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Abstract Since the use of atomic weapons in 1945 vi-
sionaries have warned that without major changes the sur-
vival of global civilization is in question. These concerns
deepened in following decades, during the Cold War, with
The Limits to Growth, the best-selling environmental book
of the 1970s. Yet, since then, most concern has faded,
fuelled by technological developments and a shift in dom-
inant global ideology. Public health, with a few excep-
tions (one of which is the book Planetary Overload),
has been slow to recognize this debate, even as evidence
emerges that civilization may indeed be at risk, driven by
an increasingly ominous complex of events. This article
outlines the key relevant literature and concepts,
attempting to bring emerging and future health conse-
quences to the attention of health workers, including the
idea of a Bsocial vaccine,^ conveying sufficient anxiety to
provoke action for environmental protection, but insuffi-
cient to induce paralysis.

Keywords Anthropocene . Civilization collapse . Climate
change . Conflict . Environmental determinism . Human
carrying capacity

Introduction

Since the use of atomic weapons in 1945, visionaries includ-
ing leading scientists and philosophers have warned that with-
out major changes in human behavior the survival of civiliza-
tion is in doubt [1, 2]. These concerns increased in the 1960s
and 1970s, when the best-selling environmental book of the
time was called The Limits to Growth [3]. Yet, since about
1980, most anxiety about potential civilization collapse has
dissipated, driven by a confluence of technological and social
determinants. The most important of these reassuring factors
include the slowing in the rate of population growth (in part
due to the invention of oral contraceptives), the fall in the price
of oil following the second oil shock in the 1970s [4] and the
Green Revolution, which enabled more food to be grown in a
given area and helped avert famines [5]. In recent decades
these successes have been compounded by the astonishing
increase in the power of computers and robotics, enabling
remarkable, though uneven, levels of material affluence.
Also important was the end of the Cold War in 1989.

However, many of the underlying problems that were ap-
parent in the decades that followed World War II persist. The
number of states armed with nuclear weapons has increased
from one to at least nine, and global population still rises by
over 80 million per annum [6]. In the last two decades, five
major events should have made even optimists reconsider.
These events can be conceptualized as an emerging
Bcomplex^, the elements of which co-evolve and are not
independent.

The first is the attack on two major US cities in 2001,
showing the ruthlessness and ingenuity of fanatical terrorists.
Although not the first assault on a high-income country linked
to radical Islamism, its scale and audacity was unprecedented,
and a major trigger for the ensuing Bwar on terror^ which still
continues. The second factor was the steep rise in the price of
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oil from 2006, cresting at over US $140/barrel in 2008. This
rise is consistent with long-expressed concerns over peak oil
[7] and Limits to Growth [3]. The third element was the global
financial crisis of 2008, puncturing the complacency, then
dominant, that the errors of the Great Recession could never
be repeated [8]. This was soon followed by the outbreak of
civil war in Syria. There have been many other examples of
state failure, such as in Somalia, but Syria is at Europe’s door.
Though not fully Bdeveloped^, Syria is nowhere as poor as
other failed states [9]. Syria is now a major source of refugees,
in the worst refugee crisis since the Second World War, added
to by people fleeing intractable poverty and environmental
degradation in the Sahel and other parts of the Middle East
[10]. The number of refugees in the world is identified here as
the fourth major element for concern. Throughout this period,
evidence of climate change, a fifth major factor has steadily
accumulated [11].

Public health, with limited exceptions (one of which is the
book Planetary Overload [12]), has been slow to recognize
the integrated nature of these and similar elements and their
relevance to population health this century, even though con-
cern for the durability of planetary civilization is gradually
reviving outside health. This article explores ways that these
issues are connected and attempts to bring their emerging and
future health consequences to the attention of health workers.
It starts with an anecdote, illustrating some of these links,
focusing on a wildfire in Canada.

Linking Climate Change, Wildfires, and Peak Oil
with Human Well-Being

InMay 2016, a devastating wildfire overran Fort McMurray, a
Canadian boom town enriched by the exploitation of Boil
sands^, once better known as tar or bituminous sands [13].
The fossil fuel embedded in these sands must be mined, heat-
ed, and then refined to form crude oil, before further process-
ing to make useful products [14]. The steps in these processes
are energy-intensive. The Benergy return on energy
investment^ (EROEI) of oil sands is as low as three or four
[14, 15]. In comparison, the first oil wells dug in the USA in
the nineteenth century, which gushed skywards from their
own pressure, had an EROEI exceeding 100 [15]. An
EROEI for oil sands even of four is optimistic; for example
it excludes the energy used to construct and supply remote
cities like Fort McMurray. It also excludes negative external-
ities such as water pollution and the suffering and ill health
experienced by indigenous people who are witnessing the
desecration of their ancestral lands.

As concerns for peak oil rose early this century [7, 16],
followed by the steep rise in the oil price in 2008, at least
US $100 billion were invested in creating the oil sands indus-
try in the sub-Arctic boreal forest [17, 18]. Such investment

provides considerable employment, boosting human well-be-
ing. But such well-being is fragile. The petroleum used, re-
fined, and produced in this region, though a tiny fraction of the
global total, has exacerbated climate change, which in turn
was, almost certainly, a factor in the May 2016 forest fire
[19–21]. Maximum local temperatures on the day Fort
McMurray was evacuated exceeded 32 °C (90 °F), as much
as 20 °C (30–35 °F) above normal for that time of year. The
number of evacuees approximated 80,000 people, at least ten
times the number who fled the 2011 Slave Lake fire, also
triggered by unseasonable warmth and dryness in the western
boreal forests of Canada, and which may be regarded as a
forerunner (a Bcanary event^) [22].

Science does not rely principally on anecdotes. Although
some scientists still argue that no specific extreme event (such
as this fire) can be said to arise directly from climate change,
an increasing number reverse the argument, proposing that
climate change has Bloaded the dice^ so that no single extreme
weather event can said to not have been influenced by climate
change [23]. In this view, those who deny any attribution of
climate change to such events may be making a type 1 error,
i.e., they may be rejecting a genuine contribution of climate
change to this, and many other extreme events [11, 23, 24•]
when such a contribution truly exists.

Irrespective of whether climate change contributed to the
Fort McMurray fire, the scientific evidence for climate change
is now overwhelming; remaining legitimate debate concerns
its severity and its consequences for the biosphere, including
our own species [11, 25•]. However, whereas evidence that
climate change has generally adverse effects on health is now
well-established [26], there remains far less appreciation, in-
cluding among health workers, that climate change constitutes
only one of several elements of an even more complicated and
systemic problem. This issue has many names, but here uses
two longer-established terms: Bplanetary overload^ and
Blimits to growth^. Neither term has a precise meaning (see
Table 1), but each has a respected history and the potential for
wider application and revival. This article seeks both to out-
line the key relevant literature and concepts for these terms
and to bring their emerging and future health consequences to
the attention of health workers.

