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Fertility and National Power
Col. Robert de Marcellus

NATIONAL POWER Is often defined in terms of men, money and
material resources. In the past, the strength of Western nations has
usually rested on all three, but today the low fertility of the West's
industrialized nations foreshadows a rapid decline in manpower
which will make difficult the manning of armies without the impair-
.ment of industrial potential;, supporting a vastly larger number of
aged citizens will deeply cut defense and Research and Development
(R & D) budgets; economic growth will slow, and many areas of
technological development, such as any future space programs, will
be severely limited.

The implications of current demographic trends have not yet been
widely recognized by either the public or government, in part
because of the great publicity given to the opposite demographic
problems of the developing world. There, the introduction of mod-
ern medicine and sanitation greatly extended life expectancy, caus-
ing the doubling-up of generations and the much-discussed “popula-
tion explosion.” Undoubtedly the lack of historical experience that
the United States has had with stable, declining, or vanishing popu-
lations is also a reason for our seeming blindness to the danger now
facing us.

Unfortunately, our official and semi-official bodies as well as the
press mostly speak in terms of world demography, a “world popula-
tion exnlation ™ thiie ohecurino the faet that if oy~~~ ¢ Fomslliao.

1 vl
within a tew decades a population implosion, and a radical loss of
power. Some of the misunderstanding concerning demographic
trends in Western nations must also be attributed to the vested
interests of groups that have for many years crusaded for lower
birth rates.

Any appraisal of Western power in terms of demographic trends
is indeed bleak. Every major industrial nation of the Western world
is failing to reproduce its current population. To remain at a stable

Col. Robert de Marcellus ic = marketing executive who is also Inspector General of the
Fiorida National Guard, and = graduate (in 1976) of the Axwy War College.
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population over the long term, the so-called “Zero Population
Growth” (ZPG), a nation must achieve a fertility rate of approxi-
mately 2.1 children per woman. This replaces the parents, plus a
- fraction to make up for children who die without progeny. In the
West today, neither the United States nor any of its major allies has
a fertility rate that high. Western Germany has approximately 1.4,
Scandanavia 1.7, Britain, France, Japan, and the U. S. 1.8. The
implications of these fertility figures are frightening. They mean, for
instance, that West Germany (our principal NATO ally), with no
Jurther decline (but the rate dropped again this year), will not only
lose 25% of its population at each twenty-year generation, but also
must divert an increasing proportion of dwindling national capabil-
ity to support a burgeoning number of retired elderly. If current
trends continue, West Germans, numbering some 61 million today,
will number only 52 million in 20 years, and only 35 million in 2030.
Our other NATO allies will also suffer debilitating losses of popula-
tion"and a constant growth in the number of elderly, at only a
slightly slower rate.

For the United States, not only is the problem facing the nation as
a whole critical, but an analysis of the United States population by
minority groups shows that many of the most productive and crea-
~ tive segments of our population are already in a demographic posi-
tion as critical as West Germany’s. For example, the so called
“WASP” (White Anglo-Saxon Protestant) shows a fertility rate of
about 1.5, while the American Jewish community’s fertility is almost
as low as West Germany's (and thus on the road to demographic
extinction). Reflection on the immense scientific, artistic, financial
and commercial contribution of this community to the U. S. during
the past century underscores the critical loss involved. Other minori-
ties in our population that have hnherto mamtamed a higher fertil-

tber dhamas AL ts LAl - Y7 A OV 1w

aud scwisn nelgnoors.

The future fertility of our nation and its major allies, then, must
be of paramount concern to those planning Western security for the
opening decades of the next century. The men and women who,
during that period, will man our armies, form our economic and
industrial base, and pay for the support of today's working popula-
tion must be born in the next decade. Present indications are that
Western fertility will certainly not increase and may very well con-
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tinue to decrease, unless public policy changes. Avowedly, project-
ing fertility and population size is a hazardous undertaking. Some
reputable demographers still profess to see an upturn in fertility
ahead. However, given the long-term historical down-trend of West-
ern fertility and today’s economic and social environment, one must
assume that the future of Western fertility is not promising.

