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 "Masal ol janate allati voed almotaghon, fiha anharo men mae ghireh esn, va anharo 

men labane lam yataghair taemoho va anharon men khamre lazaten lelsharebin va 
anharo men asale mosafa va lahom fiha men kole altamarat va maghferaton men 

rabehem Kaman hova khalelodn phe alnar va sagho maen hamima faghatea 

amaehom…"  “As the lotus in the swamp breathes and grows in water and comes to the 

surface of water, but its flowers are not contaminated, I also have risen in the world, 

have pasted it, and I'm not related to it." In any religion respect to water, arbor, and 

animals is recommended, and environmental contamination is considered as a sin. As 
the verse above says, there are streams with flowing water and milk that does not 

change their flavor ...  are the specification of promised paradise.  Buddha is likened 

himself to water Lily. Also in Islam aggression to the nature is inhibited. But increase in 
population, (since 1950, because decrease of death rate) has caused greedy and 

immorality actions against plants and animals and also annual extinction of them all 

over the world, and has changed the natural environment to build new cities, towns and 
roads. As a result we must inhibit population overgrowth by all our means. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 

 27 September 2011 was called the end day of earth’s capacity. Industrialization is an illusion, it does not 

matter who it is calling for it, capitalism or socialism. 

 Instead of investing billions and trillions of dollars to fight because of evitable consequence from 

overpopulation, it will be more rational to spend scarce budget for birth control, education and health of the 

human being. Increase in human population needs larger resources, so vast natural resources would be extracted 

with scientific and technological means continuously and increase in population will increase resource 

extraction. In such a situation after a while, non-renewable resources will come in end. Clearly, lack of 

resources will lead to higher prices and will cause negative impacts on economy of the country.  

 Humanity and trees have communication with each other. In addition deep emotional relationship, regrets, 

desire, moral ties dedicate our passion and respect on trees. Forest characterizes community and civility. Forest 

with wooden and green templates interfaces us with the world of nature. 

 

MATERIAL AND METHODS 

 

 When the birth rate equals the death rate, the population has balanced, but if there is not any balance, the 

mortality rate must be increased with a nuclear conflict, or fertility rates must be reduced. We have gone from 

less than one billion people in the long period from one million years ago when the species began to around the 

year 1830. We doubled to two billion over the subsequent 100 years, and then doubled again to 4 billion in the 

next 35 years. Over the last 50 years we have grown at the rate of about 1 billion people every 12 years. At 

present, the world is faced with Limits to food production due to the following reasons: 

 Arable land -- finite, decreasing yields 

Water -- surface, aquifer 

Fisheries -- predicted to collapse by 2050 (Empty Ocean) 

Climate change -- high temperatures lead to crop failure.  

 Problem of overpopulation in the poor and Third World countries is serious, so that developed countries are 

not immune and also have adverse consequences, like waves of immigration and the influx of refugees.  
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 Communities, nations and different countries are currently facing stipulations and restrictions in supplying 

food sources. When the word resource is used, people usually think of basic natural resources, such as oil and 

gas, and iron ore. However, the term has a much broader economic meaning, and economists include not only 

basic natural resources, but a broad array of other items that would not occur to those who have not studied 

economics. A resource can be defined still more broadly. 

 An important resource is the amount of labor that is available within a society. The money that is invested 

in industrial plants used to produce items consumers want is another basic resource within a society. 

 The law of diminishing returns is fundamental to all of production economics. The law is misnamed. It 

should be called the law of diminishing MARGINAL returns, for the law deals with what happens to the 

incremental or marginal product as units of input or resource are added. The law of diminishing marginal 

returns states that as units of a variable input are added to units of one or more fixed inputs, after a point, each 

incremental unit of the variable input produces less and less additional output. As units of the variable input are 

added to units of the fixed inputs, the proportions change between fixed and variable inputs. The law of 

diminishing returns has sometimes been referred to as the law of variable proportions.  

 For example, if incremental units of nitrogen fertilizer were applied to corn, after a point, each incremental 

unit of nitrogen fertilizer would produce less and less additional corn. Were it not for the law of diminishing 

returns, a single farmer could produce all the corn required in the world, merely by acquiring all of the available 

nitrogen fertilizer and applying it to his or her farm. 

