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Welcome all, to the New Trendevents!    We received a wonderfully informative letter from 
ex- member Clyde Wilson.  Thank you Clyde for sending such a fine assortment of very 
useful and interesting articles!  Have you considered becoming an active member again?  
Our Newsletter and the North American Technocrat Magazine could use input from all willing 
to participant in this endeavor.  Many thanks to members Richard and Caryl Burnett for the 
many useful e-mail articles they provide on a regular daily basis. 
 
Mr. Wilson participated as valuable member of Section 2, for 45 yrs in Los Angeles. He 
named the original monthly research bulletin ”Trendevents".  Several members including 
Clyde, at Section 2, wrote for the Trendevents.  Including Wilton Ivie and Howard Scott from 
CHQ in Rushland, Pa.  Jessie Barns did the typing and members of Section 2, ran it off on 
the mimeograph and all pitched in on the mailing.  A Big Technocracy Salute to all Members, 
living and passed, who over the past 70 plus years, have given countless hours of their time 
and money to keep our organization functioning into the 21st  Century.  ( Paul Cordsmeyer) 
 
                                    THE BASICS OF TECHNOCRACY 
Technocrat L.W. Nicholson... Some things change very slowly, in fact at speeds which 
seem to be the next thing to zero.  The motions of the Earth's crust, Plate Tectonics, for 
example.  The laws of thermodynamics and gravitation may be expected to be the same in 
the next century, as well as the last.  Energy flows from the sun, some finds the earth in its 
path and part of that is absorbed by the earth.  It is the difference between this and the 
amount which is reflected back into space that provides the energy to grow all the earth's 
plants and animals, the cause of the winds and the rains which fall, as well as most of the 
other earth processes to occur.  It is these processes and their dependability that keeps the 
earth from being in a state of chaos.   
 
     Science is a study of these processes, and what makes science more accurate than other 
man-made methods is the determination to allow only that which can be verified to be 
considered a fact.  
 
Technocrat Ron Miller…   A Price System must have continuous expansion.  This means 
that every enterprise, no matter what it does, must increase its profits continually.  At the 
moment our entire society is geared up to sell everything to everyone.  Shopping has 
become a major avocation.  What would our society look like if there were no longer any 
reason to advertise goods just to add more to the bottom line?  What would happen if people 
were instead to become really aware of what high rates of consumption of natural resources 
is doing to their world? 
 
     With no price system, things suddenly become much simpler.  All you have to do then is 
keep all the technology running that keeps us all alive.  Something like 95% of all laws 
becomes pointless and therefore non-operative.  What is really necessary is to distribute the 
goods that people want.  The people who would do this are doing it now.  The only real 
difference is that most of the people in the front office would no longer be needed.  Selection 
to fill vacant positions would, mostly, be made from within.  Those in the positions that report 
to the vacant position would select from among their group several people that they felt were 
qualified to hold that position and those to whom the vacant position reports would pick the 
best of those selected (from their point of view).  If, after a time, it appears that the person 
selected is not working out as planned, another could be selected. 



      People have accused Technocracy of being undemocratic because of this process.  My 
favorite example is that when an airliner is about to take off, what would one think if the 
passengers were required to elect the pilot from among their group?  Personally I don't care 
who the pilot is so long as he has been tested and proven qualified.  One thing that I have 
become a great fan of, is the environmental impact statement.   Every possible effect of a 
project is examined at length with the views of all carefully considered and weighed.    
<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><<><><><><> 
 
On What Planet do Bush & Co. Live?     Seattle Post-Intelligencer  04/26/05 
Paul Krugman…  According to John Snow, the Treasury secretary, the global economy is in 
a "sweet spot."  Conservative pundits close to the administration talk, without irony, about a 
"Bush boom."  Yet two-thirds of Americans polled by Gallup say that the economy is "only 
fair" or "poor."  And only 33 percent of those polled believe the economy is improving, while 
59 percent think it's getting worse.   
 
