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THE ESTATE MATRIX  

APPENDIX TWO
DIALOGUE ON CONSERVATION ORGANIZATIONS VIEW OF MainStream Media 

CONTEXT OF THE DIALOGUE
In early 2007 EMR exchanged several emails with Rose Jenkins, a staff member at the Piedmont Environmental Council (PEC).  PEC is a Warrenton, Va.- based Institution that supports conservation and Countryside preservation.  

The exchange of emails with Ms. Jenkins was the catalyst for the exploration of the demise of MainStream Media in Fourth Estate that resulted in THE ESTATE MATRIX.  This document is intended to reopen this prior dialogue in the context of publishing THE ESTATE MATRIX.

On 29 March 2007 EMR sent a note to the President and several members of the staff of the Piedmont Environmental Council (PEC) and to the Executive Director of the Coalition for Smarter Growth (CSG) complementing PEC on the 29 March edition of PEC’s “Top Stories from the Piedmont,” a weekly “news summary” circulated by PEC.  (See End Note One.)
On 12 April 2007 EMR received a thoughtful response from Rose Jenkins at PEC. (See End Note Two.) On 30 April 2007 EMR sent a response to Ms. Jenkins’ 12 April email. This material has been reworded / revised to clarify the original intent and new insights gained from preparing THE ESTATE MATRIX. 

Ms. Jenkins’s 12 April comments are important because:

$ 
PEC, CSG, Virginia Conservation Network, Virginia League of Conservation Voters, Prince William Conservation Alliance and other Organizations provide similar news “services” 

$ 
Ms. Jenkins’ response is a well articulated rendition of conventional wisdom on the topic of conservation Organization’s dissemination of MainStream Media’s coverage of human settlement pattern issues

$ 
Over the past two decades during which The Shape of the Future was written and published and TRILO-G moved toward publication, the biggest obstacles to widespread endorsements of the need for Fundamental Change has come, not from the denizens of Business As Usual but from “friends.”  These “friends” agree on basic issues but dismiss or discount the need for Fundamental Change.  They go along to get along, resulting in an acceleration of the slide toward entropy and do not result in a new, and sustainable trajectory for society.  Reliance on MainStream Media to “reform” is a good example of this wishful thinking, so is getting trapped into counterproductive positions such as the Tysons Tunnel.  See “All Aboard,” 2007 placed in context in Postscript to THE ESTATE MATRIX. 

We believe that in spite of good intentions, the conservation Organization strategy, vis a vis MainStream Media, is counter-productive in the context of their stated goals. These goals include land and natural resource conservation and overarching goal of evolving functional human settlement patterns in the Countryside and in the Urbanside. For these reasons, S/P has refined the response to Ms. Jenkins 12 April 2007 email and prepared a response to her 5 June 2007email.    

NOTES ON MS. JENKINS EMAIL OF 12 APRIL
Presented below are comments that respond to the points Ms. Jenkins raises.  (Ms. Jenkins 12 April 2007 text is presented in italics.)   

Thanks for getting in touch with us, and I'm sorry to be so slow to respond. I don't know if you have heard from others on this subject. 
Thank you for your thoughtful response.  

I did not hear from anyone else.  I am sure that is due to others at PEC and CSG having too much to do and so little time to do it.  In the PROPERTY DYNAMICS program we call this the “Running as Hard as They Can” (RHTC) problem.  

In our post middle-class society, the RHTCs are sandwiched between the bottom half of the economic food chain. Those who are losing ground and the top five percent of the economic totem pole who are happy as clams.

Time deprivation severely limits what conservation Institutions can do to educate RHTCs as well as the attention RHTCs can devote to understanding critical issues impacting the shape of the future.  As you may know, we have had useful dialogue about this issue with Ms. Andrea McGimsey and others involved in PEC efforts.

Right now, we don't offer more editorial comment with the Piedmont News for a couple of reasons.
One, I clip the news but I am not able to offer authoritative comment on such a wide variety of issues. I would have to consult with my colleagues, with their varied expertise, every morning in order to do so, which would make producing the news clips far more time consuming and also a burden on other staff. 

Everyone concerned with achieving a sustainable trajectory for civilization based on functional settlement patterns has more to do than they can handle – in this context, we are almost all RHTCs.