The general form of the production function was 

                                           y = f(x)  

 Where                            y = an output 

                                          x = an input 

 Equation is an ultra simplistic production function for agricultural commodities. Such a function assumes 

that the production process can be accurately described by a function in which only one input or factor of 

production is used to produce an output. Few, if any, agricultural commodities are produced in this manner. 

Most agricultural commodities require several, if not a dozen or more, inputs. As an alternative, suppose a 

production function where there are several inputs and all but one are assumed to be held fixed at some constant 

level. The production function would thus become 

                             y = f(x1, x2, x3, x4, x5, x6, x7). 

 For example, y might be the yield of corn in bushels per acre, and x1 might represent the amount of 

nitrogen fertilizer applied per acre. Variables x2, ..., x7 might represent each of the other inputs used in the 

production of corn, such as land, labor, and machinery. 

 Thus, in this example, the input x1 is treated as the "variable" input, while the remaining inputs (x2, ..., x7) 

are assumed to be held constant at some fixed level. As the use of x1 is "varied" or increased, units of the 

variable input x1 are added to units of the fixed inputs x2, ..., x7. How can it be determined if an input should be 

treated as fixed or variable? A variable input is often thought of as an input that the farm manager can control or 

for which he or she can alter the level of use. This 

 implies that the farmer has sufficient time to adjust the amount of input being used. Nitrogen in corn 

production has often been cited as an example of a variable input, in that the farmer can control the amount to 

be applied to the field. A fixed input is usually defined as an input which for some reason the farmer has no 

control over the amount available. The amount of land a farmer has might be treated as a fixed input. 

 However, these distinctions become muddy and confused. Given sufficient time, a farmer might be able to 

find additional land to rent or purchase, or the farmer might sell some of the land owned. If the length of time 

were sufficient to do this, the land input might be treated as a variable input. 

 The categorization of inputs as either fixed or variable is closely intertwined with the concept of time. 

Economists sometimes define the long run as time of sufficient length such that all inputs to the production 

function can be treated as variable. The very short run can be defined as a period of time so short that none of 

the inputs are variable. Other lengths of time can also be defined. For example, the short run is a period of time 

long enough such that a few of the inputs can be treated as variable, but most are fixed. The intermediate run is 

long enough so that many, but not all inputs are treated as variable. 

 Vivid brought the conclusion that even the richest, technologically most advanced societies today face 

growing environmental and economic problems that should not be underestimated. 

 How could a society that was once so mighty end up collapsing? What were the fates of its individual 

citizens? — did they move away, and (if so) why, or did they die there in some unpleasant way? Lurking behind 

this romantic mystery is the nagging thought: might such a fate eventually befall our own wealthy society? 

 It has long been suspected that many of those mysterious abandonments were at least partly triggered by 

ecological problems: people inadvertently destroying the environmental resources on which their societies 

depended. This suspicion of unintended ecological suicide—ecocide—has been confirmed by discoveries made 

in recent decades by archaeologists, climatologists, historians, paleontologists, and palynologists. 
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 The processes through which past societies have undermined themselves by damaging their environments 

fall into eight categories, whose relative importance differs from case to case: deforestation and habitat 

destruction, soil problems (erosion, salinization, and soil fertility losses), water management problems, 

overhunting, overfishing, effects of introduced species on native species, human population growth, and 

increased percapita impact of people.  

 Those past collapses tended to follow somewhat similar courses constituting variations on a theme. 

Population growth forced people to adopt intensified means of agricultural production (such as irrigation, 

double cropping, or terracing), and to expand farming from the prime lands first chosen onto more marginal 

land, in order to feed the growing number of hungry mouths. Unsustainable practices led to environmental 

damage of one or more of the eight types just listed, resulting in agriculturally marginal lands having to be 

abandoned again. Consequences for society included food shortages, starvation, wars among too many people 

fighting for too few resources, and overthrows of governing elites by disillusioned masses. Eventually, 

population decreased through starvation, war, or disease and society lost some of the political, economic, and 

cultural complexity that it had developed at its peak. Writers find it tempting to draw analogies between those 

trajectories of human societies and the trajectories of individual human lives—to talk of a society's birth, 

