#3.
THE END OF EASY EVERYTHING,

MICHAEL T. KLARE

ARTICLE SUMMARY

As easily obtained supplies of world resources are drying up, companies that deal in such resources must turn to the more difficult to extract sources of oil, natural gas, and various minerals.  This has led to controversial methods such as deep-water oil wells, hydrofracking for natural gas and other energy sources, and acid fracking for copper. Some environmentalists maintain that these methods cause environmental damage and should not be permitted. Michael Klare explores these contentious issues.




Key Terms:
Hydrfracking: alteration

Fracking: shortening and alteration; makes it possible to produce oil and natural gas in places where conventional technologies are ineffective
Fossil fuel production: When the remnants of a life form, such as decaying plants and animals become compressed under the pressure of the earth under which they are buried, they form fossil fuels such as oil and coal. These fossil fuels can then be extracted by mining or drilling, and burned to create energy.

Horizontal Drilling: to reach targets beneath adjacent lands, reduce the footprint of gas field development, etc

Shale gas: s natural gas that is found trapped within shale formations; has become an important source of natural gas

*Moving from “easy” sources of supply to “tough” ones implicates: international politics, world’s economy, and the health of the global environment.
Toughest for Last

· When a natural resource is found, produces seek & exploit most desirable deposits-easiest to extract, purest & closer to markets (i.e. Trade commodity, source of energy, manufacturing input, luxury prod.)

· Overtime, deposits become scarce becoming harder to extract, poorer quality, further from markets, & posing hazards of various sorts

· Mining/drilling go underground & extend into harsher climate zones

· Oil/gas drilling moves from land-coastal waters, shallow to deeper waters

· i.e. April 20, 2010, Deepwater Horizon disaster

· Offshore oil/gas drilling has been confined to shallow waters-less than 1000 ft

· Oil firms have developed rigs such as Mars to operate in waters over 1mi deep

· Extraction of oil in the Gulf has help compensate for production decline at America’s on shore & shallow coastal deposits

· “Easy” oil/gas deposits are exploited leaving only the “tough” deposits in deep water, the Arctic, areas with problematic geological formations, & dangerous unwelcoming countries like Iran
Peak and Plateau

· Fossil fuel production: extractive technology 

· Contradicts those in the field that believe we are near peak of decline in output of oil, natural gas, and coal (peak oil theory) while new-energy adherents with new tech, sufficient investments, all future energy needs can be met
· “Natural gas revolution”-recover vast quantity of gas from shale rock by horizontal drilling & hydraulic fracturing = must rely on fossil fuel 
· Subsequently, will lead to increase of emissions of greenhouse gases, acceleration in climate change, extraction of materials => higher cost, danger & environmental risk if operating in deeper rock formations
Turning Point

· The impact of changeover from “easy oil” to tougher alternatives is financial and technical 

· Extracting of shale gas by hydrofracking method = risk of water contamination

· Coal: techniques to extract has devastating environmental consequences 

· i.e. destruction of woodland habitats, blowing off mountain tops, risk of cave-in since less stone is left to support the mountains above
Never Had It So Hard

· Other natural resources such as iron, copper, cobalt, and nickel needed for modern industry are also becoming more difficult to extract

· I.e.: Nickel--Brazilian mining Vale trying to extract valuable metal from ores that contain less than 2% nickel-process is costly and risky

·  As easy-to-access deposits disappear, price of many basic commodities rise- changing lifestyle for the wealthy, while the poor face extreme hardships & risk of social instability

Ferocious Competition

· Because reserves of vital materials are exhausted, energy and mineral firms have to look elsewhere to acquire new sources of supply in distant and uninviting areas

· Mining firms are targets of corporate attacks to compete for control over alternative reserves

·  Nations will fight amongst each other for access to new supply sources

· i.e.: Canada & Russia will protect Arctic space

· use of advance technologies to extract resources from inaccessible reserves will result in continue supply of vial energy & mineral supply but at a higher cost, both economic costs in terms of environmental damage, social disorder, & political conflict

· by reducing consumption of traditional fuels/metals & development of renewable alternatives will it be possible to avoid its dangers
#5.  WHY THE WORLD NEEDS AMERICA
        ROBERT KAGAN

ARTICLE SUMMARY
The author argues that there is little reason to believe that a return to multipolarity will bring greater peace than in the past. The era of American predominance has shown there is no better recipe for great-power peace.

KEY TERMS

multipolarity, transient, prosperity, hyper-nationalism, despotism, economic calamity, equanimity, pre-eminence, retrenchment, autocrats, hegemony, GDP, eminently 

KEY POINTS

------HISTORY

The downfall of the Roman Empire brought an end to not just to Roman rule but to Roman government and law and to an entire economic system stretching from Northern Europe to North Africa.  Culture, the arts and even progress in science and technology, were set back for centuries.  After the Napoleonic Wars of the early 19th century, British control of the seas and the balance of great powers on the European continent provided relative security and stability.  The collapse of the British and European orders in the 20th century did not produce a new dark age-through if Nazi Germany and imperial Japan had prevailed, it might have-but the horrific conflict that it produced was, in its own way, just as devastating.  War among the great powers was a common, if not constant occurrence in the long periods of multipolarity from the 16th to the 18th centuries, culminating in the series of enormously destructive Europe-wide wars that followed the French Revolution and ended with Napoleon’s defeat in 1815.  In the past, the largest and most dominant economies in the world have also been the richest.  Multipolar systems have historically been neither particularly stable nor particularly peaceful.   Stability and moderation as the balance brought rested ultimately on the threat or use of force.  War remained the essential means for maintaining the balance of power. 
------PRESENT