The other reason is that I feel that many of our subscribers may actually value the service as a fairly objective (emphasis added) connection to the news, without bossy environmentalists trying to tell them what to think. Of course, it's not completely objective in that we select the issues we consider to be worth knowing about, and from among those we prioritize our "top stories" -- often stories that specifically feature PEC's work. 
We suggest that the second sentence negates the validity of the first. Few would assume that a PEC publication is “neutral” or “unbiased.” Most would expect that every PEC publication attempts to put the environment’s best foot forward. Our original email suggested that is NOT what results from publishing links to and leads from unvarnished MainStream Media articles. 

I do try to correct egregious errors such as those in Cheryl Chumley's recent article in the FTD. 
Your corrections of Ms. Chumley were well stated. Ms. Chumley’s reporting on every topic we have noted puts in jeopardy any argument that the Fauquier Times Democrat (FTD) reporting is “unbiased.” Ms. Chumley apparently agrees to cover only stories where her set of prejudices can be given a full airing. (Ms. Chumley no longer works for FTD and this is real plus for conservation and the Greater Warrenton - Fauquier Community.) 

In the last few years, PEC has invested aggressively in media outreach and with good results: our knowledge and our perspective are increasingly reported in the mainstream news on the issues we cover. 
In MainStream Media, PEC views are reported as one side (or part of one side) of the HE SAID / SHE SAID JOURNALISM.  HE SAID / SHE SAID JOURNALISM (aka, Pseudo Balanced Journalism) has come to dominate most of the MainStream Media coverage of human settlement pattern issues because of the contextual reality we explore in THE ESTATE MATRIX.

I feel that influencing the news as reported is a more effective way for us to communicate with the public than trying to get people to take our word as their authority of choice. 
The question is: How to constructively “influence” the MainStream Media.  

We have noted several approaches that PEC takes. The Clarion is one, The Piedmont View is another, press releases are a third, special studies are a fourth. S/P has been exploring the initiation of a new self-supporting community media outlet and there are many other avenues to achieve your objective. Our comments were only directed to the “Top Stories....” publication. 

The mainstream media, in my view, has an important responsibility in our society: to report truthfully on matters that people need to know about. 

Well put! They do have a “responsibility.” I am sure I used those very words three and four decades ago.  

However, as we point out in THE ESTATE MATRIX, MainStream Media no longer has the ability to shoulder their responsibility in a democracy with Enterprise ownership of media and an economy driven by Mass OverConsumption.

Of course, they don't do it perfectly. They never have or will operate as they ideally should. 

You may be too young to recall that in times past, MainStream Media did a much better job than they do now. Examination of this reality is the reason we published THE ESTATE MATRIX and why we will soon publish TRILO-G.

But speaking personally, it distresses me that it's so common for people to give up on journalists, to write off the whole kit and kaboodle as untrustworthy to report anything approaching the accurate and even-handed truth. 
By and large “journalists” who work for MainStream Media have no choice but to do what they are doing in the current context – if they want to keep their jobs.

By subscribing to the idea that all news is and will be biased, we fail to hold journalists to the important ideal of their profession. 
How does any Organization (or citizens in general) “hold journalists” – and MainStream Media – to the important ideals of their profession if no one is willing to pay them to do it?

Thus, I think that it is a more worthy goal for PEC to try to get reporters to report well than to discredit their work and correct their mistakes. 
Clearly that is right but how is it accomplished within the current economic reality spelled out in THE ESTATE MATRIX?  One way would be to expand the approach you took in editing “Top Stories...” for 29 March.

Thank you for the thoughtful e-mail and I hope that you'll continue to be in touch. 
After you have read THE ESTATE MATRIX we look forward to your further thoughts.

JOEL GARREAU ON BEES
Having received no response from Ms. Jenkins to the 30 April email by early June, EMR forwarded to her an email to WaPo Editor and Reporter, Joel Garreau.  Our note to Garreau responded to a story by Joel and stated our view of the role of MainStream Media.  We also called Mr. Jenkins’ attention to the fact that a response had not been received from our earlier email. (See End Note Three.)
The following is a corrected /edited version of the Garreau email. A revised version of these thoughts is included in PART III of THE ESTATE MATRIX.  

Dear Joel:

A fun story Friday on bees! 

When citizens find out the real story on Colony Collapse Disorder it will not be funny. 