growth, peak, senescence, and death—and to assume that the long period of senescence that most of us traverse 

between our peak years and our deaths also applies to societies. But that metaphor proves erroneous for many 

past societies (and for the modern Soviet Union): they declined rapidly after reaching peak numbers and power, 

and those rapid declines must have come as a surprise and shock to their citizens. In the worst cases of complete 

collapse, everybody in the society emigrated or died. Obviously, though, this grim trajectory is not one that all 

past societies followed unvaryingly to completion: different societies collapsed to different degrees and in 

somewhat different ways, while many societies didn't collapse at all. The risk of such collapses today is now a 

matter of increasing concern; indeed, collapses have already materialized for Somalia, Rwanda, and some other 

Third World countries. Many people fear that ecocide has now come to overshadow nuclear war and emerging 

diseases as a threat to global civilization. The environmental problems facing us today include the same eight 

that undermined past societies, plus four new ones: human-caused climate change, buildup of toxic chemicals in 

the environment, energy shortages, and full human utilization of the Earth's photosynthetic capacity. 

 Most of these 12 threats, it is claimed, will become globally critical within the next few decades: either we 

solve the problems by then, or the problems will undermine not just Somalia but also First World societies. 

Much more likely than a doomsday scenario involving human extinction or an apocalyptic collapse of industrial 

civilization would be "just" a future of significantly lower living standards, chronically higher risks, and the 

undermining of what we now consider some of our key values. Such a collapse could assume various forms, 

such as the worldwide spread of diseases or else of wars, triggered ultimately by scarcity of environmental 

resources. If this reasoning is correct, then our efforts today will determine the state of the world in which the 

current generation of children and young adults’ lives out their middle and late years. 

 But the seriousness of these current environmental problems is vigorously debated. Are the risks greatly 

exaggerated, or conversely are they underestimated? Does it stand to reason that today's human population of 

almost seven billion, with our potent modern technology; is causing our environment to crumble globally at a 

much more rapid rate than a mere few million people with stone and wooden tools already made it crumble 

locally in the past? Will modern technology solve our problems, or is it creating new problems faster than it 

solves old ones? When we deplete one resource (e.g., wood, oil, or ocean fish), can we count on being able to 

substitute some new resource (e.g., plastics, wind and solar energy, or farmed fish)?  Can we control the world 

overpopulation? All of these questions illustrate why those famous collapses of past civilizations have taken on 

more meaning than just that of a romantic mystery. 

 Perhaps there are some practical lessons that we could learn from all those past collapses. We know that 

some past societies collapsed while others didn't: what made certain societies especially vulnerable? What, 

exactly, were the processes by which past societies committed ecocide? Why did some past societies fail to see 

the messes that they were getting into, and that (one would think in retrospect) must have been obvious? Which 

were the solutions that succeeded in the past? If we could answer these questions, we might be able to identify 

which societies are now most at risk, and what measures could best help them, without waiting for more 

Somalia-like collapses. But there are also differences between the modern world and its problems, and those 

past societies and their problems. We shouldn't be so naive as to think that study of the past will yield simple 

solutions, directly transferable to our societies today. We differ from past societies in some respects that put us 

at lower risk than them; some of those respects often mentioned include our powerful technology (i.e., its 

beneficial effects), globalization, modern medicine, and greater knowledge of past societies and of distant 

modern societies. We also differ from past societies in some respects that put us at greater risk than them: 

mentioned in that connection are, again, our potent technology (i.e., its unintended destructive effects), 

globalization (such that now a collapse even in remote Somalia affects the U.S. and Europe), the dependence of 

millions (and, soon, billions) of us on modern medicine for our survival, and our much larger human 

population. Perhaps we can still learn from the past, but only if we think carefully about its lessons. 
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 It's as if scientists were saying, "Your ancestors were bad stewards of their lands, so they deserved to be 

dispossessed." 

