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Open Letter toWorld Leaders
We, scientists of theworld, are deeply concerned about trends in global population growth and related
environmental degradation. Increasing consumption of goods in developed countries, plus rapid growth in
the number of humans worldwide, threatens to outstrip the resources of our planet and the ability of our
technology to support people with a decent standard of living. It is becoming more difficult to feed, clothe,
house, and provide health care for all people, because the amount of natural resources that is potentially
available for each individual is decreasing. Population increase is the root cause of much disease, malnutri
tion, social inequity, loss of biodiversity, and environmental destruction. These problems are inescapable
despite our efforts as scientists to help solve theworld's problems with new technologies. Land, water, and
energy resources must be sustainably managed, consumption reduced, and a significant reduction in the
quarter-million people added to the population daily must occur. Clearly, we all are a part of one world, and
the people of each nation, along with their leaders, should develop a population policy for their nation.We
hope that you will provide the leadership to initiate incentives to reduce family size and conserve natural re
sources in order to achieve a high standard of living for everyone.
Signed,
Name

Title

Country

January 1998
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