The present world order was largely shaped by American power and reflects American interests and preferences.  People assume that China and other rising powers that have benefited so much form the resent system would have a stake in preserving it.  They wouldn't kill the goose that lays the golden egg.  They might kill the goose that lays the golden egg because they can’t figure out how to keep both it and themselves alive.  The move from American-dominated oceans to collective policing by several great powers could be a recipe for competition and conflict rather than for a liberal economic order. The US, Germany and Japan have per capita GDP of over $40,000.  China is a little over $4,000, putting it at the same level as Angola, Algeria and Belize.  Even if optimistic forecasts are correct, China’s per capita GDP by 2030 would still only be half that of the US putting it roughly where Slovenia and Greece are today.  Mr. Subramanian believe that the liberal economic order will require some insurance against a scenario in which China exercises its dominance by either reversing its previous policies or failing to open areas of the economy that are not highly protected. American dominance has been welcomed by much of the world because, like the mobster Hyman Roth in the Godfather, the US has always made money for its partners.  Chinese economic dominance may get a different reception.  For particularly in the matters of security, the rules and institutions of international order rarely survive the decline of the nations that erected them.  That are like scaffolding around a building; they don’t hold the building up; the building hold them up.  But international order is not an evolution; it is an imposition.  It is the domination of one vision over others-in American’s case, the domination of free market and democratic principles, together with an international system that supports them.  The present order will last only as long as those who favor it and benefit from it retain the will and capacity to defend it.  The better idea doesn’t have to wind just because it’s a better idea.  It requires great powers to champion it.
------FURTURE

There is a general sense that the end of era  of American pre-eminence , if and when it comes, need not mean the end of the present international order, with its widespread freedom, unprecedented global prosperity and absence of war among the great powers.  As the balance shifts against the US, rising powers like China will continue to live within the framework of the current international system.  If the balance of power shifts in the direction of other nations, the world will change to suite their interests and preferences.  Nor can we assume that all the great powers in a post-American world would agree on the benefits of preserving that present order, or have the capacity to preserve it, even if they wanted to.  If they gain greater relative influence in the future, we will see fewer democratic transitions and more autocrats hanging on to power.  There is little reason to believe that a return to multipolarity in the 21st century would bring greater peace and stability than it has in the past.  The era of American predominance had shown that there is no better recipe for great power peace than certainty about who holds the upper hand.  If and when American power declines, the institutions and norms that American power has supported will decline, too.

QUESTIONS – CRITIAL THINKING

1.  What would happen to the world if the US was not dominating the power?

2. Would any other country step up to fill the US shoes if they were defeated?

3. What about the long peace that has held among the great powers for the better party of six decades, would it survive in a post-American world?

4. What is the debate about the future international order and the role of the US?

CURRENT EVENT

---Syria conflict -----chemical weapons
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Tanya Schuet

Summary Aticle 6

“The New Population Bomb: The Four Megatrends That Will Change the World

Part 11

Urban Sprawl
-The year 2010 will be the first time in history that majorities of the world’s people live in cities rather than in the countryside. 

- Less than 30 % world’s population was Urban in 1950, by 2050 more than 70% will be urban.

-Countries like Asia and Africa are urbanizing rather quickly as employment opportunities shift towards industry service sectors. Many of the low income Cities in these countries already have over one million residents each. Overall, the world’s urban population is expected to grow by 3 billion people by 2050.

-This urbanization may prove destabilizing. Developing countries that urbanize in the twenty-first century will have far lower per capita incomes than did many industrial countries when they first urbanized.

-According to research of Richard Cincotta and other political demographers, countries with younger populations are especially prone to civil unrest and are less able to create or sustain democratic institutions. The more heavily urbanized the more poverty and violence.

-International terrorism might also originate in fast urbanizing developing countries as well.

Defusing the bomb

-Averting this century’s potential dangers will require sweeping measures. Three major global efforts defused the population bomb of Ehrilich’s day: a commitment by governments and nongovernmental organizations to control reproduction rates; agricultural advances, such as the green revolutions and the spread of new technology, and a vast increase in international trade, which globalized markets thus allowed developing countries to export food stuffs in exchange for seeds and fertilization, which helped boost productions.

-Unfortunately, because they ignore current global demographic trends, these views will be obsolete within a few decades. A better approach would be to consider a different three-world order, with a new First World of the aging industrialized nations of North America, Europe, and Asia’s Pacific Rim; Second World comprising fast growing and economically dynamic countries with a healthy mix of young and old; and a Third World of fast growing, very young, and increasingly urbanized countries with poorer economies and often weak governments.

-NATO must also adapt. The alliance today is composed almost entirely of countries with aging, shrinking populations and relatively slow growing economies. Long standing NATO members should, therefore, consider the logistical and demographic advantages of inviting into the alliance countries such as Brazil and Morocco, rather than countries such as Albania

-NATO will have the opportunity to help Afghanistan’s become reasonably stable, self-governing, and prosperous.

Creative Reforms at home

-The aging industrialized countries can also take various steps at home to promote stability in light of the coming demographic trends. For example, having more children is one of them. Correctly managed, population movement can benefit developed and developing countries, alike.

-Countries that embrace immigrants, such as the US, gain economically by having willing laborers and greater entrepreneurial spirit.

-Relocating elder immigrants took their retirements elsewhere along the southern coast of the Mediteranean or Latin America, it would greatly reduce the strain of their home countries. This would provide employment and valuable training to the young, growing populations to the second and third worlds.

-This would require developing residential and medical facilities of first world quality in second and third world countries.

-Never since 1800 has a majority of the worlds economic growth occurred outside of Europe, the US, and Canada. Never have people in those regions been over 60 years old. In addition, never have low-income populations been so young and so urbanized. The strategic and economic policies of the 21st century are obsolete and it is time to find new ones.
