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Sir David Attenborough "wrong" on human plague

Sir David Attenborough was “wrong” to describe humans as a “plague on the Earth”,
according to a leading environmentalist, who insists that the planet can sustain a much
bigger population whilst protecting animals thanks to new technology like genetically
modified crops.

Dr Lomborg said it was a 'human hating' point of view to think reducing the population is the only way to save
species Photo: Abbie Trayler Smith
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Sir David said that the planet is running out of resources.

“We are a plague on the Earth. It's coming home to roosttbeenext 50 years or so. It's not just
climate change; it's sheer space, places to grow foodifoetiormous horde. Either we limit our
population growth or the natural world will do it for us, and the natoald is dcng it for us right
now,” he told the Radio Times.

But Bjorn Lomborg, the author of "The Skeptical Environmentalist! an adjunct professor at
Copenhagen Business School, said that this “Malthusian” viewtdated.

He argued that new technologies mean that humans need lesspaoduce food. Therefore the
population can grow without harming wildlife and as people becomer iiicimay evel be possible
to return degraded land to wildlife.
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This has already happened over the last two centuries anantitige with precision farming,
genetically modified crops and other technologies.

“I love David Attenborough’s programmes but the idea we canmpquastithe population is entirely
neglecting the advance of technology we have found to utilisealathdesources much more
effectively.

“We have dramatically more people but also ways to make agrieuhore productive on less
land.”

Dr Lomborg also said improving standards of living meant peopldelsadmpact on the planet.
He said as people become richer they live in cities and do poigenon nature so much.

“If you have unrestricted poverty then people will slash and bufeetd their kids but if you are
rich you go and become a web designer in the city.

“The reality is that modern industrial production is one of the maliysvof reducing our footprint.”

Dr Lomborg said it was a “human hating” point of view to thiakucing the population is the only
way to save species.

“Humans are part of nature and also have a space here - ggeriabk at it only from biodiversity
point of view

“The smart thing is to stop them being poor and get the technalaineyg are less of a danger to
the biodiversity David Attenborough loves.”

Vanessa Baird, the author of the No Nonsense Guide to Poputdsorsaid Sir David was wrong.

She said it was not a question of how many people there are onribelplh how much they are
consuming.

“Fixating on human numbers is perhaps easier than dealing witbugle political issues. Like,
how are we going to make the fast and concerted shift away dsshfiiels to renewable energy
when there is so little political will to do so and there ishsagowerful vested interest in the
business-as-usual model of assured destruction.”

She said fixating on population could also lead to dangerous extrémist v

“There have been many population panics before the current omkit'sébest not to forget that
they led to some pretty twisted and socially divisive thinking atidreec Somehow ‘too many
people' has a way of meaning 'too many of them'. It's ramhyigely, ‘too many jople like us.

23.01.2013 11.:<



Sir David Attenborough "wrong" on human plague kegeapt http://www.telegraph.co.uk/earth/earthnews/98198#1David-Attenb.

© Copyright of Telegraph Media Group Limited 2013

3von3 23.01.2013 11.:<