This is another example of the Billions being spent to put off understanding reality. The most significant “investments” in the future are:

$ 
Sponsored science 

$ 
Masquerade research 

$ 
Agenda think tanks 

$ 
Deceptive advertising

$ 
Institutional image ads

$ 
Special interest lobbying, and 

$ 
Political contributions

These categories make up the “venture capital” of Mass OverConsumption. It worked for tobacco, cotton, sugar and corn. It is now working for Autonomobiles, petroleum, big grid energy and other exponents of Mass OverConsumption. The myths and illusions that this “investment” buys obfuscate reality concerning every aspect of Business-As-Usual. Even the meaning of reality is muddled and in dispute. 

The Business-As-Usual “investments” promote growth, consumption and short-term profit at the expense of general prosperity, conservation, happiness and safety of citizens. They add up to an unsustainable trajectory for civilization. 

No one has time or money to constructively address the Mobility and Access Crisis, the Affordable and Accessible Housing Crisis or the Helter Skelter Crisis – all caused by dysfunctional human settlement patterns. 

The problem is not painfully clear with respect to politics as usual in the “war on terrorism” or creating a habitable Gulf Coast, it is a major element of food insecurity, spread of infectious diseases, illegal immigration, energy insecurity, imbalance of payments, Climate Change, depletion of fresh water supplies and marine resources, especially marine mammals, frogs and now bees.

On honey bees, a 21st century Rachel is not going to find the answer and catalyze an intelligent response by looking out her picture window and writing a book. 

If one thinks that a USDA official will find the answer, let me introduce you to Richard Raymond, Undersecretary for Agriculture for Food Safety who was recently quoted in WaPo that the US of A imports no meat, poultry or egg products from China. Statements by big enterprises and big Agencies are the Brooklyn Bridge of 21st century unbelievability. 

MainStream Media has been reduced to He Said / She Said Reporting and amusing observation agglomerations by the need to not upset advertisers. The sponsored science, masquerade research, agenda think tank reports and talking heads, special interest lobbying and political contributions are reflected directly and indirectly in the He Said / She Said “balanced” stories. The deceptive advertising – especially the image ads – end up directly in the media bottom line. We will cite examples in our Backgrounder “The Problems with Cars.” 

With that said, I was surprised that your buddies (Bill, Barry and Bill) did not come up with a more powerful Colony Collapse Disorder analogy. 

How about humans and their Autonomobiles? 

Humans, at an accelerating rate, are using Autonomobiles to escape and abandon: 

$ 
Households, families, extended families, and 

$ 
All manner of community responsibilities -- communities with a small “c.” 

In particular, they are abandoning the Alpha components of functional and sustainable human settlement patterns – the Dooryards, Clusters, Neighborhoods, Villages, Communities and New Urban Regions that make up the organic structure of contemporary civilization. 

Jared Diamond might have had some observations on the issue. 

Keep up the good work. Abandon the rest, no one can do it all. 

EMR 

FURTHER WORD FROM MS. JENKINS
Ms. Jenkins responded to the forward of the Garreau email on 5 June.  End Note Four reproduces her response.
From her response it was clear that Ms. Jenkins’ intent was to avoid any discussion of MainStream Media in contemporary society or its impact on efforts to conserve the Countryside or make the Urbanside more functional.  These issues were the central focus in our response of 30 April and our note to Joel Garreau.  

At this point it appeared, for reasons that are articulated in the much delayed response below, that a new approach was necessary.  The result of this effort is the Backgrounder THE ESTATE MATRIX.  THE ESTATE MATRIX will become a primary Backgrounder supporting Chapter Six of BRIDGES, the second book of TRILO-G, forthcoming.

RESPONSE TO MS. JENKINS
On 21 December 2007 EMR Responded to Ms. Jenkins via E-Mail See End Note Five for copy of e-mail.  E-mail and attachment reproduced below: 
21 December 2007 E-mail to Ms. Jenkins:

Thank you for your 5 June response to our 30 April message prompted by the forward of the 4 June email to Joel Garreau. It was clear from your response that your intent was to avoid discussion of MainStream Media in contemporary society as well as MainStream Media’s impact on efforts to conserve the Countryside. These issues were the central focus in our response to you of 30 April and our 4 June note to Joel Garreau.  

At this point it appeared, for reasons that are articulated in our response to your 5 June email attached, that a new approach was necessary. The result of this new approach is the Backgrounder THE ESTATES MATRIX which is being presented in four columns at www.baconsrebellion.com. PART I AND PART II are up at the website and PART III is scheduled to appear on 27 December. 

