

Findings 

The study found that each $7 spent on basic family planning (2009 US$) would reduce CO2 emissions by more than one tonne (meeting all unmet need between 2010 and 2050). By comparison, a one tonne reduction in CO2 emissions is predicted in Project Catalyst1 to cost a minimum of $32 using low-carbon technologies (Project Catalyst 10): $25 more per abated tonne of CO2 than family planning. This study also found that meeting all unmet need would prevent the emission of at least 34 Gt of CO2 (gigatonnes of CO2) between 2010 and 2050 making the assumption that demand for family planning is not stimulated by family planning proposals. 
Recommendations 

From the cost-benefit analysis, it has been found that family planning (considered purely as a method of reducing future CO2 emissions) is more cost-effective than most low-carbon technologies. It is recommended that an optimum mix of carbon-reducing methods includes family planning as one of the primary methods. 

1 "Project Catalyst is an initiative of the ClimateWorks Foundation, […] launched to provide analytical and policy support for the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change […] see www.climateworks.org" (Project Catalyst 5). 

2 1 Gt = 1 gigatonne = 1 billion tonnes = 1 × 109 tonnes (metric tons) 

- 1- Optimum Population Trust LSE Operational Research 
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