Planetary Overload

More than 20 years ago, the late epidemiologist Tony
McMichael [29] made the phrase BPlanetary Overload^ fa-
mous to a selected public health audience, publishing a book
by that name in 1993 [12, 30]. Earlier in his career,
McMichael had been influenced by René Dubos, the 1969
Pulitzer Prize winning microbiologist who is the father of
planetary medicine and who may have coined the phrase
Bthink global, act local^ [31, 32]. Over four decades,
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McMichael strived to make these issues comprehensible, ac-
cessible, and compelling to a wider audience, particularly of
health professionals [33]. His book is wide-reaching, but its
title summarizes its central message. McMichael warned, that
Bbusiness as usual^ could destroy human civilization, by erod-
ing what he called (and possibly coined) Blife-support
systems^. By this, McMichael referred to the ecological and
environmental determinants of civilization—living and non-
living—rather than of life itself.

McMichael wrote Bthe idea that the survival of Homo
sapiens depends upon the sustaining of ecosystems still seems
a bit far-fetched^ [12]. Puzzlement was indeed shared by
some within epidemiology and public health, though his work
had immediate impact with many, including via keynote ad-
dresses byMcMichael and John Last at the 1993 International
Epidemiological Association Congress [30]. Soon after, last
published the groundbreaking book Public Health and
Human Ecology [34].

This article next reflects on some of the key issues relevant
to Planetary Overload, before discussing the relevance of
Limits to Growth to health. It concludes with a brief discussion
of the contemporary relevance of these topics to public health.

Population, Affluence, and Consumption

LMcMichael’s book (and the earlier The Limits to Growth, to
be discussed in a following section) is relevant to the balance
between population and environment, as is the work of
Thomas Robert Malthus (1766–1834) [35] and many scholars
before and since [36, 37, 38••]. Malthus is mainly remem-
bered for his prediction that human population growth (if left

unchecked) would outstrip increase in the food supply, leading
to a reduction in human population size. Within two decades
of Malthus’s death, the devastating Irish famine appeared to
confirm his main hypothesis, though critics pointed instead to
social, political, and economic factors, particularly the inade-
quate scale of relief from England, then not only politically
tied to Ireland, as a colonial power, but also the richest country
on Earth.

However, although it is true that most famines involve a
combination of social and political, together with agricultural
and climatic factors, Malthus’ key insight can be distilled as
the fact that species compete for scarce resources. This prin-
ciple is central to theory of evolution by natural selection, and
a debt to Malthus was freely acknowledged by both Darwin
and Wallace [39].

Critics concerned with issues of global sustainability
have often been characterized as simplistically focusing
on human population size or even Benvironmental
determinism^ [40], but such accusations are very rarely
justified when the published evidence is fairly considered,
at least in peer reviewed papers. For example, Paul
Ehrlich, author of The Population Bomb [41] and proba-
bly the most vilified such critic [38••], more than 40 years
ago co-created the formula I = PAT, which acknowledges
affluence (A) and technology (T) as influencing total en-
vironmental impact (I), along with population (P) [42]. In
turn, affluence is a proxy of consumption, as has long
been recognized by some within population health [43].
McMichael’s book Planetary Overload, along with virtu-
ally all other leading literature relevant to sustainability
science, accepts that population is of central importance,
but that sustainability has many other determinants.

Table 1 Some key terms, definitions, and references

Term Definition and key references

Limits to growth The title of a popular book (published 1972), which summarized the findings of early computerized simulations of
the Earth eco-social system (i.e., the interaction between the global environment and global civilization). It
concluded that major policy changes are needed if civilization is to endure for many centuries, and that
without such changes collapse of civilization could occur in the twenty-first century [3].

Planetary overload The title of a popular book (published 1993), written by a public health worker, which in part also warned that
global civilization faces collapse from exceeding human carrying capacity [27], due to policies that fail to
understand the dynamic eco-social properties of humans on a finite planet [12].

Cornucopian
enchantment

A term (coined in the late 1990s) that attempts to gently mock the idea that ingenuity is not only necessary but
sufficient to overcome limits to growth [28]. It recognizes that ingenuity cannot fully compensate for a lack
of physical resources, such as copper, oil, or biodiversity. Nor can ingenuity fully overcome selfishness and
distrust.

Human carrying
capacity

The limit to the Bperson years of affluence^ which can exist on Earth at any one time. It can be increased by
ingenuity and cooperation, but not infinitely. It can be reduced by conflict and adverse environmental change
[27]. Technically, it can be considered as the interaction between five forms of wealth, sometimes called human,
natural, social, built, and financial capital. Moral capital could be proposed as a sixth dimension; however, it can
also be considered a category of social capital as it is so important for cooperation.

Ingenuity The human capacity of invention and adaptation.
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Technology can, in theory, offset the impact of population,
by generating affluence with lower environmental harm. For
example, many modern appliances (e.g., lights, cars, refriger-
ators) are less energy intensive than in the past. But some
technologies (e.g., chain saws, bulldozers, and factory-
fishing fleets, air travel) amplify environmental impact. In
recent decades, environmental impact has grown enormously,
driven by increased population, increased affluence, and more
powerful technology. Furthermore, not only has population
increased approximately 40-fold in the last two millennia to
almost 7.5 billion today, but average global life expectancy
has also risen [6], meaning that person-years of life have ex-
panded, and hence person-years of consumption.

To fuel affluence, population and technology have in-
creased the human impact on the environment, via energy,
and other resources enabling the transformation of the bio-
sphere [44]. Humans now drain not only rivers, but whole
aquifers, by, for instance, using electricity to extract water
from deep underground in the north west of India [45]—a
resource that is not replenished on the time-scale in which it
can be exploited. The misuse of technology has pollutedmuch
of the biosphere and the marine food web with plastic [46].
Some of this transformation has also been inadvertent, such as
from cascades of ecosystem change following the introduc-
tion, both deliberate and inadvertent, of foreign species such
as rabbits and foxes and pathogens such as smallpox [47].

There are repeated claims of the Bdecoupling^ of economic
Bgrowth^ (i.e., as measured non-ecologically) [48] from envi-
ronmental harm, by developing technologies that use renew-
able energy, and thus preserve or enhance affluence with less
environmental damage, and a lower carbon footprint.
However, although some decoupling has occurred, including
such as from increased energy efficiency and the development
of the Internet (reducing communication cost), environmental
impact continues to rise, though at a declining rate per person
in many technically advanced nations [49]. However, some
technologies such as electric cars may make a substantial con-
tribution to decoupling, even using life-cycle analysis, provid-
ed their batteries are recharged using renewable sources of
power [50].

The Limits to Growth

Many of the core concepts of Planetary Overload [12] were
once much better known outside public health, particularly its
best known antecedent BLimits to Growth^. This phrase was
popularized as the title of the best-selling book of that name,
commissioned by the Club of Rome and published several
years later in 1972 [3]. Led by the charismatic Donella
Meadows [51], the book used a systems approach and a com-
puterized simulation of the interactions between the planet and
the human system we call civil ization. This was

groundbreaking at the time. The book warned that, without
radical reform, civilization faced collapse, perhaps by about
2050. These central conclusions have been repeatedly en-
dorsed [37, 38••, 52–54], though by relatively few public
health workers [55–57].