THE ESTATES MATRIX, as noted in PART I, presents a new Conceptual Framework for considering conservation strategies. It turns out there are other uses that will be noted in PART IV. Once we saw that The Estates Matrix had wider applications than just understanding MainStream Media and conservation, we expanded it to include aspects beyond Fundamental Change in governance structure to include management of society in general. 

THE ESTATES MATRIX will be a primary Backgrounder supporting Chapter Six of BRIDGES, the second book of TRILO-G, forthcoming.  Based on the positive feedback and suggestions we have received on THE ESTATES MATRIX we plan to further expand The Estates Matrix after TRILO-G is completed.  

Because your comments were instrumental in our pursuit of this issue and because we intend to include our dialogue as APPENDIX TWO of the Backgrounder, we have attached a response to your 5 June e-mail. The lapse between 5 June and 20 December is due to the time required to research and prepare the Backgrounder.

We hear more and more complaints about there being only one print media outlet in Greater Warrenton-Fauquier. The current weekly supports any activity that may increase ad revenue regardless of location or impact of the use. Adding another Enterprise media outlet will help, but not much. This may present an opportunity for your Institution to help foster a real alternative for the dissemination of information citizens need to make intelligent decisions in the voting booth and in the marketplace.   

We look forward to your thoughts if you choose to provide further insights.

Season’s Best

EMR

............

NOTES ON MS. Jenkins’s EMAIL OF 5 JUNE
Ms. Jenkins comments are in italics.  

**(WordPerfect automatically corrected some spelling from the version set forth in End Note Four.)

Mr. Risse,

Thanks for the follow-up. I did, in fact, overlook your email on April 30 so I'm glad that you called my attention to it. 
You are welcome.  However, I did expect that you would comment on our perceptions of MainStream Media and its role in achieving PEC’s goals.

I'd be interested to hear what you think of the CSG clips which do offer more commentary and also frequently search through the articles more selectively in order to excerpt quotes or facts they are most interested in passing on. I will send you an issue of the clips from CSG. It's worth noting that for the time being, these clips are circulated only internally among CSG's own staff. 

Until recently we received these clips.  We seem to have been dropped from the circulation list. We now we just receive fund-raising requests from CSG.  As we recall, some of the notes were a step in the right direction, as were yours as we noted in our congratulatory email of 29 March.  

I have occasionally had some reservations about the merits of this increased complexity. Long blocks of commentary can be daunting to a reader and clips with abrupt beginnings or missing transitions can be hard to parse. (Of course, a great deal depends on the audience one is clipping for: insider staff or a more general audience). 
Until every citizen has a far better understanding of human settlement patterns, there can be little progress. That is why the confusing Vocabulary and the “HE SAID, SHE SAID Journalism” of MainStream Media that we profile in PART III of THE ESTATES MATRIX is so damaging.

However, in looking over the most recent issue of the CSG clips, I found that these concerns did not apply. Most comments were short and simple and the clips were mostly undoctored excerpts from the original (usually the beginning of the article). Are the CSG clips delivering something closer to the type of news service that you're calling for? 
By complementing your efforts noted in our 29 March email we had hoped to encourage more proactive efforts on the part of PEC. As noted above, what we recall of the notes in the clips was a modest, but positive, move.

This leads me to the first of a few points: 

1. What do people want to get -- simple access to the news or news with commentary? I have tended toward providing simple access to the news. 
This raises the question of what is “news”? We define “news” in THE ESTATES MATRIX as the information citizens need to make intelligent decisions in the voting booth and in the marketplace. That is not what they get from MainStream Media for reasons that we spell out in THE ESTATES MATRIX.

There is a fundamental difference between what citizens think they “want” based on their existing understanding of their self-interest and what they would want to know if they understood the negative impact of continuing to act on faulty information.

My sense is that our subscribers prefer that service to a service that imposes our point of view, instructing them what to think. 

It is not your “view” vs someone else’s “view.” It is reality vs Second Estate spin and “He Said, She Said Journalism.”

THE ESTATES MATRIX provides a Conceptual Framework that can be used to clarify the function of Third Estate (Institutional) communications. PEC is the leading conservation Institution in the Northern Piedmont. PEC has set itself up to shoulder obligations far beyond repeating and referencing the views of MainStream Media Enterprises.

This can be off-putting--and worse, in my opinion, plays into the growing sense in our society that all news is biased and the best you can do is pick your favorite biased source. 

