I

102

i

om o]
alA @corauas B

The Financially Fortunate Have Fewer Children

It should come as no surprise to most people that there is an inverse
correlation between wealth and "ertility rate, 2Afluent people usually
forgo large families. From a Darwinian perspective, where *dominant
members of a species Sinvariably Spropagate more and increase
their impact on the “gene pool, this development appears illogical.
Anna Goodman of the London School of Hygiene and Tropical
Medicine set out to determine the biological ®rationale behind this
Scontemporary "“demographic trend. Ecologists "posit couples have
two "reproductive strategies: either produce numerous offspring and
invest little in each, or have fewer offspring and invest more, under the
Wpragmatic assumption that with more “perks, they will do better in
life and *eventually produce more offspring of their own.

To get a better picture of demographic developments, Goodman
turned to a Swedish study that correlated economic standing and
birthrate over the "span of generations. The findings showed that,
Yon the face of things, the offspring of the affluent were indeed more
competitive throughout life. However, the "progeny of the wealthy
continued to have few children. This is a riddle to biologists, though
there is a “side effect that can be viewed as a blessing. As more
countries become developed and birthrates decline, demographers
*project that population growth will 2'level off.
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