Is the administration's obliviousness to the public's economic anxiety just partisanship?  I 
don't think so: President Bush and other Republican leaders honestly think that we're living in 
the best of times.  After all, everyone they talk to these days says so…   What's going on?   
Actually, it's quite simple: Bush and his party talk only to their base -corporate interests and 
the religious right- and are oblivious to everyone else's concerns.    
 
The administration's upbeat view of the economy is a case in point.  Corporate interests are 
doing very well.  As a recent report from the Center on Budget  and Policy Priorities points 
out, over the past three years profits grew at an average rate 14.5 percent after inflation, the 
fastest growth since World War II. 
 
The story is very different for the great majority of Americans, who live off their wages, not 
dividends or capital gains, and aren't doing well at all.  Over the past three years, wage and 
salary income grew less than in any other postwar recovery - less than a tenth as fast as 
profits.  But wage-earning Americans aren't part of the base… 
 
…According to CBS, only 25 percent of the public have confidence in Bush's ability to make 
the right decisions about Social Security; 70 percent are "uneasy."  The point is that people 
sense, correctly, that Bush doesn't understand their concerns.  He was sold on privatization 
by people who have made their careers in the self-referential, corporate-sponsored world of 
conservative think tanks. And he himself has no personal experience with the risks that 
working family's face.  He's probably never imagined what it would be like to be destitute in 
his old age, with no guaranteed income… 
 
It all makes you wonder how these people ever ended up running the country in the first 
place.  But remember that in 2000, Bush pretended to be a moderate, and that in the next  
two elections he used the Iraq war as a wedge to divide and perplex the Democrats… 
 
…Democracy Corps, the Democratic pollsters, say that there is a crisis of confidence in  the 
Republican direction for the country.  As they're careful to point out, this won't necessarily 
translate into a surge of support for Democrats.  
 
But Americans…are worried about a weak job market, soaring health care costs, rising oil 
prices and a war that seems to have no end.  And they're starting to notice that nobody in 
power is even trying to deal with these problems, because the people in charge are too busy 
catering to a base that has other priorities. 



 
Reality can’t be Altered or Ignored      Atlanta Journal-Constitution 04/22/05 
by Jay Bookman…  If you can't change reality, change the perception of reality.  Global 
Terrorism," the annual report that since 1985 has compiled how many major terror incidents 
occur each year.  As you may recall, that report gained a certain notoriety during last year's 
presidential campaign, after the State Department announced that the number of terrorist 
attacks declined in 2003. Bush administration officials quickly cited the finding as vindication 
for their anti-terror policies, until it was discovered that the report had somehow left out 
hundreds of terror attacks. In reality, the number of attacks had increased in 2003, not 
declined.  
 
Given that embarrassment - and the fact that the report for 2004 would reportedly have 
shown another increase - the report was made to vanish. That fits a pattern. When the 
number of mass layoffs announced around the country began to be a political problem, the 
Bush Labor Department simply stopped collecting that data.  
 
When governors complained about inadequate funding, citing a document called "Budget 
Information for States," the White House stopped publishing that document, too. Spokesman 
Trent Duffy said at the time that the change was necessary to reduce the cost of "paper and 
producing another volume."  
 
These days, more than two years into the Iraq war, the Bush administration still refuses to 
include the mounting costs of the war in its official budget, insisting that it be treated as an 
emergency expenditure. That way, the cost of the war isn't included in the official estimate of 
the federal budget deficit.  
 
That particular game has become so obvious - and so embarrassing, even to some 
Republicans - that the U.S. Senate voted 61-31 this week to urge the Bush administration to 
be more forthright in its budget. But that won't happen.  
 
You see, it's hard to reduce our huge budget deficit. You'd have to raise taxes and cut 
spending. It's a lot easier to just change the perception.  Likewise, it's a lot easier to eliminate 
a report on terrorism than to eliminate terrorism.  
 
The problem, of course, is that perception is not reality. Reality exists independent of 
whatever perception we care to create about it.  If the money spent in Iraq isn't reflected in 
the official deficit figures, does that somehow make our budget reality any better?  
 