The concerns raised in The Limits to Growth were once
endorsed at the highest political levels, including by UN
Secretary General U Thant [3] and Pope Paul VI [58•]. The
Global 2000 Study, initiated by US President Jimmy Carter in
1977 [59] is another example. The purpose of this study was
to report on Bprobable changes in the world’s population, nat-
ural resources, and environment through the end of the [20th]
century^ [59] It became one of the most popular reports ever
produced by the US government, selling 1.5 million copies,
before losing its influence during the presidency of Ronald
Reagan [28], whose election coincided approximately with
the Bcornucopian enchantment^, (see Table 1) a view that
human ingenuity is not only necessary but sufficient to over-
come scarcity [60].

The late twentieth century strengthened the belief that en-
vironmental limits could be indefinitely overcome strength-
ened, fuelled by cheap oil, the Green revolution, and wider
use of family planning. By the 1990s, the central message of
Limits to Growthwas ridiculed by some influential people and
magazines, including The Economist [53, 61–63].

The Limits to Growth had little discussion of climate
change but recognized that population growth, combined with
industrialization, resource scarcity, and environmental decline
had the capacity to lead to Bovershoot^ followed by collapse
[63, 64]. Climate change is rarely considered a form of pollu-
tion, presumably because most of the gases that drive it (car-
bon dioxide, methane, and nitrous oxide) are invisible and
odorless. Nonetheless, these gases accumulate as a conse-
quence of the burning of fossil fuels such as coal and oil (for
power, transport, and industry), aggravated by forest clearance
expansion of agriculture and industrialization [11].

Limits to Growth and Ecosystem Services

The Limits to Growth referred to many other forms of pollu-
tion, local and regional, including Bnovel entities^ [65] rang-
ing from endocrine disruptors to radiation. Pesticides, most
recently neonicotinoids, have contributed to colony collapse
disorder, and thus constitute a severe threat to bees and their
ecosystem services to humanity, especially pollination [66•].
This has been exacerbated by Bbee overload^, including the
pitiless and relentless of trucking of hives, already exhausted,
across vast distances. Bees, too, have limits [66•], as do many
other ecosystem services [67].

There are many functions and resources that are limited
(Table 2). Some of these are physical, both renewable (such
as biodiversity) and non-renewable, such as affordable energy
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from fossil fuels, for use by industry, individuals and house-
holds. Energy scarcity has received more attention in public-
health circles than the other aspects of the limits to growth,
including a special issue on peak oil in the American Journal
of Public Health [18].

Ingenuity, Peak Oil, and Climate Change

The reality of Bpeak oil^ has been challenged as the price has
fallen in recent years. But this fall will not be perpetual. The
huge Gharwar oilfield, located in the Eastern Province of
Saudi Arabia, was reported, in a 2014 paper, as being injected
with seven million barrels of sea water per day, in order to
maintain oil extraction by increasing the pressure in the reser-
voir, forcing oil to the surface. This energy-intensive tech-
nique reduces the EROEI, increases the extraction rate, and
will only accelerate its depletion [80]. This is an illustration of
human ingenuity [61] but only overcomes scarcity
temporarily.

Further, if additional oil reserves can be found, their exploi-
tation will be greatly limited by the imperative to slow the rate

of CO2 accumulation [81] and the limited capacity of the
biosphere to absorb greenhouse gases, whether in the ocean
or on land. This non-finite Bsink capacity^ is another limit to
growth; put differently, Earth does not have an infinite waste
bin.

As climate change accelerates, so does sea-level rise [25•].
The rate of CO2 accumulation is now at a record high [82] and
there are increasing fears that some of this increase is from
positive (reinforcing) feedbacks, releasing stored carbon, such
as from the tundra, marine hydrates, forest, and peat [83, 84].

Limits to Cooperation; Conflict and Complexity

There are also limits to human’s collective capacity to deal
with multiple crises. Terrorism and the global financial crisis
are two cases in which deep problems in human society have
undermined attempts to solve other problems in the human
system, such as poverty and inequality. The current refugee
crisis in Europe (and elsewhere) and rising xenophobia in
much of the world are arguably themselves influenced by
climate change and other aspects of limits to growth, including

Table 2 Key resources that are limited, their health benefits, and their risks from growing scarcity

Resource/entity (key references) Health and other benefits Main identified health risk of growing scarcity

Fossil fuels and other mined
sources of energy [68]

Much of civilization: cooking, industry, trade,
and travel, regulation of interior temperature

Energy wars, energy scarcity, and poverty for vulnerable
populations, use of energy-intensive sources (e.g., oil
sands), financial instability, diversion of food crops to fuel

Greenhouse gas absorptive
capacity of the biosphere [69]

Helps to limit runaway climate change [69] Marked sea level rise, extreme weather events such as
heatwaves, droughts, floods, fires and storms, conflict,
heat stress, rising food prices

Absorptive capacity of the
biosphere for other
wastes [69]

Reduces pollution Contamination of species, including of humans, with harmful
substances, including electronic waste

Phosphorus [70] Food security: an essential element Rising prices leading to reduced crop yields, more
undernourishment of the poor and will help limit Green
Revolution in Africa

Other metals and raw
materials, including rare
earths [71, 72]

Much of civilization: cities, modern
communications including mobile phones
and computers

Rising prices leading to inferior products; trade wars and
possible conflict concerning rare earths

Biological diversity [67, 73] Many ecosystem services, including potential
novel pharmaceuticals and human
colonization of new territory

Lost ecosystem services, potentially catastrophic in some
ecosystems, emergence of some diseases [73], solastalgia,
and other forms of mourning for lost nature

Crop yield growth [74] Food security, protection of forests, and wilderness Rising food prices, more undernourishment of the poor,
use of agriculturally marginal land

Freshwater including in
aquifers [75]

Much of civilization: food security, industrial
production, hydro-electricity

Food insecurity, increased water washed diseases, economic
collapse [75], water wars [76]

Cooperation [77] Much of civilization: societies, productive
Lprocesses, defense forces, and alliances

Tension, hostility, conflict, in some cases genocide, and
in the worst case global war; with numerous adverse
health effects [78] including adverse mental health

Complexity of human
systems [79]

Much of civilization Reduced efficiencies, stress on vulnerable and poor minorities

Ingenuity Much of civilization Civilization’s collapse
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aquifer exhaustion in Syria [85•] and insufficient social toler-
ance. They are also products of poor leadership, one aspect of
which has been high-level denial of Limits to Growth in recent
decades. Many leaders have also been inappropriately pro-
natalist, including in many sub-Saharan nations. Others have
been quick to turn to violence, or to favor minorities who
inflame tensions. Terrorism has also been argued as linked
to inequality in the global eco-social system [86, 87].

