Geog 355 

A dominant idea concerning environmental degradation is that greater population is the main reason for our environmental crisis. 

Neo Malthusians believe that population is the main reason for environmental issue and that population has to be controlled.   
· Doesn’t take into account who is using resources and why they are using them. 

Thomas Robert Malthus came us with a theory called theory of population. 
· Believed that population increases geometrically (exponential growth), and if this growth is not checked than we’ll run out. 
· Resources grow linearly 
· He believes that population can be check by resource availability (means of subsistence).
· Peoples reproductive patterns are linked to resource availability
· Poor laws (spinamine laws), modern day minimum wage, if the wages were too low for people to survive then the government should increase wages and lift them up to the living wage. 
· Believed that disease is a natural population check. 
· He believes that this law governed all people at all times. 
· You can control how much food can be produce by a single labour, (green revolution) but Malthus doesn’t take this into account. Believed that increased population caused food prices to soar and become more costly 

Neo-Malthusianism 
Carrying capacity: the max amount of people that earth has the resources to carry   
Kuznets hypothesis: Environmental degradation increases as society first goes through industrialization then at a certain point and the economy starts changing and you have more middle income society and degradation decreases. Why? They believe because you become less dependant on natural resources to a more service based industry, better technology and that the rich will care more about society. This creates a bell curve. 
· This kuznets hypothesis does not really hold true. 
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This original Kuznets hypothesis mean: The levels of inequality rises as society goes through industrialization but then levels off. 

: while a society goes through modernization, death rates lower so population rises and the then as society goes through industrialization people start to have less children and pop decreases.


Why is it not only about population? 
Population pressure doesn’t always lead to a population collapse, but can force society to innovate and produce more with less. 
· Land was not used a intensively back then, and use to burn land to clear it and fallow it so the land can rest for a bit. As population increase, people could allow land to fallow anymore, so constantly using it causes soil fertility to decrease then new technology and different practices allowed people to intensify agriculture. 
· Human society can also have a positive impact of the environment. 
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Boserup idea is that the more tech we come up with the more energy the machines themselves will start using.

· In upper Rio Grande valley, it was an arid land but people used different irrigation methods so they changed the landscape and were able to increase crop fertility. 
 
Inequality causes environmental degradation:
The poor make less sustainable choices because they cant really afford to make more sustainable choices. The rural poor might not have the choice, they have to make enough to feed their family. Not just because they’re uneducated or they don’t care. Often times, it’s the poor who do care about the environment than the rich because they're so closely tied to the land. 

Economic approach where you believe that human will only make sustainable choices if they believe that they will reap benefits from their choices. This also applies to the poor. 

Since environmental degradation doesn’t effect everyone equally but those that are often more affect and don’t benefit from these economic activities the are also less powerful, they cannot force changes to occur. Ex. The cattle ranchers want to clear the land so they kill the rubber farmers who want to keep the forest in tact. The rubber farmers are poor and don’t have power so they cannot stop the cattle farms. 

The articles on “who will feed us?” 
Not just about population and number but who and for what purpose is using the resources?
The industrial foodchain uses so much resources and land but don’t actually feed many people whereas pheasant farmers use 25% of land yet feed 70% of people. 

Tragedy  of the commons: 
Everyone has the incentive to look out for themselves so their choices impact the collective negatively. People believe that others are going to take advantage so they start to take advantage first. 

This perspective is usually wrong because people communicate together and have shared customs that allows people to come up with a shared agreement. Different motivations exist other than self motivation 

Centralized agencies (government etc) are not very effective because are not likely to comply with they are not part of the decision making process. 

Privatization: The herd example, every rancher owns a small portion of the land. The people who wants more animals will not impact others. When something is private, people have a greater incentive to take care of it more. This doesn’t often work the way it is intended to. People may have a greater incentive to not overuse something when it’s a common good whereas they might not care when they privately own something. Its also difficult to privatize nature, ex water. You still need a state for privatization to occur, ex there is a problem so you need to go to someone. To be able to parcel out land and the environment can also be quite costly. 

An economic idea: People are willing to restrain their usage even when they are not in communication with others. Economist are trying to determine why. 
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