If there are no pictures of dead American soldiers being returned to this country for burial, did 
they not really die?  
 
If the White House promises Congress that a new Medicare drug benefit will cost no more 
than $400 billion - and threatens to fire government analysts if they tell the truth, that the real 
cost will be closer to $530 billion - does that mean taxpayers won't have to pay the bill of 
$720 billion, which is the latest reality-based estimate?  
 
If study after study proves that abstinence-only education doesn't work and may actually 
backfire, can we pretend away the increased number of pregnancies, abortions and cases of 
HIV likely to result?  
 



Every administration tries to manipulate public perception, but this is something different. In 
many cases, this administration actually believes in the false reality it tries so hard to create. 
It weaves an illusion around itself of how the world really works, then makes policy based on 
that illusion.  
 
In time, that must inevitably lead to big trouble. It already has in Iraq - you know, that country 
that was filled with weapons of mass destruction, ready to greet us with open arms, able to 
finance its own reconstruction? - and it will do so again.  
 
It is impossible for anyone, either as individuals or as nations, to have a complete and 
accurate grasp on reality. The best we can ever do is guess and be willing to adjust our 
concept of reality based on new information.   But to the Bush administration, those 
adjustments to reality are signs of weakness. Its working principle is that if reality doesn't 
conform to ideology, it is reality that must be altered, because the ideology is fixed and not to 
be questioned. In the short term, that can pay political benefits. But in the long run, you pay a 
serious price if you let your perception of reality diverge too far from reality itself.  
 

A weeklong series on Boston's NPR station, WBUR, titled   "Addicted to Oil".  
This report was posted on the EnergyResources List by Dick Lawrence. 
 
NY Times' Thomas Friedman's new book, "The World is Flat". The title refers to the 
enormous leveling of the playing field brought about by globalization and high-bandwidth 
telecom capabilities that enable just about any high-tech and white collar job to be done from 
anywhere, to the benefit of lower-cost labor centers like Bangalore. 
 
Friedman also decries the Bush administration's failure of vision - how it blew the opportunity 
to create and develop a high-efficiency, reduced-oil, environmentally-aware economy that 
could challenge today's young people to find better ways to use energy and to begin to 
ratchet down its addiction to oil. "After Sputnik, we challenged our engineers and scientists ... 
and put a man on the moon", etc. Although an apologist for Bush's Middle-East debacle, 
Friedman is also critical of how the administration has bungled the post-invasion process.  
 
THE GUARDIAN , LONDON   Wednesday, Apr 27, 2005, 
Matthew Simmons, an adviser to US President George W. Bush and chairman of the Wall 
Street energy investment company Simmons, said that "peak oil" -- when global oil 
production rises to its highest point before falling irreversibly -- was rapidly approaching even 
as demand was increasing. 
 
"This is a new era," Simmons told a conference of oil industry analysts, government officials 
and academics in Edinburgh. "There is a big chance that Saudi Arabia actually peaked 
production in 1981. We have no reliable data. Our data collection system for oil is rubbish… 
 

Posted on sci.geo.petroleum a public google group… 

 I (Matthew Simmons) will try to shed some light on what I now think I know about Middle 
East Oil.  When (I am) quoted as saying that Saudi Arabia has 260 billion barrels of proven 
reserves, totaling 25% of global production… these are their official numbers and the general 
mantra folks use to then ignore the prospect that we might now be approaching peak oil. 
 
Until two years ago, I assumed these numbers were probably true as I had heard them so 
many times from so many experts.  A single day trip to Saudi Arabia set off various questions 
I had as to whether these "facts" were really facts or simply opinions or educated guesses.  