“Off-putting” only to those comfortable with their own ignorance.

Again, THE ESTATES MATRIX makes clear that MainStream Media is speaking for the Enterprises that own and pay for its existence. It has no choice. The question is what will Institutions like PEC and Citizens (individuals and Households) do about the provision of information necessary to make intelligent decision in the voting booth and in the market?

For what it's worth, the Piedmont News has been well-received. We've had very few unsubscribes and a constantly rising rate of subscription -- which suggests that people do appreciate simple access to media news.
The Piedmont News is presented in an attractive format and does not offend. I find Piedmont News useful and would not unsubscribe but that is not a useful way to judge effectiveness of a free publication. One catches more flies with honey than with vinegar.  However, not many meet their goals by collecting flies. 
It would be interesting to know the percentage of Households that subscribe to Piedmont News in each of the PEC jurisdictions? How many of them are RHTCs? How many are already committed to some level of conservation?
What PEC gets out of this is the opportunity to highlight important issues, correct egregious errors, call attention to our own work and bring people into our network. 
There is a huge gulf between what people think they want and what they need.

Perhaps we were anticipating too much from an expansion of the comments in Piedmont News which was the thrust of our 29 March note. However, in light of what we discovered about MainStream Media and the current status of The Fourth Estate in the context of THE ESTATES MATRIX a comprehensive revision may be in order. 

2. Our experience with the media has not been strongly negative -- as your assessment suggests that it would be. In fact, we've seen some quite helpful coverage of issues that we work on. 

In what way is “He Said, She Said Journalism” helpful? Conservation interests get their view our but the anti-conservation perspective (“growth is good,” “growth raises all boats,” etc.) is given equal weight. Francesca Grifo of the Union of Concerned Scientists described this issue in the context of MainStream Media’s approach to Science as follows:

“With the media, there’s this notion of needing to provide a balance perspective. That’s no necessarily a bad thing, but as some point, the preponderance of opinions and evidence falls on one side. At that point, it becomes a disservice to the public to resurrect the one scientist out of 800 who feels a certain way on an issue.”  

We provide examples of this with respect to mine safety, food security, etc. THE ESTATES MATRIX also documents why MainStream Media now, as opposed to 50 years ago, has no alternative but to continue to push both perspectives.  

Yes, we have been troubled by a few extremely biased reporters who use their papers as a forum for attack. And, yes, developers, car companies and other moneyed forces have more influence than they should. 
We agree that these problems exist. The question is: What is PEC’s best course of action?

But on balance, I think that the media has not wholly lost its ability to do its job and -- thanks in part to skillful outreach on our part -- is often actually doing it. Why discard all use for the media at a point when our outreach is actually resulting in useful stories we want people to hear? 

“... “not wholly lost its ability to do its job” is, we contend, far too optimistic under the current circumstances as documented in THE ESTATES MATRIX. 

If we can take this discussion outside the realm of the theoretical and you analyze an actual issue of the PNews, could you demonstrate that these articles are hurting our cause more than they're helping it? 
There is nothing “theoretical” about the current status of the MainStream Media.  

It was at this point in review of your 5 June e-mail that we realized that we needed to start over. We are not in the business of critiquing the work of this or that conservation Institution. Because of your comments – which apparently reflect a widely held view of conservation Institution staff’s – we started down the path that produced THE ESTATE MATRIX. 

We have previously addressed the current state of conservation initiatives (“Quantification of Land Resources and the Impact on Land Conservation Efforts.” – 28 August 2006.  This perspective will be expanded in a forthcoming Backgrounder “The Use and Management of Land”) and in this context “the problem” is that the current path of conservation Institutions is a win-some-lose-some march to entropy.

Land conservation goals need to start with a rational allocation of 5% Urban, 95% nonurban land use.

Within 100 to 150 miles of the Centroids of the 68 largest New Urban Regions in the US of A, the current conservation strategies and actions are resulting in a dysfunctional scatteration of urban land uses. The result is a 50% urban and 50% nonurban distribution of land uses with vast areas taken up by urban dwellings on large and very large lots.  This should not be a glass half empty, glass half full discussion, it is a how do conservation Institutions secure a sustainable 5% / 95% ratio?  

3. As you point out, we are regularly supplementing these media clips with our own version of the news -- most directly through Clarions. PNews is only one element of a larger communications strategy. 

Rose 
Where to from here?

If the goal is Countryside protection / enhancement and Urbanside functionality then Fundamental Change is needed.

