               COERCIVE POPULATION CONTROL, JEWS & WORLD WAR II
There were a number of instances during World War II when a number of Jews, 30-50, of various ages, two months to sixty years and older, were hiding in cellars and other places from the Nazis with the Nazis searching for them when a  hidden Jewish baby started to cry and if the Nazis heard the cry they would be discovered and killed. In order to save all of those hidden it was decided to suffocate the crying baby. Under the circumstances described above it was a moral and ethical act to suffocate an innocent baby so that the remaining Jews could survive. While no one likes to murder an innocent child, under the circumstances described above almost every moralist and ethicist would agree that the suffocation of the innocent child was a moral and ethical act.
If under certain circumstances the killing of an innocent child could be considered moral and ethical, a strong argument can be made that a discussion of coercive population control is not only a moral act, but a required act when the exploding human population could possibly or more likely probably cause the deaths of billions of living, breathing human beings. A very strong argument can be made that the failure to even discuss coercive population control is an evil and immoral act when that failure could/probably would result in the deaths of billions of human beings. Since no one knows and since no one even has discussed the likelihood/probability that voluntary population control will reduce population growth to zero or to make it negative, if that is required to prevent the deaths of billions of human beings, the failure to consider and evaluate coercive population control is an act of omission which could/probably would cause the deaths, and the horrible deaths, of billions of living, breathing human beings.
At this point a comparison of the harm done to the human species is necessary and appropriate. A very strong argument can be made that there isn't a comparison. Limiting each couple to one child is not harmful to the couple or to humanity or only minimally harmful. Permitting population to grow such that billions die horribly is extremely harmful to human beings. And since there are only two ways to control population growth, voluntary or coercive action, a discussion and evaluation of both methods is a moral imperative.
Let me ask a simple question--- Do you believe that the act of suffocating the innocent baby described above was a moral or immoral act? If you believe that it was a moral act, then, I believe, that you must agree that a discussion and evaluation of coercive population control is absolutely necessary. If you believe it was an immoral act, would your opinion change if the cellar held 100 persons, 500 persons, 5,000 persons, 100,000 persons or 1,000,000 persons. At some cellar population level you have to believe it was a moral act and, therefore, you would agree that a discussion and evaluation of coercive population control is necessary. Since a discussion and evaluation of coercive population control is necessary, we must have that discussion today.  