The drop in Western fertility has been hidden until now by several
factors. First, even though our fertility has fallen far below the
replacement level, our overall population will continue to increase
for several decades due to the increase in life expectancy and the
large “hump” of population with a number of years still to live.

~Second, the popular press has been filled with predictions of

standing-room-only population because many writers and misin-
formed VIP's have projected past population growth as a straight
line projection into the future, regardless of fertility trends. Mani-
festly, a nation whose fertility is far below the replacement level
cannot replace present generations, let alone increase, in the long
term. Thirdly, the difference between birth rate and “fertility” is not
fully understood. Birth rate is the number of children born per unit
of population in a period of time. Fertility is the number of children
born to each woman in her life time. If, for example, the daughters
born in the “baby boom”™ each had a child this year, in the long-
heralded but not forthcoming “ripple effect,” a great upsurge in the
birth rate would result for this year. However, if these mothers never
bore any more children, the long-term fertility would be 1, and the
population would halve itself at the next generation.

Estimates of our population growth during the last 20 years have
always erred on the side of overestimation. Past Census Bureau
projections have pictured an exceedingly fast growth. This is
because the Bureau’s fieures are what their name implies — projec-

1 p : 1
post-war baby boom were ) au in 1963 to popu-
lation forecasts of 259 million by 1980. Today, these projections
have dropped to 220-225 million. Within the last decade, estimates
which projected the population of the United States at over 300
million — even as high as 362 million — by the year 2000, have now
been reduced, in recent Census Bureau estimates, to 262 million.
Even this figure, based on an assumption of a return to replacement-
level fertility of 2.1, is high. No rationale is offered for this assump-
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tion. If present fertility trends continue, the figure may well be as
low as 245 million. :

Demographers are generally agreed that the nation has under-
gone dramatic change in its fertility. Differences of opinion are
between those who foresee a continuation of the present fertility of
1.8 children per woman (family), with a possible further decline to a
1.7 level, and those who expect a gradual return to a fertility of 2.1,
at which time the population would stabilize and be able to repro-
duce itself in the long term. In either case, a change of great magni-
tude will have taken place from the fertility of 3.5 children that the
U. S. had in the 1950’s.

- Three “series,”or population-projection ranges, have been pro-
jected by the Census Bureau for the remaining part of this century.
Series 1 projects a population based on a total fertility (births per
woman) of 2.7, Series Il of 2.1 births, and Series 111 of 1.7 births.

Serjes 11 (2.1 births per woman, the replacement level) was
selected by the Census Bureau in projecting a declining population
growth culminating in a stable population (Zero Population Growth)
within seventy years. The current fertility rate of 1.8 coupled with
indications that social norms have changed, suggests that Series 111,
or a fertility of 1.7, is the most realistic. If so, it heralds economic
and defense problems of extreme magnitude. It also implies major
problems of critical importance which will rival and complement the
fuel shortage in its consequences. The validity of using Series 111 as a
projection is reinforced by a comparison of our fertility trends with
those of other Western nations.

A long-term falling trend in the fertility of developed nations,
including the U. S., is an historical ~ " "uddving the nicture for

| Wi 7 1ol of
thought believes in cyclical fluctuations, which can be mathemati-
cally computed. According to this school, phenomena such as the
baby boom will recur. Changes in society and their effect on
national fertility would indicate, however, that the falling trend in
fertility of developed nations is a true trend and that a repetition of
the post-war baby boom will not again take place without an
unlikely repetition of the conditions which produced it.

Evidently, nations such as West Germany, where fertility is drop-
ping to just above one child per family, will not only shrink in
absolute numbers, but cannot produce a new baby boom if they
remain in this position long. The nation’s “breeding stock” of young
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women becomes too small; only immigration can replenish the pop-
ulation. The baby-boom period was marked by early marriages and
a reduction of the mean age at which women had their second
babies, from 27 to 24. Earlier marriages and first babies born to
younger mothers prevented women from entering non-domestic life
and increased the exposure to another pregnancy.