As we noted earlier in our correspondence, those concerned with fund raising may say that coming down hard on MainStream Media will scare away key conservation Institution funders. That may be true but if it is, then it is an indication of the deplorable state of understanding among those relied on to support conservation Institutions.

As we note in a prior email, for months we had been trying to find time to alert you to the fact that in its old format, Piedmont News plays into the hands of Business As Usual via MainStream Media. In our email we suggested that you expand what you started on 29 March. This tactic puts the news in the context of your perspective and includes quotes and snips where they are correct and support Fundamental Change.

Society is heading for Entropy fast enough without PEC, CSG and others helping by spreading the MainStream Media view of reality.

EMR

END NOTES 
End Note One
From: SPIRISSE@aol.com [mailto:SPIRISSE@aol.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2007 11:02 AM
To: cmiller@pecva.org; jdegive@pecva.org; dlarson@pecva.org; stewart@smartergrowth.net; rjenkins@pecva.org
Cc: SPIRISSE@aol.com
Subject: Re: Top Stories from the Piedmont News 

Dear Chris, Jolly, Doug, Stewart: 
Congratulations on the latest "Top Stories ..." 
For months I have been trying to find time to alert you to the fact that in its old format, "Top Stories ..." (and Stewart's news links) played right into the hands of Business-As-Usual via MainStream Media. 
By printing the quotes directly from the media, you continued to perpetuate the use of confusing language and when someone clicks on the link they get the "he-said / she-said" version of reality spread by MainStream Media. 
I checked the last three issues to make sure I had not missed something but the one that just arrived is the first that includes an editorial comment that I have seen. If I missed earlier examples, chalk it up to having too much on our agenda. So many problems, so little time. 
I suggest you expand this to put the news in your perspective and include the quotes where they are correct and support Fundamental Change. 
Society is heading for Entropy fast enough without PEC, CSG and others helping by spreading the MainStream Media view of reality. 
Keep up the good work...

EMR

E M Risse, Principal
SYNERGY/Planning, Inc.

End Note Two
	Subj:
	RE: Top Stories from the Piedmont News 


	Date:

	4/12/2007 1:28:38 PM Eastern Daylight Time


	From:

	rjenkins@pecva.org


	To:

	SPIRISSE@aol.com, cmiller@pecva.org, jdegive@pecva.org, dlarson@pecva.org, stewart@smartergrowth.net


	CC:

	rlazaro@pecva.org, mdehart@pecva.org


	Sent from the Internet (Details)



Dear Mr. Risse: 
Thanks for getting in touch with us, and I'm sorry to be so slow to respond. I don't know if you have heard from others on this subject. Right now, we don't offer more editorial comment with the Piedmont News for a couple of reasons. 

One, I clip the news but I am not able to offer authoritative comment on such a wide variety of issues. I would have to consult with my colleagues, with their varied expertise, every morning in order to do so, which would make producing the news clips far more time consuming and also a burden on other staff. 

The other reason is that I feel that many of our subscribers may actually value the service as a fairly objective connection to the news, without bossy environmentalists trying to tell them what to think. Of course, it's not completely objective in that we select the issues we consider to be worth knowing about, and from among those we prioritize our "top stories"--often stories that specifically feature PEC's work. I do try to correct egregious errors such as those in Cheryl Chumley's recent article in the FTD. 

In the last few years, PEC has invested aggressively in media outreach and with good results: our knowledge and our perspective are increasingly reported in the mainstream news on the issues we cover. I feel that influencing the news as reported is a more effective way for us to communicate with the public than trying to get people to take our word as their authority of choice. 
The mainstream media, in my view, has an important responsibility in our society: to report truthfully on matters that people need to know about. Of course, they don't do it perfectly. They never have or will operate as they ideally should. But speaking personally, it distresses me that it's so common for people to give up on journalists, to write off the whole kit and kaboodle as untrustworthy to report anything approaching the accurate and even-handed truth. By subscribing to the idea that all news is and will be biased, we fail to hold journalists to the important ideal of their profession. 
Thus, I think that it is a more worthy goal for PEC to try to get reporters to report well than to discredit their work and correct their mistakes. 

Thank you for the thoughtful e-mail and I hope that you'll continue to be in touch. 