 Australia's former giant marsupials and other large animals, every human colonization of a land mass 

formerly lacking humans—whether of Australia, North America, South America, Madagascar, the 

Mediterranean islands, or Hawaii and New Zealand and dozens of other Pacific islands—has been followed by 

a wave of extinction of large animals that had evolved without fear of humans and were easy to kill, or else 

succumbed to human associated habitat changes, introduced pest species, and diseases. Any people can fall into 

the trap of overexploiting environmental resources, because of ubiquitous problems: that the resources initially 

seem inexhaustibly abundant; that signs of their incipient depletion become masked by normal fluctuations in 

resource levels between years or decades; that it's difficult to get people to agree on exercising restraint in 

harvesting a shared resource (the so-called tragedy of the commons), and that the complexity of ecosystems 

often makes the consequences of some human-caused perturbation virtually impossible to predict even for a 

professional ecologist. Environmental problems that are hard to manage today were surely even harder to 

manage in the past. Especially for past non-literate peoples who couldn't read case studies of  

 societal collapses, ecological damage constituted a tragic, unforeseen, unintended consequence of their best 

efforts, rather than morally culpable blind or conscious selfishness. The societies that ended up collapsing were 

(like the Maya) among the most creative and (for a time) advanced and successful of their times, rather than 

stupid and primitive. 

 Past peoples were neither ignorant bad managers who deserved to be exterminated or dispossessed, nor all-

knowing conscientious environmentalists who solved problems that we can't solve today. They were people like 

us, facing problems broadly similar to those that we now face. They were prone either to succeed or to fail, 

depending on circumstances similar to those making us prone to succeed or to fail today. Yes, there are 

differences between the situation we face today and that faced by past peoples, but there are still enough 

similarities for us to be able to learn from the past.  

 That's the controversy about past ecological collapses. As for the complications, of course it's not true that 

all societies are doomed to collapse because of environmental damage: in the past some societies did while 

others didn't; the real question is why only some societies proved fragile, and what distinguished those that 

collapsed from those that didn't. Some societies that I shall discuss, such as the Icelanders and Tikopians, 

succeeded in solving extremely difficult environmental problems, have thereby been able to persist for a long 

time, and are still going strong today. For example, when Norwegian colonists of Iceland first encountered an 

environment superficially similar to that of Norway but in reality very different, they inadvertently destroyed 

much of Iceland's topsoil and most of its forests. Iceland for a long time was Europe's poorest and most 

ecologically ravaged country. However, Icelanders eventually learned from experience, adopted rigorous 

measures of environmental protection, and now enjoy one of the highest per-capita national average incomes in 

the world. Tikopia Islanders inhabit a tiny island so far from any neighbors that they were forced to become self 

sufficient in almost everything, but they micromanaged their resources and regulated their population size so 

carefully that their island is still productive after 3,000 years of human occupation. 

 Agriculture is broadly conceived as the set of activities that use land and other natural resources to produce 

food, fiber and animal products that can be used for direct consumption (self consumption) or for sale, either as 

food or as input to the manufacturing industry. 

 Forestry, fishing and hunting are usually included in the agricultural sector. 

 Agriculture is a fundamentally different production activity than manufacture (what we call also industrial 

production). What makes it different is the unavoidable dependence on the natural environment for production. 

Production in agriculture is mainly the result of biological phenomena, whose evolution is mainly out of the 

direct human control. Crop production, for example, takes time and there is very little men can do to change it, 

given that the vegetative cycle of many crops is defined by the natural cycle of daylight and temperature. Also, 

animal production requires the growing cycle of livestock, which is pretty much defined by nature. 

 This timing of production and its dependence on natural phenomena has consequences on the economic 

outcome of the production that deserve to be underlined. First, agricultural production is sensibly more 

uncertain than that in any other sector of the economy. Input in the production process need to be committed 

well in advance, and there is little or no power for farmers to reverse the decisions on the inputs when they 

discover that output production may be either less than expected or valued less of what it was supposed to be. 

Only if agricultural products can be stored there exists some flexibility, for example, in avoiding marketing the 

product in periods of low demand. And even in such cases, storing always presents an additional cost. (Compare 

this with the industry, where production is carried on according to cycles which do not depend on nature and 

which can be tuned according to the evolution of demand.) 

 Second, the schedule of phases in the vegetative or animal growing cycle does not permit workers’ 

specialization, as it is possible, for example, in industrial production. 
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 In other words, especially in family farms, workers need to move from one task to another during the year, 

and they cannot exploit the increase in productivity of labor common of the industrial production activity, when 

workers can specialize in one single activity. 