Evidence exists in the National Fertility study of 1955 that of
those women interviewed who intended not to have any more chil-
dren, one third admitted to having at least one unwanted child. This
figure is considered an understatement due to the psychological and
emotional factors in such an admission.

In “The Family in Developed Countries,” Norman B. Ryder
states his opinion that the baby boom resulted from increased expo-
sure to pregnancy (i.e., early marriage) during a time when good
economic conditions implied that the family standard of living
would- not be affected by another birth, The dramatic fall in the
birth rate today would seem explainable by an extension of the same
reasoning. Economic conditions have become harder, and an
increasing number of families require double incomes to maintain
the standard of living they want. Furthermore, the unwanted or
“unplanned” child today is not being born and the consequence is
shown 1 the national birth rate. The validity of this conclusion
seems borne out by the impact of legalized abortion as a “backup”
to contraception.

The million-plus abortions in the U.S. in 1978 (unreported early
abortions probably add considerably to this figure) reduced by one
third the number of children who would otherwise have been born.
Had these births taken place, the national birth rate would have
been over 19 per thousand instead of 14.9, or a fertility rate of
approximatelv 2.7. '

Ji 7
asserted the belief that a new baby boom may be in the making.
Their assertion is based on study of California statistics that show a
1974 leveling of the downward trend in the birth and even a 3% gain.
This leveling out of the decline was considered by them to be a
“bottoming out™ process prior to a new rise. They theorize that the
all-time low in birth rates came about because women postponed
having children to a later age and that now, if they are going to have
them, they must have them soon, thus starting a “catching up pro-
cess” while new waves of women  the girls born in the baby boom
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of the fifties — enter childbearing age behind them. The reasoning
of Sklar and Berkov is based on the following points:

l. The “bottoming” indication appeared despite high abortion rates.
2. It occurred despite economic downturn.
3. It occurred without an increase in the marriage rate.

This development is possible and would be welcome news to those
grappling with the problem faced by the Social Security Adminis-
tration. However, in view of the long-term experience of all other
developed Western nations and of the effect on birth rates when the
“unplanned” child is precluded by recent developments in contra-
ception, such an upturn in fertility appears a slim possibility.

Since the declining birth rate is due in part to the decreased
proportion of children born to women over 30 years of age, it would
appear optimistic to think that childless women approaching that
age will decide to “catch up.” In the past it has been shown that
cohorts of women who put off childbearing for an unusually long
time seldom make up the child deficit later. During the low birth
rates of the ’30’s, it became apparent that many of the children
demographers thought were being “postponed” actually were never
born.

Abortion is a new and fast-rising trend. Well over a million abor-
tions were performed in 1978 (the 1979 estimates are even higher), as
compared to an estimated 193,000 in 1970. .. can be anticipated that
abortions will take an increasing toll of the birth rate for at least
several more years. The Alan Guttmacher Institute claimed in 1975
that an additional half million women would have had an abortion
had it been available. The institute said that between 1.3 and 1R

1l
to “inadequate services.” This figure is projected from New York
and California figures. Had the higher number been performed, the
United States birth rate would have sunk another 33% for a total
fertility of approximately 1.26. Such a development would ulti-
mately almost halve the United States population at each generation.

Scientific breakthroughs enabling parents to determine the sex of
their child will also have a lowering effect on birth rates as parents
no longer “try again” for the desired boy or girl.

Indications that our lower fertility is a result of basic changes in
society appear in the results of surveys taken throughout the West-
ern world. The number of children desired in 1970 by women mar-
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ried 20 years was 3.5, but those married five years or less desired
only 2.5. By 1972 a further decline to 2.2 showed in surveys. Today
it is lower still — and these declines are consistent with the decline
that actually has taken place in fertility. While it is possible that the
actual number of children will be higher than the stated number
desired due to unplanned pregnancies, it is doubtful, given new
methods of birth control. More, in the U. S., for women between 30
and 44, sterilization has become the most favored method of birth
control; and legalized abortion is increasingly eliminating such
“unplanned” children as still happen.

