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As the Gipper would say, "Here we go again!"
The price of crude oil and the price of gasoline are dramatically up, and the experts have emerged from their slumber to tell us why this is happening. I am hearing many reasons, all of which I have heard before.

There are experts who justify the gas price hike by claiming Europeans pay more at the pumps than we do. Whatever Europeans pay is of little or no consolation.

We know the logic behind this position is that high price could accelerate the transition to alternative/renewable energy and reduce environmental degradation. However, this argument has been made repeatedly since 1973 and we have not seen any evidence consumers are persuaded by it. In any case, the disparity in income in the United States is wider than in most European countries; a permanent high gas price will immobilize a lot of people nationwide.

Theories

Neoclassical thinkers see market forces at work, and they have always been against government intervention.

The noninterventionist approach is not only pedantic, but ridiculous. After all, is the market not made up of individuals acting in self interest?

It is possible to create artificial scarcity by hoarding or withholding supply. I have to note Adam Smith said the market is composed of individuals aggressively looking out for themselves and acting in their own interest.

I think the president has defied this theory with his decision recently to temporarily halt the deposit of oil to the Strategic Oil Reserve this summer in an attempt to ameliorate frustration. This gesture, however, has since been dismissed as a mere drop in the bucket.

Drilling for oil domestically in controversial areas and investing in alternative sources of energy also have resurfaced.

Some experts said we are too dependent on foreign oil and most of the countries are either politically unstable or do not like us.

We have said the same thing every time we face an energy "crisis."

There are federal energy laws aimed at establishing a renewable energy industrial base in the United States.

The National Renewable Energy Laboratory in Golden, Colo., was formed in response to congressional demand for energy action in 1991.

But the political structure of our government is full of loopholes multi-national corporations take advantage of. It's legalized corruption of sorts.

This is why the right thing never gets done. It's why we talk about alternative sources only when a problem is staring us in the face.

As soon as the situation disappears, it's business as usual.

Any approach aimed at solving our energy problems should be proactive instead of reactive or intermittent. Also, we cannot invest all our time and capital in one energy source, because there is no single energy source that will be a panacea. We need diversification.

Sources

The energy mix of the United States consists of oil, natural gas, coal, nuclear and the renewables. The major sources are oil, natural gas and coal. These sources are not only finite by definition, but they degrade the environment.

Coal, long described as a dirty fuel, is the most abundant. How can we have that much coal and not use it for fuel, even if it is an environmental threat? There are pre-combustion, combustion, post-combustion, and other clean coal technologies. The point we are making is that innovations have continued to increase as part of the effort to curb coal's negative effects.

We cannot afford to destroy the ecosystems from which we derive the goods and services that drive our economy. We must seek innovations and options in our energy production and consumption to cut down on their impact on our planet.

As St. Cloud State student Jeff Reinhart eloquently wrote, "Like the tide receding before the waves of the tsunami, so will public interest be washed along by energy prices and fluctuations in the weather.

"The current call for alternative energy sources mirrors that of the 1973/74 oil crisis, but has an extra element. The increase in extreme weather we have seen in the last few years certainly drives home the message of global warming and climate change, giving an extra push away from a carbon-based economy.

"Like public interest, however, the weather is cyclical. If there is a lull in extreme weather patterns, coupled with lower energy price, the push toward a mixed-energy economy will certainly slow in kind. We must not allow that to happen. Because like the tide receding before the tsunami, it may seem all is well or even better, perhaps. But it is only the groundswell to a much larger wave of events."

This is the opinion of Dr. Anthony I. Akubue, professor, Department of Environmental and Technological Studies, St. Cloud State University