Environmental degradation is well documented as
contributing to the collapse of many past civilizations.
Examples include from soil salinity [88], drought, and
volcanic eruptions [89, 90]. However, social factors that
interact with environmental changes are also important
[91]. The anthropologist and historian, Joseph Tainter
has suggested that a unifying theory to explain the col-
lapse of many past civilizations is a reduction in the
marginal return to societies from a marginal increase in
complexity. Note that returns to investment may fail be-
cause of pollution, climate change, or another environ-
mental factor. In the early stages of a civilization’s
growth, complexity increases, but the marginal return
on additional effort is still positive, so that society
prospers. However, beyond a threshold, Tainter argues,
the benefits of additional complexity fade, allowing the
emergence of dynamic processes that, if not altered,
harm civilization. This can lead, in some cases, to vul-
nerability, conflict, and invasion [79].

Two decades ago, the trajectory of modern civilization ap-
peared to some to be inexorably global and upward. Today,
more regions are succumbing to lawlessness, conflict, no-fly
zones, authoritarianism, and states of emergency, a global mi-
lieu not forecast by optimists but long predicted by a minority
such as Meadows and McMichael. As the global population
and its impact increases, more and more authorities are sound-
ing the alarm [92].

The Impact of Planetary Overload

Outside public health, Planetary Overload, published at the
height of the Bcornucopian enchantment^, had little impact.
Yet, the war in Syria, the increased fortification of national
boundaries, even in Europe, the continual press of new refu-
gees, including from the Sahel [36, 93], and the steadily accu-
mulating months of record temperatures and extreme weather
events are of concern. Despite the hope of the 2015 Paris
agreement concerning climate change, critically dangerous
climate change now appears almost inevitable [11], not least
as the Paris agreement relies on an unproven, ambitious tech-
nology to extract carbon pollution from the atmosphere, called
BECCS (biomass energy carbon capture and storage).
According to leading climate scientist and BECCS critic
Kevin Anderson, this technology will apportion:

Bhuge swathes of the planet’s landmass to the growing
of bioenergy crops (from big trees to tall grasses) —
which absorb carbon dioxide through photosynthesis
as they grow. Periodically, these crops will be harvested,
processed for worldwide travel before finally being
combusted in thermal power stations. The CO2 will then
be stripped from the waste gases, compressed (almost to
a liquid), pumped through large pipes over potentially
very long distances and finally stored deep underground
in various geological formations (from exhausted oil
and gas reservoirs through to saline aquifers) for a mil-
lennium or so^ [94].

Civilization, now in the Anthropocene [92], is in danger of
missing the crucial opportunity once given to it by the authors
of the Limits to Growth (a bookwidely known at the time) and
by McMichael, whose book was less widely known.
Continuing expansion of the human population and its impact
cannot be taken for granted—as these two seminal works
made clear. Sufficiently severe declines in the ecological de-
terminants of civilization could not only reduce population
size but cause catastrophic harm to most indicators of human
health. We could be approaching a massive loss of human
numbers in a proportion that matches that which occurred
during the Black Death [95].

While this could happen through a series of epidemics or
mass starvation, slowly unfolding against a background of
spreading failed states [95], a less drawn-out route would be
through conflict, including via displacement and increased
competition for resources. Although Pinker has argued that
violence has recently declined [77], the twentieth century ex-
perienced two catastrophic wars. The chance of a limited nu-
clear war cannot be dismissed [96], nor can the use of Bdirty
bombs^ or other nuclear weapons by terrorists [97].

However, despite the possibility that this century could see
a massive reduction in the number of our species, we cannot
sink into despair. Could civilization yet be saved?

Solutions

In coming decades, Fort McMurray, the Canadian city whose
size depended on the mining and refining of oil sands, may
have shrunk to close to its former size, as the falling price of
renewable energy continues to out-compete that from fossil
fuel. Many who have lost fossil-fuel related livelihoods could
be engaged in the renewable energy revolution that is now
emerging. For those still living in the boreal forest, partial
solutions to fires, driven by ingenuity, can still be imagined.
Fires fuelled by drought and higher temperatures, themselves
underpinned by climate change, may be partly offset by the
planting of less fire-prone deciduous species, especially
around towns [19]. Small numbers of people may live
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underground, as already occurs in some desert locations in
Australia, such as the mining town of Coober Pedy. In this
way, even tornados and lightning sparked by future fires
[98–100] could be survivable. However, such adaptations
seem scarcely feasible at the scale civilization will need.

Humanity will need to do much more than cope with more
mega-fires. It will need to humanely resettle millions of people
displaced by coastal and island retreat, sea-level rise, and con-
flict spurred by climate change and drought [76, 78, 85•]. We
will have to promote family planning and other determinants
tomake the demographic transition possible in terrains that are
not only physically harsh but hostile to the rights of women,
such as the Sahel [36]. We will have to distribute food on a
global scale especially during times of widely dispersed El
Niño-driven drought and food scarcity, such as in 2016, when
the regions affected included Ethiopia, Malawi, New Guinea,
and Vietnam. We will also, very probably, have to find substi-
tutes for former bread baskets and food bowls, such as the
Mekong delta, which is already becoming contaminated by
salinity [101].

Other promising adaptations exist for the human diet. A
large fraction of the global population ingests more animal
products than are necessary. Meat production is at a level
now that causes substantial harm to the ecology, the climate,
and to human population health [102]. Beneficial health con-
sequences of meat consumption are doubtful, as demonstrated
by the many studies that show greater life expectancy among
vegetarians and vegans [103, 104]. As a result, some have
argued for a Bcontract and convergence^ policy, by which
populations with a high rate of meat ingestion improve their
health and the environment by lowering their intake, especial-
ly of beef and sheep meat [102]. At the same time, many
populations ingest a level of animal products which is proba-
bly inadequate for health. Increasing their intake of meat and
dairy from almost zero may benefit health, especially if com-
bined with the reduction and treatment of chronic parasitic
infections such as hookworm which deplete iron stores.
Combined, this contract and converge policy would improve
global health and simultaneously help preserve existing eco-
logical integrity. Encouragingly, revised dietary guidelines re-
leased in 2016 by the Chinese healthministry will, if followed,
reduce meat consumption in China by 50 %, to between 40
and 75 g per day [105]. The large size of China’s population
makes this decision of global importance.

Widespread corruption limits the paying of taxes and this,
in turn, erodes public goods, and thus contributes to public-
health catastrophes from the Ebola outbreak in West Africa
[106] to extremely drug-resistant tuberculosis in Papua New
Guinea [107]. Corruption may yet be reduced by more deter-
mined global governance when citizens, empowered by the
internet and education, and also benefiting from the demo-
graphic dividend [108], effectively demand greater equality
and transparency.