The most persuasive explanation for fertility trends since World
War II is that advanced by William P. Butz and Michael P. Ward in
their RAND study conducted for HEW. They correlated the pros-
pering economic climate which would seem to have been suitable for
a high birth rate with the increasing economic opportunities for
women in the work force. Their work clearly indicates that as the
market value for women’s abilities has increased, fertility has fallen.
Only when this value decreased (during recessions of the past two
decades) has there been a marked upturn in fertility. This suggests
that baby-raising is not only a consequence of the family’s overall
economic well-being, but is also closely linked to how the baby
affects the added material well-being that the mother’s work can
bring. Women apparently opt for jobs over motherhood if the
market for their talents is high, regardless of how well the family is
already doing.

This study corroborates the experience of France. Enfeebled by a
century of low birth rates and the blood-letting of World War I,
France established a complex system of cash payments for the birth
of children, child maintenance payments, paid vacations for child-
beari: " stroi © iciesin - ‘n" R

the 130's, . policies | it
' turnabout in France’s demographics, giving it both the youngest
population in Europe as well as the highest fertility, which in 1950
reached 2.6. These programs, however, did not keep pace with
rapidly-increasing standards of living and national economic growth.
As the financial rewards of motherhood became dwarfed by those
offered the mother in the work force, French fertility began an
alarming fall. Professor Pierre Channu states that family subsidy
payn s fell from 22% of the family incon in the’40’s to 6.« in

-
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1974. As motherhood, increasingly became less financially reward-
ing, ever-larger numpers of women opted for jobs.

Professor Charles F. Westoff of Princeton, writing in the Decem-
ber 1978 issue of Scientific American, states: . . . nothing on the
horizon suggests that fertility will not remain low. All recent evi-
dence on trends in marriage and reproductive behavior encourages
the presumption that it will remain low.”

Robert L. Clark of the University of North Carolina also believes
fertility will remain below the replacement level. He cites such social
phenomena as falling marriage rates, rising divorce rates, deferred
childbearing, the upswing in single parent, two-wage-earner or indi-
vidual households, higher education levels, increased work exper-
ience among young women, their greater career opportunities, the
high cost of rearing and educating children, and the ever-increasing
usage of birth control. Clark could have added the huge number of
abortions and the rapidly-increasing number of sterilizations.

These trends are quantified by the Census Bureau as follows:

a. Among women 20 to 24 who had ever married, the proportion who were
childless in 1977 was 43%, compared to 36% in 1970.

b. The proportion of women in their early twenties who had never married
increased from 36% to 45% between 1970 and 1977.

¢. Unrelated couples of the opposite sex living together increased 83% to just
under one million couples.

d. The number of children under 14 fell 6.4 million since the start of the
decade.

Yet reference is often made by those writing on fertility trends
that “fertility will have to rise.” And this assumption is echoed in
Government projections showing a return to replacement fertility
and a maintenance of that level afterwards. But history shows that
this does not necessarily happen; indeed, it is replete with examples

v r :

) rbea by more vitai peoples. 1 he Greece ot antiquity 1s a
notable example. Strabo wrote that Greece was “a land entirely
deserted, the depopulation begun since long ago continues, the
Roman soldiers camp in the abandoned houses, Athens is peopled
by statues.” Plutarch said “One would no longer find in Greece 3000
Hoplites” (Infantrymen). Polibus (Vol. 37): “. . . one remarks nowa-
days over all Greece such a low birth rate and in a general manner
such depopulation that the towns are deserted and the field lying
low, although this country has not b /i Lbyv -orepi-
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with population growth, it would be rash not to suspect a causative
relationship to the effects of a declining population.

Particularly is this true when linked to other problems such as the
developing energy crises. Considering that economic growth has
been directly linked to energy use, curtailment of economic growth
by energy shortages might further impair the ability of the economi-
cally active to support the retired element.