This led me into the most intense research I have ever done and the effort resulted in my 
pending book "Twilight In the Desert".  John Wiley & Sons are publishing it and publication 
date is May 27th 
 
This book contains an astonishing Story… The myth that the Middle East Oil is so abundant 
at such a low price that there is not even a need for more Middle East Exploration was only a 
thesis.  There were educated technicians at Chevron and the other Aramco owners as early 
1972 who were beginning to get concerned that if the handful of key oil fields in Saudi Arabia 
were produced at 9 to 10 million b/d rate, these fields would go into irreversible decline by the 
early to mid 1990's… 
 
Sadly, this knowledge was kept under wraps and the entire world began to assume that  oil 
was so abundant that we had about 15 to 20 million barrels per day shut in supply as the 
price of oil collapsed in the mid 1980's.  We then spent two more decades in the comfortable 
illusion of cheap oil forever.  All this sounds like an advertisement for the book but I am 
hopeful it gets wide readership as its message is of the utmost importance… Feel free to use 
any or all of these comments… Best regards:  Matt Simmons   
  

From Andrew Weissman.      Saudi - "Spare" Capacity?    

The Saudi's have been talking about the possibility of increasing production above current 
levels of 9.5 million barrels per day for almost a year now. Up until now, every time the target 
date for instituting a potential increase draws near, they have found an excuse not to act. 
This time, having effectively run out of excuses, they resorted to a different tactic - i.e., simply 
refusing to address the issue head on. This refusal to make a clear commitment undoubtedly 
is no accident. Many -- including Matt Simmons, who has studied the Saudi oil field more 
closely than anyone else I know, and is coming out with an important new book on this topic, 
Twilight  in the Desert, in less than 3 weeks -- doubt that the Saudi's can increase production 
above the 9.5 million barrel per day level, at least without risking permanent damage to their 
fields. Even if the Saudi's are physically capable of producing more oil, however, it is possible 
that they can only sustain increased production levels for a brief period. (The International 
Energy Agency's definition of "spare" capacity - a term which the Saudi's frequently reference 
in their public statements - requires only that an increase in production be sustainable for 90 
days.) 
 
Further - and more significantly - any additional production capability, to the extent it exists, in 
all likelihood consists of heavy sour crude. This heavy, sour crude, however, may not be 
useable in the current world market, since the limited ability of existing refineries to process 
heavy crude already appears to be fully tapped. As a result, the issue of whether the Saudi's 
are physically capable of producing slightly more than 9.5 million barrels of oil may be largely 
an academic issue. In all likelihood, even if they are capable of expanding their output to a 
limited degree for a limited period of time, there is not any market for the type of oil they are 
capable of producing. 
 
Three weeks ago, in its Short-Term Outlook for April, the U.S. Energy Information 
Administration (EIA) increased its oil price estimate for the remainder of 2005 and 2006 to an 
average of $ 55 per barrel. This represented the second major increase in EIA's estimate of 
global oil prices in just 5 weeks. Coming from the Department of Energy - which for many 
reasons is under significant pressure to understate potential price increases - I found this      
$ 55 per barrel estimate fairly startling (even though I believe it still is much too low).  
 



From the EIA analysis, it is clear that there isn't any time to spare. To maintain U.S. 
petroleum stocks at minimally acceptable levels, during this calendar quarter, EIA estimates 
that U.S. crude imports should average 10.510 million barrels per day. We're now three 
reporting weeks into the quarter. This is the time of year in which crude inventories and 
inventories of gasoline generally still increase. In the first two weeks, however, we fell more 
than 10 million barrels short of EIA's 10.510 million barrel per day target for the quarter goal - 
averaging just 9.790 million barrels per day (i.e., more than 700,000 barrels per day below 
required levels). It wouldn't take many weeks of imports falling this far below required levels, 
however, to eliminate entirely the current year-over-year surplus relative to historical norms 
and replace it with a large - and potentially insurmountable -- deficit.  
 
This week, imports suddenly surged by more than 1.0 million barrels per day, to an average 
of 10.863 million barrels per day - the second largest weekly import level ever. This offsets 
almost 2.5 million barrels of the shortfall during the previous two weeks. NB "For the three 
weeks combined, however, we're still running an average of more than 2.5 million barrels per 
week behind the levels required to meet EIA's targets for the quarter."!!! 
 