A rapid energy transition (especially solar and wind) might
allow us to keep within our carbon budget [108]. Geo-
engineering solutions have been proposed such as attempts
to cool Earth by injecting aerosols into the stratosphere, thus
reducing the penetration of solar radiation [109]. Another
form of geo-engineering that has been proposed is to fertilize
the oceans with iron, in an attempt to increase photosynthesis,
so that the additional algae that is grown falls to the ocean
floor sequestering large amounts of carbon [110]. Geo-
engineering is certainly another form of ingenuity, and may
alleviate some of the effects of greenhouse gas accumulation
and climate change, even if the carbon budget is exceeded
[109]. However, it remains to be seen if this can rescue us;
all of its current forms have serious drawbacks [27], including
no known proposal to reduce ocean acidification.

Research funding agencies, such as theWellcome Trust can
help to identify predictors and find solutions. Although the
problems of planetary overload and limits to growth are not
identical to infectious diseases there are some similarities, as
there are to the epidemic of chronic diseases. Education of
public health professionals is an important contribution [93],
as will be interdisciplinary, truly integrative reviewers, and
journals.

Conclusion

McMichael made the phrase Bplanetary overload^ famous to
some more than 20 years ago. Though enlightening and inno-
vative for its mainly public health audiences, its core concepts
were once more widely known, including at the highest polit-
ical levels, by the term BLimits to Growth^. His book was
published at a time when contemplation of collapse seemed
almost fantastic—and certainly not favored [111]—especially
collapse that results from climate change and its downstream
catastrophes. Outside public health, Planetary Overload had
little impact, an opportunity whose loss is increasingly obvi-
ous; however, while we cannot avoid critically dangerous cli-
mate change, we might still create opportunities to save civi-
lization, and to also avoid the worst harm to nature.

Understanding these linked issues is vital if global popula-
tion health is to endure. The topic is unsettling. It is important
that health workers who grapple with the implications of these
topics do not transmit pessimism. Equally, however, they
should not project complacency. A Bsocial vaccine^ could
help, conveying sufficient concern (a social antigen) to moti-
vate action, but not so much to cause despair [112].
Encouragingly, many other sectors and powerful individuals
are starting to realize the risk we face, at least from climate
change; including Mark Carney, governor of the Bank of
England, and Pope Francis [58•, 113••]. Such leaders have
genuine influence.
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Yet,despitesomuchevidence, the issuesofplanetaryoverload
and limits to growth remain peripheral to most health workers,
including to the framers of most public health conferences, who
appear to still regard these issues as boutique. A heartening ex-
ception is a recent report by the Canadian Public Health
Association [114]. Funding for these multidisciplinary issues
has also been scarce, though the Wellcome Trust’s recent round
calledBOurPlanetOurHealth^ iswelcome,as is support fromthe
Rockefeller Foundation and The Lancet for the Planetary Health
Commission [115]. Future Earth Health may consider these is-
sues, complementing those of Health-Earth, which is a unique
network of workers in public health, environmental science, and
epidemiology founded in 2014 [93]. Time is short; there is much
to be done. Enormous opportunities lie ahead, if they can be
grasped.These issuesmust be central to twenty-first centurypub-
lic health; if not, we may not have public health worthy of that
name in the twenty-second century.

Acknowledgments I thank Dr. Kerryn Higgs, Professor John Potter,
Emeritus Professor Colin Soskolne, Joanne Walker, and two anonymous
referees for their valuable comments.

Compliance with Ethical Standards

Conflict of Interest Colin D. Butler reports, in the last 5 years, grants
from the Australian Research Council, other from Elsevier, other from
United Nations University, other from University of California, San
Diego, personal fees from University of Oulu, Finland, and other from
University of Oulu, Finland. He has received occasional honoraria, fre-
quent travel expenses and royalties for material related to this article. He
has traded in stocks whose market value can be expected to increase if the
material in this article is taken more seriously.

Human and Animal Rights and Informed Consent This article does
not contain any studies with human or animal subjects performed by any
of the authors.

References

Papers of Particular Interest, Published recently, Have Been
Highlighted as:
• Of importance
•• Of major importance

1. Rotblat J. Einstein the pacifist warrior. Bull At Sci. 1979;35:21–6.
2. Rotblat J.Remember your humanity.MedWar. 1996;12(3):195–201.
3. Meadows D, Meadows D, Randers J, et al. The limits to growth.

New York: Universe books; 1972. p. 205.
4. Hamilton JD. Causes and consequences of the oil shock of 2007–08.

Working Paper 15002National Bureau of Economic Research 2009.
Available from http://www.nberorg/papers/w15002. July 14 2016.

5. Tribe D. Feeding and greening the world. Wallingford, United
Kingdom: CAB International in association with the Crawford
Fund for International Agricultural Research; 1994. p. 274.

6. United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs. The
2015 Revision of World Population Prospects. Available from:
http://esa.un.org/unpd/wpp/. Accessed 10 Mar 2016.

7. Murray J, King D. Climate policy: oil’s tipping point has passed.
Nature. 2012;481:433–5.

8. Butler CD, Weinstein P. The future of global health: reasons for
alarm and a call for action. World Med J. 2013;59(3):82–90.

9. Taleb ZB, Bahelah R, Fouad FM, et al. Syria: health in a country
undergoing tragic transition. International Journal of Public
Health. 2015;60(1):63–72.

10. United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees. Global Trends
Report. Forced Displacement in 2015. http://www.unhcr.
org/news/latest/2016/6/5763b65a4/global-forced-displacement-
hits-record-high.html. Accessed 14 July 2016.

11. Butler CD, Hales S, Beggs PJ, et al. From Paris towards 1.5 de-
grees C. In: Butler CD, editor. Climate change and Global Health.
Wallingford, UK: CABI; 2016. p. 293–305.

12. McMichael AJ. Planetary overload. Global environmental change
and the health of the human species. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press; 1993. p. 370.

13. Smandych R, Kueneman R. The Canadian-Alberta Tar Sands: a
case study of state-corporate environmental crime. In: White R,
editor. Global environmental harm: criminological perspectives.
Cullompton, United Kingdom: Taylor & Francis Ltd; 2010. p.
87–109.

14. Murphy DJ, Hall CAS. Energy return on investment, peak oil, and
the end of economic growth. Ann N YAcad Sci. 2011;1219(1):
52–72.

15. Hall CAS, Lambert JG, Balogh SBEROI. Of different fuels and
the implications for society. Energy Policy. 2014;64:141–52.

16. Frumkin H, Hess J, Parker CL, et al. Peak petroleum: fuel for
public health debate. Am J Public Health. 2011;101(9):1542.

17. Burt M, Crawford T, Arcand A. Fuel for thought: the economic
benefits of oil sands investment for Canada’s regions. 2012.
https://www.albertacanada.com/files/albertacanada/AIS_
FuelforThought.pdf. Accessed 12 May 2016.

18. Dorow S, O'Shaughnessy S. Fort McMurray, wood buffalo, and
the oil/tar sands: revisiting the sociology of Bcommunity .̂ Can J
Sociol. 2013;38(2):121–40.