In addition to social security benefits, we also have greatly
increased expenditures for all forms of medical care for the aged and
others, and these probably will continue to expand. If today’s outlay
for the aged is 40% of our budget, what then of the year 2000? As a
shift takes place, from dollar investment in new technology, con-
struction and expanding industry, to transfer payments for the
upkeep of the retired, our national strength, including our military
capability, must be seriously affected.

Space exploration, for example — despite its obvious defense/ se-
curity implications — cannot be expected to be highly prized as a
national priority by retirees battling to keep their social security
benefits commensurate with inflation and newly arrived immigrants
from undeveloped countries fighting to gain a higher rung on the
social and economic ladder.

It is highly probable that the moon explorations of the sixties will
appear in retrospect as the achievements of a golden age. In fact, the
know-how, technological competence and personnel teams that per-
mitted Apollo flights may well be lost — as were so many of the
Roman Empire’s engineering capabilities, and for many of the same
reasons. “Greypower” will become an increasingly strong political
force and short-term interests will take precedence.

What the West will increasingly witness is a wholesale change in
its social, genetic, and political make-up. Today, Western Europe is
already host to some 13,000,000 “guest workers” who have come to
take up some of the manpower slack But with these new people
come major onomic ] : have

_no_upin o Wt vhicn tne ¢ of the
newcomers run in gangs. Unaccepted as Germans, unable to speak
the language of their parents, these children create major social
problems as they grow. In Britain, racial prejudice has flared as the
British population tries to cope with the influx of blacks and Orien-
tals. This influx of new people represents the modern counterpart of
the Germanic tribes that settled the depopulated areas of Roman
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Europe. The new peoples will come, because without them the econ-
omies of Western nations will founder, but they will bring about
profound changes in thought, Western values and political realities.

The new peoples of the United States will doubtless be Latin
Americans, predominantly Mexicans, as the Wetback of yesterday
becomes the major source of tomorrow’s manpower. These new
populations will have different priorities. (The United States will
need between 15 and 30 million immigrant workers by the year
2000, according to Dr. Wayne Cornelius, Director of the U.S.-
Mexican studies program at the University of California at San
Diego.)

NATO has served the West well. It has preserved a free Western
Europe for a quarter century. Today it is being refurbished in the
light of Soviet military buildups and NATO strategy is being re-
thought and updated. But will these efforts assure long term survival
for NATO members? If current fertility trends continue unchanged,
today’s efforts to bolster Western defenses will prove to be a short-
term effort that must inevitably fail. Unless radical change in the
West German birth rate takes place, during the next twenty-five
years our principal NATO ally will lose 25% of its population. More
importantly, the loss will be in German youth. National efforts
currently placed in the defense sector will have to be shifted to
support of a far larger population of retirees; retirees who may well
see political accommodation with Soviet pressure more to their
benefit than defense appropriations for measures planned to take
place long after their death. Britain, our other principal NATO ally,
will continue to use an increasingly large portion of its budget for
the support of a growing elderly population.

Consider these facts: the population of Britain has dipped below
the 56 million reached in 1974; the “new towns” built to hold the

1 f full, it}
doned hou _ | _ .. ...2 poorest, are now appearing in
London, Liverpool and Glasgow London, which had almost eight
million people in 1960, is expected to have well under six million by
1990.

In Austria, where the population of some 7.5 million is also below
the 1974 level, Finance Minister Annes Androsch recently warned
that the state can no longer guarantee an automatic increase in
old-age pensions when living costs go up. Austrian state spending
on social services has doubled since 1970.
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France, with a fertility of 1.84, while still holding the highest
fertility of any Western industrialized nation, has shown an alarm- ,
ing decrease which has sparked violent debate. Some predict that
the population will number only 14 million in 50 years (from 53
million today). Scandinavia, like West Germany and Britain, will
hardly have viable economies. As population expert Erland Hofsten
of Stockholm stated “. . . a nation with a fertility of 1.57 such as
Sweden, will lose 25% of its population at every generation and will
cease to exist as a viable nation in 100 years.”