 Moreover, there may be period of the year in which the requirement of labor is below the family’s supply, 

and this may have negative consequences on the overall productivity of agricultural labor, especially when 

employment opportunities outside the farm are limited or inexistent. 

 The relative weight of the agricultural sector in the economy varies from country to country and in general 

is between 3 and 40 % of the total value of production, and may count for as much as 70% of total labor. Why 

there is such a relationship between the value of agricultural production and the level of income? 

 The answer is linked to the so-called Engel’s law according to which: “the poorer a family is, the greater 

the proportion of the total expenditure which must be used to procure food”. 

 Whereas at very low income levels, all of the income must be spent in providing for basic needs (such as 

food, basic clothing and housing), as personal income increases, a smaller proportion of it will be devoted to 

basic needs, and part of it will be diverted to more luxurious goods (for example education, communication, 

transportation, personal care, travel, etc.) When considered in its entirety, the agribusiness weighs for more than 

30 percent even in highly industrialized economies. 

 Agriculture plays a crucial role in the development of an economy. In the past, this role has been 

incorrectly intended simply as that of a provider of surplus labor and capital to the industry, which was seen as 

the real engine of economic development. 

 Trying to accelerate the growth of the industrial sector has led to an implicit taxation on the agricultural 

sector, and the level of real prices for agricultural product have been declining to the point that, today, many 

countries are struggling to try and arrest such decline. 

 Sometime agricultural incomes have declined to the point that farmers have been brought into poverty 

conditions. The experience of many countries has now shown that such a strategy to economic development is 

usually inferior to a different approach to economic development, where agriculture takes central stage. 

 In fact, by directly supporting agriculture growth, the entire economy can benefit, first, towards alleviation 

of poverty in both the rural and urban sectors, and second, because income in rural sector has a higher multiplier 

that income in the urban sector, given the higher propensity to spend of rural populations and the composition 

of their expenditure, oriented towards domestic products. 

 This explains the emphasis that virtually all countries, both developing and developed, put their efforts on 

agricultural policies today. 

 A successful agricultural policy, however, needs to be carefully designed and implemented to be effective.  

 

Results: 

 If invading to the nature and wildlife does not stop, in 2022 war, terror and murder for ownership of water 

resources will take place in Middle East.Also, adversity and cruelty will be allowed, for example in present time 

in some countries there is legal permission and entitled to terminate the life of the patient that: (1) meet physical 

suffering (2) a comfortable death for patients with incurable diseases or (3) delete redundant members that are 

not fit to continue life that called Euthanasia (come from Greek and consists of two parts: "Eu" means right, 

recommended or sympathy and "Thanatos" means death or murder .Thus Euthanasia means cause death or 

murder someone for kindness or facilitated or right death. In etymology Euthanasia means "death facilitation of 

incurable patient in basis of his request to Physician"), by medical personnel or patient’s relatives individually 

or collectively in the name of human conduct, is a political gimmick. When Euthanasia officially announced 

legal by the government, these immoral slips are inevitable. Upon the heaven teachings these acts considered as 

oppression, as we know, God promises to punish unjust: "valzadlemina aldaban alima". 

 

Discussions: 

We must conserve our resources, with: 

Maximum efficiency in the use of cooling and heating machines 

 Deforestation inhibition, closure of coal mines, reduced power consumption, use of wind turbines, inhibit 

carbon dioxide production, use of solar energy, reduce waste production, closure the machinery factories, use of 

bio-resources for power generation, removal of old airplanes, collapse of avaricious governance that emphasizes 

the use of agents. 
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 To innocent donkeys that after suffering years for demon mass entertainment are prey in another captive 

animal’s cage that aggressively has brought out of their natural environments, without any place to escape, in 

Iranian zoos 

 To The mother bear and her two cubs drowned in their blood, in Semirom  Isfehan 

 To deer, wild pigs, dogs, coyotes, wolves … that their natural environment was captured by human 

aggression and when they come to the cities to provide food they would be murdered 

 Have you ever thought about where captives groan from oppression, god sees? Be careful of your actions 

because invisible scale of the universe has two valves"  
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