Rose 

Rose Jenkins 
Piedmont Environmental Council 
Communications Specialist 
rjenkins@pecva.org 
434-977-2033 (office) 
540-717-5605 (cell)
End Note Three
Dear Ms. Jenkins: 

I have not yet heard from you in response to our e-mail of 30 April, although I have heard from others who have reviewed the material on the media. 

In the meantime, I thought you might be interested in a note to our old friend Joel Garreau on a related topic. 
Keep up the good work...

EMR

E M Risse, Principal
SYNERGY/Planning, Inc.

SYNERGY/Planning, Inc. profile
www.synergyplanninginc.com 

Columns, Backgrounders and Special Reports @
http://www.baconsrebellion.com

Comments and Thoughts @
http://www.baconsrebellion.blogspot.com 

spirisse@aol.com
Voice (540) 351-1701

124 Derby Way, Suite 100
Warrenton, VA 20186-3031



Forwarded Message: 

	Subj:

	Bees and More 


	Date:

	6/4/2007 11:14:44 AM Eastern Daylight Time


	From:

	SPIRISSE


	To:

	garreauj@washpost.com


	CC:

	SPIRISSE



Dear Joel: 

A fun story Friday on bees! 
When citizens find out the real story on Colony Collapse Disorder it will not be funny. 
This is another example of the Billions being spent to put off understanding reality. The most significant “investments” are in sponsored science, masquerade research, agenda think tanks, deceptive advertising, institutional image ads, special interest lobbying and political contributions. 
These categories make up the “venture capital” of Mass OverConsumption. It worked for tobacco and is now working for cars and energy. The myths and illusions that this money buys obfuscate reality concerning every aspect of Business-As-Usual. Even the meaning of reality is muddled and in dispute. 
The Business-As-Usual “investments” promote growth, consumption and short-term profit at the expense of general prosperity, conservation, happiness and safety of citizens. They add up to an unsustainable trajectory for civilization. 
No one has time or money for addressing the Mobility and Access Crisis, the Affordable and Accessible Housing Crisis or the Helter Skelter Crisis – dysfunctional human settlement patterns. 
It is not just the politics-as-usual with respect to the war on terrorism or creating a habitable Gulf Coast, it is food security, infectious diseases, immigration, energy supplies, balance of payments, climate change, marine mammals, frogs and now bees. 
On honey bees, a 21st century Rachel is not going to find the answer and catalyze an intelligent response by looking out her picture window and writing a book. If one thinks that a USDA official will find the answer, let me introduce you to Richard Raymond, Undersecretary for Agriculture for Food Safety who says that the US of A imports no meat, poultry or egg products from China. Statements by big enterprises and big agencies are the Brooklyn Bridge of 21st century believability. 
MainStream Media is reduced to He Said / She Said Reporting and amusing observation agglomerations. The sponsored science, masquerade research, agenda think tank's reports and talking heads, special interest lobbying and political contributions are reflected directly and indirectly in the He Said / She Said “balanced” stories. The deceptive advertising – especially the image ads – end up directly in the media bottom line. We will cite examples in our next column on “The Problems with Cars.” 
That said, I was surprised that your buddies (Bill, Barry and Bill) did not come up with a more powerful Colony Collapse Disorder analogy. How about humans and their Autonomobiles. 
Humans, at an accelerating rate, are using Autonomobiles to escape and abandon: Households, families, extended families, and all manner of community responsibilities -- communities with a small “c.” In particular they are abandoning the Alpha components of functional and sustainable human settlement patterns – the Dooryards, Clusters, Neighborhoods, Villages, Communities and New Urban Regions that make up the organic structure of contemporary civilization. 
Jared Diamond might have had some observations on the issue. 
Sorry this is so long, I have a lot to get done today. 
Keep up the good work. Abandon the rest, no one can do it all. 
EMR 
E M Risse, Principal
SYNERGY/Planning, Inc.

SYNERGY/Planning, Inc. profile
www.synergyplanninginc.com 

Columns, Backgrounders and Special Reports @
http://www.baconsrebellion.com

Comments and Thoughts @
http://www.baconsrebellion.blogspot.com 

spirisse@aol.com
Voice (540) 351-1701

124 Derby Way, Suite 100
Warrenton, VA 20186-3031

End Note Four
Mr. Risse, 
Thanks for the followup. I did, in fact, overlook your email on April 30 so I'm glad that you called my attention to it. 