19. Kelly R, Chipman ML, Higuera PE, et al. Recent burning of bo-
real forests exceeds fire regime limits of the past 10,000 years.
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences (USA).
2013;110(32):13055–60.

20. WangX, ThompsonDK,Marshall GA, et al. Increasing frequency
of extreme fire weather in Canada with climate change. Clim
Chang. 2015;130(4):573–86.

21. Kahn B. Destructive wildfire near Canada's oil sands may have
been fueled by global warming. Scientific American. 2016;
http://www.scientificamerican.com/article/destructive-wildfire-
near-canada-s-oil-sands-may-have-been-fueled-by-global-
warming/. Accessed 22 July 2016.

22. Pruden JG. Fort McMurray wildfire recalls searing memories of
Slave Lake disaster. The Globe and Mail. 2016. http://www.
theglobeandmail.com/news/alberta/fort-mcmurray-wildfire-
recalls-searing-memories-of-slave-lake-disaster/article29848435/.
Accessed 22 July 2016.

23. Rahmstorf S, CoumouD. Increase of extreme events in a warming
world. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences (USA).
2011;108(42):17905–9.

24•. Oreskes N, Conway EM. The collapse of Western civilization: a
view from the future. Daedalus. 2013;142(1):40–58 A commen-
tary from the future, critical on scientists who waited too long
for certainty.

25•. Hansen J, Sato M, Hearty P, et al. Ice melt, sea level rise and
superstorms: evidence from paleoclimate data, climate modeling,
and modern observations that 2 °C global warming could be

Curr Envir Health Rpt (2016) 3:360–369 367

http://www.nberorg/papers/w15002
http://esa.un.org/unpd/wpp/
http://www.unhcr.org/news/latest/2016/6/5763b65a4/global-forced-displacement-hits-record-high.html
http://www.unhcr.org/news/latest/2016/6/5763b65a4/global-forced-displacement-hits-record-high.html
http://www.unhcr.org/news/latest/2016/6/5763b65a4/global-forced-displacement-hits-record-high.html
https://www.albertacanada.com/files/albertacanada/AIS_FuelforThought.pdf
https://www.albertacanada.com/files/albertacanada/AIS_FuelforThought.pdf
http://www.scientificamerican.com/article/destructive-wildfire-near-canada-s-oil-sands-may-have-been-fueled-by-global-warming/
http://www.scientificamerican.com/article/destructive-wildfire-near-canada-s-oil-sands-may-have-been-fueled-by-global-warming/
http://www.scientificamerican.com/article/destructive-wildfire-near-canada-s-oil-sands-may-have-been-fueled-by-global-warming/
http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/alberta/fort-mcmurray-wildfire-recalls-searing-memories-of-slave-lake-disaster/article29848435/
http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/alberta/fort-mcmurray-wildfire-recalls-searing-memories-of-slave-lake-disaster/article29848435/
http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/alberta/fort-mcmurray-wildfire-recalls-searing-memories-of-slave-lake-disaster/article29848435/


dangerous. Atmos Chem Phys. 2016;16:3761–812 A warning
that business as usual will see far more sea level rise by 2100
than is currently foreseen.

26. Watts N, Adger WN, Agnolucci P, et al. Health and climate
change: policy responses to protect public health. Lancet. 2015.
doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(15)60854-6.

27. Hamilton C. Earthmasters: playing god with the climate. Crows
Nest, Sydney: Allen and Unwin; 2013. p. 247.

28. Rejeski D, Olson RL. Has futurism failed? The Wilson Quarterly.
1976;30(1):14–21.

29. Ebi KL, Butler CD. Anthony (Tony) McMichael: 1942–2014.
Environ Health Perspect. 2014;122(11):A290-A.

30. Butler CD,WoodwardA. From silent spring to the threat of a four-
degree world. In: Butler CD, Dixon J, Capon AG, editors. Health
of people, places and planet: reflection on Tony McMichael’s four
decades of contribution to epidemiological understanding.
Canberra: ACT: ANU Press; 2015. p. 11–30.

31. Piel G, Segerberg Jr O, editors. The world of René Dubos: a
collection from his writings. New York: Henry Holt and
Company; 1990. p. 418.

32. Ward B, Dubos R. Only one earth: the care and maintenance of a
small planet. Harmondsworth: Penguin; 1973. p. 288.

33. Butler CD, Dixon J, Capon AG, editors. Health of people, places
and planet: reflections based on Tony McMichael’s four decades
contribution to epidemiological understanding. Canberra: ANU
Press; 2015.

34. Last JM. Public health and human ecology. Stamford,
Connecticut: Appleton and Lange; 1998. p. 464.

35. PetersenW.Malthus. Cambridge: Harvard University Press; 1979.
vi + 302 p.

36. Potts M, Henderson C, Campbell M. The Sahel: a Malthusian
challenge? Environ Resour Econ. 2013;55(4):501–12.

37. Ehrlich PR, Ehrlich AH. Can a collapse of global civilization be
avoided? Proc R Soc B Biol Sci. 2013;280(1754).

38••. Ehrlich PR, Ehrlich AH. Population, resources, and the faith-based
economy: the situation in 2016. BioPhysical Economics and
Resource Quality. 2016;1(1):1–9 An overview of the last 40
years in this field, by two of its parents, including a scathing
commentary of Bfaith-based^ economics.

39. Young RM.Malthus and the evolutionists: the common context of
biological and social theory. Past & Present. 1969;43:109–45.

40. Raleigh C, Linke A, O'Loughlin J. Extreme temperatures and
violence. Nature Clim Change. 2014;4(2):76–7.

41. Ehrlich PR. The population bomb. London: Ballantyne; 1968. xiv
+ 223 p.

42. Holdren JP. Population and the energy problem. Popul Environ.
1991;12(3):231–55.

43. Butler CD. Overpopulation, overconsumption, and economics.
Lancet. 1994;343:582–4.

44. Raudsepp-Hearne C, Peterson GD, TengöM, et al. Untangling the
environmentalist's paradox: why is human well-being increasing
as ecosystem services degrade? Bioscience. 2010;60(8):576–89.

45. Khush GS. Punjab’s water woes and India’s food security. Journal
of Crop Improvement. 2015;29(1):1–5.

46. Zarfl C, Fleet D, Fries E, et al. Microplastics in oceans (editorial).
Mar Pollut Bull. 2011;62:1589–91.

47. Diamond J. Guns, germs and steel. The fate of human societies.
London: Jonathan Cape; 1997. 480 p.

48. Kubiszewski I, Costanza R, Franco C, et al. Beyond GDP: mea-
suring and achieving global genuine progress. Ecol Econ.
2013;93:57–68.

49. Csereklyei Z, Stern DI. Global energy use: decoupling or conver-
gence? Energy Econ. 2015;51:633–41.

50. Ross NJ. Student essay: carbon emissions and electric cars – in-
troducing the potential of electric vehicles in New Zealand's

climate change response. New Zealand Journal of Public and
International Law. 2015;13(1):235–47.