The Soviet Union and Eastern Europe have experienced many of
the same problems. In fact, the demographic plight of Eastern
Europe has become so severe that its governments have launched
campaigns to try to bring about a demographic turn-around.

In East Germany cash grants are given to encourage larger fami-
lies, and a $2500 loan to couples getting married. The loan, to be
paid back in five years, is reduced by $500 for each child born.
Working women are furloughed with full pay six weeks before and
20 weeks after giving birth. On the birth of the second or subsequent
child, the mother can stay home from work for a year with full pay
for 20 weeks and 70% after that. Her job is guaranteed. (These
programs triggered a rise in births for 1977 of 223,152))

The European peoples of the Soviet Union also have very low
fertility, but this failure is balanced by the high fertility of its Mon-
golic peoples. By the year 2000 it is estimated by the United States
Department of Commerce that European Russians will be only 44%
of the Soviet population. This imbalance between European and
Mongolic Soviet birth rates poses a possible cause for internal social
strife, yet the prospect of a predominantly Mongolic Soviet Union
cannot increase Western feelings of security or make easier any
rapprochement with the West. Rather, it summons to mind visions
of a latter-day Ghengis Khan destroying an enfeebled Europe.

The questions raised for a long-term defense planner are these: Ic

w tl
birth rate will regain or rise above replacement level? If United
States fertility does not recoup, can we expect real economic growth
to continue in the face of a stagnant or decreasing labor force and
increasing outlays for the non-productive portion of the population?
What factor will take the place of the apparent historical require-
ment in our economy for an ever larger labor force? Is it reasonable
to expect defense spending to remain at the present proportion of
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the national budget? Is there any valid reason to assume that the
British model of cutting defense spending to finance social security
would not be followed in the United States? If European economic
and military strength collapses due to an inability to carry the
burdens of aged populations, what new problems in Western
defense strategy will face us? What new policies and strategies
should be considered to harness the potential of Latin American
manpower? Should defense planning envisage governmental efforts
to increase the U. S. birth rate?

Whether or not we can regain a fertility above replacement level is
one of the most important factors in assessing the nation’s future.

It is probably prudent to predict that real economic growth, in the
face of slowing population growth (aggregate demand) and energy
constraints, will be very slow (and may even decline), and that if the
defense budget becomes a markedly smaller percentage of national
expenditures, the nation’s defense posture will rapidly deteriorate.

An Appraisal of Future Strategy

Structuring a defense force with the equivalent of half of today’s
defense dollars as a consequence of falling fertility would involve
fateful decisions, and may require a strategy that involves the
following:

e A pull-back from Europe, ideally with negotiated reductions in
Warsaw Pact forces — but if not, then unilaterally.

e Fast-declining reliance on European allies who, for the most part,
will be faced with a similar but larger problem and who may opt for
a neutral position when our troops depart.

e Increased reliance on “massive retaliation” as the “cheapest™ form
of defense rather than on the conventional-force capability of “flexi-
b

Brazil and Mexico could emerge as our most powerful economic
and military allies. In the Pacific, we may have to retreat to the
island perimeter of the Western Pacific. Increasingly our security
will lie in the balance of power between the USSR and Communist
China. We will be unable to afford Middle East strife. Combined
with a worsening energy crisis, the economic constraints of our
aging population will force increasing support of Arab positions.
Africa could not be e« ‘dered an area for defense activities, nor
could South Asia,

In short, were the United States forced by the fertility-related
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economic problems outlined to adopt within two decades a defense
budget proportional to only half of today's, drastic revisions in
strategic thought would be required. “Fortress America” and a com-
pletely nuclear strategy may be the only defense we can afford. And
our problems will be exacerbated by the continued “technological
inflation” which will drive up weapons costs over and above mone-
tary inflation.