While maintenance at Japanese refineries may have freed-up crude for delivery into the U.S. 
market during the past week, and may help to improve import levels for another few weeks,  
 
NB "there is no way import levels can be sustained above 10.5 million barrels per day for any 
extended time period without increases in Saudi production of the magnitude suggested 
previously."!!!  
 
Much depends, therefore, on: (i) whether the Saudi's have the capability to rapidly increase 
production to at least the 10.250 to 10.500 million barrels range; (ii) whether they choose to 
do so - and do so quickly; (iii) whether this increase in production can be sustained 
throughout the remainder of the year; and (iv) whether any incremental crude oil produced by 
the Saudi's can be utilized in current refineries.  
 
From AGEdwards       DAILY ENERGY COMMENT 
The dirty little secret of the U.S. is that we consume 20 mbpd of product but can only process 
16.8 mbpd of oil; thus, we need to import about 3-4 mbpd of (refined) product each day. A 
disruption in foreign refinery operations (coup in Venezuela, terror attack in Europe) could 
hurt the economy more than a break in oil supplies, because we have no SPR for gasoline. 
This could be fixed by increasing refinery capacity which would allow more flexibility in using 
the SPR in a crisis. 
 
Peak Oil and sudden shortage      by Jan Lundberg 
- Daily world demand of oil is over 80 million barrels a day, and approximately one quarter of 
this is in and by the U.S. 
 
- Half the oil refined in the U.S. is made into gasoline, the main product a refiner is concerned 
with. Other products such as asphalt, pesticides and plastics are minor parts of the crude-oil 
barrel to be disposed of (profitably only if possible). [source: Jan Lundberg, veteran 
petroleum industry analyst] 
 
- World oil supplies are at the approximate historic peak of maximum production, due to 
depletion setting in. Oil production in 18 producer countries has passed its peak and is 
declining faster than previously thought: at about 1.14 million barrels a day. "Those 18 



countries between them are now producing 1.14 mbpd less than they were at their height."  
[Adam Porter, Aljazeerah.net] 
 
- The maximum possible production-capacity utilization is the order of the day among the 
petroleum exporting countries: "The planet is operating at anywhere from 95% to 99% 
capacity. There is no margin for error. The only way the system can respond is continued 
price increases." [ Stephen Leeb, Wall Street investment advisor and author.] At a time of no 
spare refinery capacity, demand has outstripped all expectations. [Aljazeera.net] 
 
- Regarding rising world demand, "China and India use the energy-equivalent of 5.5 barrels 
of oil per person per year, while rich nations use 39. No matter how rosy your thinking is as to 
the global supply of oil, there is no way there is going to be enough to satisfy the demands of 
an extra 2.3 billion people coming online." [Forbes magazine] 
 
- U.S. oil demand is rising as well: "U.S. petroleum demand in 2004 grew at its strongest rate 
in five years." The system is straining: "Refinery utilization rate last year was the highest 
annual rate in six years at 92.8 percent of capacity." [American Petroleum Institute] 
 
- The world trend in declining oil extraction has been relentless for the past four decades. 
The approximate bell curve of petroleum extraction cannot be changed by any one big new 
discovery. [ASPO; Culturechange.org] 
 
- An International Energy Agency report from August 2004 indicates Saudi  Arabia needs up 
to 800,000 barrels per day of newly discovered oil each year just to offset declining fields and 
maintain its current production level. - This can't happen  [Jan Lundberg]. 
 
<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><> 
Greg Greene made The End of Suburbia with editor Barry Sliverthorn, about the way the 
so-called American dream will be affected by an end to cheap energy.  Energy dependent 
nations are in for a big shake up … "People who have bought into that American dream of an 
ever-growing lifestyle with ever cheaper goods and services, are going to be the most 
affected by the changes that are coming."  Released in the spring of 2004, The End of 
Suburbia has been on television in Europe and Canada…  Those interested in viewing the 
DVD “The End of Suburbia”, please send a $2 donation for shipping & handling to: 
Technocracy Inc.  2475 Harksell Rd., Ferndale, WA  98248     
<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><> 
In EnergyResources April 20, 2005 G. Henrioulle"  wrote: 
 
The 1838 USA Congress mandate calling all Railroads "Post Roads" is the single most 
important concept we can find to maintain order in an otherwise chaotic transport collapse.  
 