I'd be interested to hear what you think of the CSG clips which do offer more commentary and also frequently search through the articles more selectively in order to exerpt quotes or facts they are most interested in passing on. I will send you an issue of the clips from CSG. It's worth noting that for the time being, these clips are circulated only internally among CSG's own staff. 

I have occassionally had some reservations about the merits of this increased complexity. Long blocks of commentary can be daunting to a reader and clips with abrupt beginnnings or missing transitions can be hard to parse. (Of course, a great deal depends on the audience one is clipping for: insider staff or a more general audience). However, in looking over the most recent issue of the CSG clips, I found that these concerns did not apply. Most comments were short and simple and the clips were mostly undoctored excerpts from the original (usually the beginning of the article). Are the CSG clips delivering something closer to the type of news service that you're calling for? 
This leads me to the first of a few points: 
1. What do people want to get--simple access to the news or news with commentary? I have tended toward providing simple access to the news. My sense is that our subscribers prefer that service to a service that imposes our point of view, instructing them what to think. This can be off-putting--and worse, in my opinion, plays into the growing sense in our society that all news is biased and the best you can do is pick your favorite biased source. 

For what it's worth, the Piedmont News has been well-recieved. We've had very few unsubscribes and a constantly rising rate of subscription--which suggests that people do appreciate simple access to media news. What PEC gets out of this is the opportunity to highlight important issues, correct egregious errors, call attention to our own work and bring people into our network. 

2. Our experience with the media has not been strongly negative--as your assessment suggests that it would be. In fact, we've seen some quite helpful coverage of issues that we work on. Yes, we have been troubled by a few extremely biased reporters who use their papers as a forum for attack. And, yes, developers, car companies and other moneyed forces have more influence than they should. But on balance, I think that the media has not wholly lost its ability to do its job and--thanks in part to skillful outreach on our part--is often actually doing it. Why discard all use for the media at a point when our outreach is actually resulting in useful stories we want people to hear? 
If we can take this discussion outside the realm of the theoretical and you analyze an actual issue of the PNews, could you demonstrate that these articles are hurting our cause more than they're helping it? 
3. As you point out, we are regularly supplementing these media clips with our own version of the news--most directly through Clarions. PNews is only one element of a larger communications strategy. 
Rose 
Rose Jenkins 

Piedmont Environmental Council 
Communications Specialist 
rjenkins@pecva.org 
434-977-2033 (office) 
540-717-5605 (cell) 
End Note Five
Dear Ms. Jenkins:
 

Thank you for your 5 June response to our 30 April message prompted by the forward of the 4 June email to Joel Garreau.  It was clear from your response that your intent was to avoid discussion of MainStream Media in contemporary society as well as MainStream Media’s impact on efforts to conserve the Countryside.  These issues were the central focus in our response to you of 30 April and our 4 June note to Joel Garreau.  
 

At this point it appeared, for reasons that are articulated in our response to your 5 June email attached, that a new approach was necessary.  The result of this new approach is the Backgrounder THE ESTATES MATRIX which is being presented in four columns at www.baconsrebellion.com   PART I AND PART II are up at the website and PART III is scheduled to appear on 27 December. 
 

THE ESTATES MATRIX, as noted in PART I, presents a new Conceptual Framework for considering conservation strategies.  It turns out there are other uses that will be noted in PART IV.  Once we saw that The Estates Matrix had wider applications than just understanding MainStream Media and conservation, we expanded it to include aspects beyond Fundamental Change in governance structure to include management of society in general. 
 

THE ESTATES MATRIX will be a primary Backgrounder supporting Chapter Six of BRIDGES, the second book of TRILO-G, forthcoming.  Based on the positive feedback and suggestions we have received on THE ESTATES MATRIX we plan to further expand The Estates Matrix after TRILO-G is completed.  

Because your comments were instrumental in our pursuit of this issue and because we intend to include our dialogue as APPENDIX TWO of the Backgrounder, we have attached a response to your 5 June e-mail.  The lapse between 5 June and 20 December is due to the time required to research and prepare the Backgrounder.

 

We hear more and more complaints about there being only one print media outlet in Greater Warrenton-Fauquier.  The current weekly supports any activity that may increase ad revenue regardless of location or impact of the use.  Adding another Enterprise media outlet will help, but not much.  This may present an opportunity for your Institution to help foster a real alternative for the dissemination of information citizens need to make intelligent decisions in the voting booth and in the marketplace.   

 

We look forward to your thoughts if you choose to provide further insights.

 

Season’s Best / EMR
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