The U. S. armed forces two decades from now may be very sim-
ilar to those of Britain’s today — strategic nuclear deterrent forces
backed by a very small Army. The Navy, no longer called upon to
protect world-wide commitments, and in the face of drastic budget
cuts, will retire its carriers in favor of its nuclear role. These would
appear to be the unattractive options that defense-spending cuts will
force on strategy.

Today’s birth rate and the historical falling trend in fertility are a
stark fact; its harmful economic consequences are conjectural but
almost certain, and the implied consequences for defense grave. A
partial alternative to such draconian changes in strategy exists. The
volunteer military could be replaced by universal national service.
When privates draw only that money needed for PX sundries, it will
also make possible lower pay scales across the board. A return to
compulsory service would be more palatable if all were required to
serve through a program wherein youth chose the form of national
service they were to perform, in the military, other governmental, or
non-governmental public service institutions. Such a program would
also pump new and economical labor into hospitals, police forces
and other pubhc service agencies, relieving the demand for govern-
ment funds in support of programs such as law enforcement, Medi-
care and Medicaid. Although “unthinkable” now, such a combina-
tion of revised strategy and low-pay universal service may soon
receive serious consideration.

Today’s strategist and policy maker must lift his thoughts higher

i {

. — ... -~-. that Western fertility is
already far below the replacemem level and all present indications
are that — without major public programs to bring about an
increase — it will either remain at this level or sink lower, United
States taxpayers today annually provide at /east 60 million dollars
(some put the figure much higher) to support planned-parenthood-
type activities which exert a continuous depressant on national fer-
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tility. We must realize that just as there is neither perpetual motion
nor a cornucopia of plenty, a continuing rapid decline in the
numbers of young, and an equally rapid increase in the number of
old, unproductive citizens, must entail economic, military and social
consequences of extreme magnitude. We must realize that there is
nothing immortal about our nation or civilization and that if the
infertility of the West continues, Western society and power cannot.

Unless our fertility is restored, we Americans shall, like so many
nations before us, give way to younger, more vital peoples.
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Memo. To: Jean Mondi, Secretary Donovan's Office
Date: November 16, 1982
Page 2

Morton Blackwell at the White House and Paul Weyrich of the
Committee for the Survival of a Free Congress are also acquainted
with this issue, and would welcome an opportunity to ‘et wi
Secretary to discuss it.

bcc: Morton Blackwell
Paul Weyrich
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Miss Lilli Dollinger

101 Park Washington Ct., Falls Church, VA 22046

Committee for Responsible Youth Politics
P.0. Box 4135, Texas A & M University

College Station, TX 77844

Dear Lilli:

State Fund

(703) 536-7650

A very good friend of the conservative movement is running
for the state legislature in Arizona...Gary Giordano is in
a race for a state representative seat in the Phoenix area.

Gary, a former YAF staffer and long-time Conservative Canucus
State Director, is a no-nonsense conservative activist o

has paid his dues to the movement

rly and often.

Since his mid-February kick-off luncheon, featuring Howard
Phillips, Gary has raised $3,000 of his $10,000 budget and
has recruited nearly all of his workers for an extensive

Kasten-type precinct organization plan.

There are three candidates in the race for two seats -- Gary

needs to place first or second to win.

With a large majority

of registered Republicans, it is safe to say that winning the
September 7th GOP primary is tantamount to winning the election.

Gary needs some PAC money -- now -- if he is to keep up the

m tum.

Will you help?

contributed $300...we hope you'll do the same.

National Pro-Life PAC has already

Please look over the information I've enclosed from Gary Giordano's

campaign...then get in touch with him.

Cordi3lly,

~ ¥
Peté* B. Gemma, Jr.

Executive Director

You'll be glad you did.

P.S. Gary Giordano is being supported by State Representative
Jim Skelly, the Gun Owners of America, Ed McAteer of the
Religious Roundtable and Howard Phillips of the Conservative
Caucus -- you'll be in good company if you come aboard.

PBGjr/am

cc: Gary Giordano

rton Blackwell