51. AtKisson A. The brightest star in the sky: a tribute to Donella H.
Meadows. Ecol Econ. 2001;38(2):171–6.

52. Motesharrei S, Rivas J, Kalnay E. Human and nature dynamics
(HANDY): modeling inequality and use of resources in the col-
lapse or sustainability of societies. Ecol Econ. 2014;101:90–102.

53. Turner GM. A comparison of the Limits to Growth with 30 years
of reality. Glob Environ Chang. 2008;18:397–411.

54. Oreskes N, Conway EM. The collapse of western civilization. A
view from the future. New York: Columbia University Press;
2014. p. 89.

55. Butler CD. Do we face a third revolution in human history? If so,
how will public health respond? Journal of Public Health.
2008;30:364–5.

56. Hanlon P, Carlisle S. Do we face a third revolution in human
history? If so, how will public health respond? Journal of Public
Health. 2008;30:355–61.

57. McMichael AJ, Butler CD. Promoting global population health
while constraining the environmental footprint. Annu Rev Public
Health. 2011;32:179–97.

58•. Pope Francis. Encyclical letter Laudato Si′ of the Holy Father
Francis on care for our common home. 2015. http://w2.vatican.
va/content/francesco/en/encyclicals/documents/papa-
francesco_20150524_enciclica-laudato-si.html, Accessed 22
July 2016. Apart from its dismissal of the importance of
human numbers, this is a wonderful and relevant read.

59. Speth G. The Global 2000 Report to the President. Boston College
Environmental Affairs Law Review. 1980;8(4) Article 1.

60. Butler CD. Globalisation, population, ecology and conflict. Health
Promotion Journal of Australia. 2007;18(2):87–91.

61. Johnson DG. Population, food, and knowledge. Am Econ Rev.
2000;90(1):1–14.

62. Eastin J, Grundmann R, Prakash A. The two limits debates: BLimits
to Growth^ and climate change. Futures. 2011;43(1):16–26.

63. Higgs K. Collision course: endless growth on a finite planet.
Cambridge MA: MIT Press; 2014. p. 416.

64. Catton WR. Overshoot: the ecological basis of revolutionary
change. Urbana: University of Illinois Press; 1980. p. 298.

65. Steffen W, Richardson K, Rockström J, et al. Planetary bound-
aries: guiding human development on a changing planet. Science.
2015;347(6223). doi:10.1126/science.1259855.

66•. BerenbaumMR. Bees in crisis: colony collapse, honey laundering,
and other problems bee-setting American apiculture 1. Proc Am
Philos Soc. 2014;158(3):229–47 Recommended for anyone in-
terested in the collective human abuse of our tiny helpers, the
bees, at risk as a small victim of Planetary Overload.

67. Barnosky AD, Hadly EA, Bascompte J, et al. Approaching a state
shift in Earth’s biosphere. Nature. 2012;486:52–8.

68. Heinberg R. Peak Everything: Waking Up to the Century of
Declines. Gabriola, BC: New Society Publishers; 2010. ix + 213 p.

69. Goldblatt C, Watson AJ. The runaway greenhouse: implications
for future climate change, geoengineering and planetary atmo-
spheres. Phil Trans R Soc A. 2012;370:4197–216.

70. Cordell D, Drangert J-O,White S. The story of phosphorus: global
food security and food for thought. Glob Environ Chang. 2009;19:
292–305.

71. Brown JH, Burger JR, Burnside WR, et al. Macroecology meets
macroeconomics: resource scarcity and global sustainability. Ecol
Eng. 2014;65:24–32.

72. Michaux S. The coming radical change in mining practice. In:
Goldie J, Betts K, editors. Sustainable futures: linking population,
resources and the environment. Collingwood, Vic: CSIRO Press;
2014. p. 73–84.

73. Romanelli C, Capon A, Maiero M, et al. Climate change, biodi-
versity and human health. In: World Health Organization,

368 Curr Envir Health Rpt (2016) 3:360–369

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(15)60854-6
http://w2.vatican.va/content/francesco/en/encyclicals/documents/papa-francesco_20150524_enciclica-laudato-si.html
http://w2.vatican.va/content/francesco/en/encyclicals/documents/papa-francesco_20150524_enciclica-laudato-si.html
http://w2.vatican.va/content/francesco/en/encyclicals/documents/papa-francesco_20150524_enciclica-laudato-si.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1259855


Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity, editors.
Connecting global priorities: Biodiversity and human health.
Geneva, Switzerland: World Health Organization, Secretariat of
the Convention on Biological Diversity; 2015. p. 222–37.

74. Grassini P, Eskridge KM, Cassman KG. Distinguishing between
yield advances and yield plateaus in historical crop production
trends. Nature Communication. 2013;4 . doi:10.1038
/ncomms3918.Article ID 2918

75. World BankGroup. High and Dry: Climate Change,Water and the
Economy. Washington, DC., USA World Bank; 2016.
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/23665.
Accessed 22 July 2016.

76. Gleick P. Water, drought, climate change, and conflict in Syria.
Weather, Climate, and Society. 2014. doi:10.1175/wcas-d-13-
00059.1.

77. Pinker S. Decline of violence: taming the devil within us. Nature.
2011;478:309–11.

78. Bowles DC, Butler CD,Morisetti N. Climate change, conflict, and
health. J R Soc Med. 2015;108(10):390–5.

79. Tainter JA. The collapse of complex societies. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press; 1988. p. 250.

80. Chapman I. The end of peak oil? Why this topic is still relevant
despite recent denials. Energy Policy. 2014;64:93–101.

81. McGlade C, Ekins P. Un-burnable oil: an examination of oil re-
source utilisation in a decarbonised energy system. Energy Policy.
2014;64:102–12.

82. http://www.esrl.noaa.gov/gmd/ccgg/trends/gr.html. Accessed 15
July 2016.

83. Schuur EAG, McGuire AD, Schadel C, et al. Climate change and
the permafrost carbon feedback. Nature. 2015;520(7546):171–9.

84. Reichstein M, Bahn M, Ciais P, et al. Climate extremes and the
carbon cycle. Nature. 2013;500(7462):287–95.

85•. Kelley CP, Mohtadi S, Cane MA, et al. Climate change in the
fertile crescent and implications of the recent Syrian drought.
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences (USA).
2015;112(11):3241–6 Some political scientists deny that climate
change and resource scarcity has been a factor in the Syrian
war, and hence the European refugee crisis. Without falling
prey to Benvironmental determinism,^ this article documents
an alternative way of interpreting data.

86. Ehrlich PR, Ehrlich AH. One with Nineveh politics, consumption,
and the human future. Washington, DC: Island Press; 2004. p. 459.

87. Butler CD. Inequality and conflict. In: Goldie J, Douglas R,
Furnass B, editors. In search of sustainability. Melbourne:
CSIRO; 2005. p. 33–48.