This is an excellent post. I did some checking at US DOT and discovered that there were 31 
million motor vehicles in the US in 1940, declining to 29 million in 1945. The 1940 census 
indicates that there were 131 million people in the US in 1940, so the per capita motor 
vehicle registration was less than 0.24. In 2000, there were about 200 million motor vehicles 
in the US and 292 million people, for a per capita motor vehicle registration of 0.68. This 
represents practically a tripling of motor vehicles per US inhabitant in 60 years. In that period, 
the US population increased by 123%, but the absolute number of motor vehicles increased 
by 545%! 
 



So, that tripling of motor vehicle registration came right out of  public transit in the US. If you 
go back and look at the public transit industry in the 1940's, by perusing timetables and maps 
of  railroad passenger trains, streetcars, and buses, you'll see it was several times bigger 
then than now, even though the population of the US has more than doubled. 
 
The fact that Americans were rationed to 3 gallons of gasoline per week during WWII only 
tells part of the story. The number of automobiles affected by rationing was substantially less, 
both in absolute and per capita terms. The savings in energy consumption was attributable to 
two factors, both mutually reinforcing: 
 
1) Public transit, streetcars and railroads, were substantially more developed than today. 
 
2) Automobile-induced sprawl was practically non-existent, with the result that most people 
lived in compact communities where all traveling could be accomplished on foot, by bicycle, 
or by public transit. 
 
(Comment:  Many reading this know how, in the early 50’s, GM and Firestone Tire Co. 
succeeded in a nationwide conspiracy whereby they bought out the totality of the streetcars 
(trolleys) infrastructure.  Resulting in vastly increased profits to GM and Firestone.  What a 
mess has been made of America's transportation system in only 60 years!) Paul C. 
 

Sinking Globalization      by Jim Kunstler      April 18, 2005 

The excellent young historian Niall Ferguson has an essay in the current issue of Foreign 
Affairs (Sinking Globalization) to remind the supposedly thinking class that the global 
economy is not a permanent institution but a set of transient conditions that has come and 
gone before -- namely, the period running from about 1870 to 1914, when the First World 
War put an end to the Industrial Age's first great interval of stability and free trade. That 
"golden age" beat a path into a gruesome intermezzo of broken political relations, 
depression, and more war. Globalization did not resume until the 1970s, when two things 
occurred: 1.) the other combatants of World War Two recovered some industrial traction and 
2.) US oil production peaked and pricing power shifted to OPEC. 
 
Since then, the world has enjoyed another extraordinary era of stability between the major 
nations. Notice, I don't use the term major powers. Many would argue that US military power 
is beyond challenge. A minority view states there enough small arms in the world so that any 
gang of miscreants with $50,000 worth of rocket-propelled grenades, shoulder-launched 
missiles, and Semtech plastic explosive can make the US Army do a hurt dance. The long 
term trend is for America to exhaust itself engaging with these fire-ants, and to withdraw from 
the ant-hills back into the safety of North America. 
 
That process is now underway, and the economic implications are rather dire. The spring of 
2005 has that 1914 feel.  In Iraq and the rest of the Middle East, the current hiatus has 
settled nothing. The various tribes and factions are still pissed off at each other and at us. 
America is still left with its huge oil import addiction and a suburban way-of-life that no 
amount of "energy conservation" can appease. The tectonic stresses of economic distortion 
have been building under the surface of the Wal Mart / China partnership. For those of you 
contemplating a vacation in Las Vegas, don't bet on the status quo.  
 
http://www.kunstler.com/mags_diary13.html   <http://www.groundtruthinvestigations.com/> 
 