88. Jacobsen T, Adams RM. Salt and silt in ancient Mesopotamian
agriculture. Science. 1958;128:1251–8.

89. Weiss H, Courty M-A, Wetterstrom W, et al. The genesis and
collapse of third millennium north Mesopotamian civilization.
Science. 1993;261:995–1004.

90. Medina-Elizalde M, Rohling EJ. Collapse of classic Maya civili-
zation related to modest reduction in precipitation. Science.
2012;335(6071):956–9.

91. Middleton GD. Nothing lasts forever: environmental discourses on
the collapse of past societies. J Archaeol Res. 2012;20(3):257–307.

92. Butler CD. Sounding the alarm: health in the Anthropocene. Int J
Environ Res Public Health. 2016;13:665. doi:10.3390
/ijerph13070665.

93. Friedman T. Out of Africa. New York Times. 2016. http://www.
nytimes.com/2016/04/13/opinion/out-of-africa.html?_r=0.
Accessed 15 May 2016.

94. Anderson K. Talks in the city of light generate more heat. Nature.
2015;528:437.

95. Butler CD. Infectious disease emergence and global change:
thinking systemically in a shrinking world. Infectious Diseases
of Poverty. 2012;1:5 .http://www.idpjournal.com/content/1/1/5

96. Podvig P. Blurring the line between nuclear and nonnuclear
weapons: increasing the risk of accidental nuclear war? Bull At
Sci. 2016;72(3):145–9.

97. Frank MC. Conjuring up the next attack: the future-orientedness
of terror and the counterterrorist imagination. Critical Studies on
Terrorism. 2015;8(1):90–109.

98. Forthofer JM, Goodrick SL. Review of vortices in wildland fire.
Journal of Combustion. 2011; Article ID 984363. doi:10.1155
/2011/984363.

99. Romps DM, Seeley JT, Vollaro D, et al. Projected increase in
lightning strikes in the United States due to global warming.
Science. 2014;346(6211):851–4.

100. Young AM, Higuera PE, Duffy PA, et al. Climatic thresholds shape
northern high-latitude fire regimes and imply vulnerability to future
climate change. Ecography. 2016. doi:10.1111/ecog.02205.

101. Smajgl A, Toan TQ, Nhan DK, et al. Responding to rising sea levels
in the Mekong Delta. Nature Clim Chang. 2015;5(2):167–74.

102. McMichael AJ, Powles J, Butler CD, et al. Food, livestock pro-
duction, energy, climate change and health. Lancet .
2007;370(9594):1253–63.

103. Orlich MJ, Singh P, Sabaté J, et al. Vegetarian dietary patterns and
mortality in Adventist health study. JAMA Intern Med.
2013;173(13):1230–8.

104. Baron RB. Should we all be vegetarians? JAMA Intern Med.
2013;173(13):1238–9.

105. Milman O, Leavenworth S. China’s plan to cut meat consumption
by 50 % cheered by climate campaigners The Guardian 2016.
https://www.theguardiancom/world/2016/jun/20/chinas-meat-
consumption-climate-change. Accessed 22 July 2016.

106. Heymann DL, Chen L, Takemi K, et al. Global health security: the
wider lessons from the west African Ebola virus disease epidemic.
Lancet. 2015;385(9980):1884–901.

107. Aia P, Kal M, Lavu E, et al. The burden of drug-resistant tubercu-
losis in Papua New Guinea: results of a large population-based
survey. PLoS One. 2016;11(3):e0149806.

108. Gribble JN, Bremner J. Achieving a demographic dividend.
Population Bulletin. 2012;67(2).

109. Rogelj J, Schaeffer M, Friedlingstein P, et al. Differences between
carbon budget estimates unravelled. Nat Clim Chang. 2016;6(3):
245–52.

110. Caldeira K, Bala G, Cao L. The science of geoengineering. Annu
Rev Earth Planet Sci. 2013;41(1):231–56.

111. Butler CD. Human carrying capacity and human health. Public
Library of Science Medicine. 2004;1(3):192–4.

112. Butler CD, Bowles DC, McIver L, et al. Mental health, cognition
and the challenge of climate change. In: Butler CD, editor. Climate
change and Global Health. Wallingford: CABI; 2014. p. 251–9.

113••. Carney M. Breaking the tragedy of the horizon – climate
change and f inanc ia l s tab i l i ty. 2015. ht tp : / /www.
bankofenglandcouk/publications/Pages/speeches/2015/844
aspx. Accessed 21 March 2016. The governor of the Bank
of England advises (concerning climate change):BThe far-
sighted amongst you are anticipating broader global im-
pacts on property, migration and political stability, as well
as food and water security. … Past is not prologue … the
catastrophic norms of the future can be seen in the tail
risks of today.^

114. HancockT, SpadyDW,SoskolneCL, et al. Global Change and Public
Health: Addressing the Ecological Determinants of Health. Canadian
Public Health Assocation Discussion Paper. 2015. www.
cphaca/uploads/policy/edh-discussion_epdf. Accessed 13 May 2016.

115. Whitmee S, Haines A, Beyrer C, et al. Safeguarding human health in
the Anthropocene epoch: report of the Rockefeller Foundation–
Lancet Commission on planetary health. Lancet. 2015;386:1973–
2028.

Curr Envir Health Rpt (2016) 3:360–369 369

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3918
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3918
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/23665
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/wcas-d-13-00059.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/wcas-d-13-00059.1
http://www.esrl.noaa.gov/gmd/ccgg/trends/gr.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijerph13070665
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijerph13070665
http://www.nytimes.com/2016/04/13/opinion/out-of-africa.html?_r=0.
http://www.nytimes.com/2016/04/13/opinion/out-of-africa.html?_r=0.
http://www.idpjournal.com/content/1/1/5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2011/984363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2011/984363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ecog.02205
https://www.theguardiancom/world/2016/jun/20/chinas-meat-consumption-climate-change
https://www.theguardiancom/world/2016/jun/20/chinas-meat-consumption-climate-change
http://www.bankofenglandcouk/publications/Pages/speeches/2015/844aspx
http://www.bankofenglandcouk/publications/Pages/speeches/2015/844aspx
http://www.bankofenglandcouk/publications/Pages/speeches/2015/844aspx
http://www.cphaca/uploads/policy/edh-discussion_epdf
http://www.cphaca/uploads/policy/edh-discussion_epdf

	Planetary Overload, Limits to Growth and Health
	Introduction
	Linking Climate Change, Wildfires, and Peak Oil with Human Well-Being
	Planetary Overload
	Population, Affluence, and Consumption
	The Limits to Growth
	Limits to Growth and Ecosystem Services
	Ingenuity, Peak Oil, and Climate Change
	Limits to Cooperation; Conflict and Complexity
	The Impact of Planetary Overload
	Solutions
	Conclusion
	References
	Papers of Particular Interest, Published recently, Have Been Highlighted as: • Of importance •• Of major importance



