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      MILLENNIUM FEVER


      COUNTDOWN 2000


      It’s January 1, 2000. The world has just celebrated the greatest New Year’s Eve party in recorded history. Even cultures that

         follow a different calendar were reveling in the streets. They were celebrating in Tokyo, Shanghai, Delhi, and Mombasa. But

         unlike New Year’s parties of the past, they didn’t wait till December thirty-first to hit the streets. The party had been

         going full blast since Christmas. The entire world had been psyching itself up for this blowout since 1995—when the symptoms

         of Millennium Fever were first diagnosed.

      


      Almost no one has escaped the fever (a global anxiety, a mix of dread and hope). But the fever breaks on January 1, 2000.

         The party’s over. The most highly touted predictions have not come to pass.

      


      THE DOOMSDAY SCHOOL


      Since 1995, the momentum of religious fanaticism has carried its fears into all kinds of unexpected places. Many people who

         seemed sober and rational have joined ranks with the prophets of doom preaching the end of the world. No segment of society

         has escaped. You know them yourself; friends, family, scientists, teachers, business leaders, politicians—all have become

         fervent Armageddonites.

      


      But the people caught up in this aren’t necessarily all religious fanatics. When you look at the events going on in the world

         around you on January 1, 2000, you can see there is good reason to fear.

      


      The civil war in Russia that began in earnest in 1994 rages throughout the former Soviet Union. Europe has moved from recession

         to depression, inflaming widespread racism against immigrants. There is saber rattling from Germany as the war in the Balkans

         spills over its borders. Islamic anti-imperialism has jelled into a mass movement—a holy war, a crusade against the West.

      


      Africa is being decimated by a new plague far more infectious than AIDS, fueling a mass exodus of people with nowhere to go.

         Inner-city America is at the boiling point and has already exploded into half a dozen wild rampages.

      


      The American educational system is disintegrating, putting millions of unsupervised juveniles on the streets. Within the increasingly

         hard-pressed university systems, students are again in revolt—this time against a futureless future and an irrelevant curriculum.

      


      The corporate downsizing trend of the nineties has worked its way into government and millions more are jobless.


      But even with an increase in nuclear terrorism and nuclear accidents, the world has not come to an end; nor has the great

         cosmic collision occurred. The world has not gone down in flames or up in smoke.

      


      Armageddon hasn’t happened. But neither has the Age of Aquarius.


      I SURVIVED 2000


      Millennium Fever has not been all gloom and doom. Ever since Woodstock 1969, when the seeds of the New Age trend were sown,

         eager enthusiasts have been scanning the papers and consulting the stars, convinced that the spiritual New Age of Aquarius,

         a 2,160-year era of peace, wisdom, and group effort would soon prevail.

      


      The papers on January 1, 2000, make it clear that it hasn’t yet.


      But just as Armageddonites can justify their fears by events, so Aquarians can justify their hopes by a mood. There is a strange

         elation threading through the chaos and disruption all over the world. The first signs of the renaissance that will shape

         the new millennium are unmistakable.

      


      You watch destiny unfold even as society unravels.


      The year 2000 marks the end of the Industrial Age—which does not lead to a postindustrial age (business as usual with fancier

         technology); it leads to the Global Age. The predicted paradigm of new thought has become a reality. The doctrines of the

         Industrial Age are being replaced by a Globalnomic philosophy. The trend is in its early growth stage.

      


      What has changed are ideas. When ideas change, everything changes.

      


      The study and practice of ancient wisdom and values have become a matter of passionate world interest as new discoveries bear

         out the truth of old legends. Medicine has incorporated alternative therapies on a massive scale, fusing the magic of the

         past with the science of the present. Forward-thinking businesses are no longer purely profit-driven; they are practicing

         a new form of compassionate capitalism. The profound search for the spiritual is producing a religious revival. From families

         to fashion, from food to sex, the flower power of sixties thought is bearing fruit in 2000.

      


      EXTREMISM AT THE CENTER—THE LUNATIC MIDDLE


      At both extremes, the “lunatic fringe” presents plausible scenarios. With good reasons to fear and good reasons to hope, there

         is every reason for confusion. To make matters worse, ever since Millennium Fever was first identified back in 1995, there

         has been a counter campaign to discredit the diagnosis. Special interests, intent upon preserving the intellectual, political,

         and economic status quo that shaped the Industrial Age, dismissed Millennium Fever as a figment of inflamed public imagination.

      


      Business leaders, politicians, a corps of academic “experts,” and scientists, with astronomers at the forefront, have insisted

         that the millennium has no meaning. It is just a number applied to a date. Sociologists and psychologists (feverishly) attribute

         the fever to mass hysteria, or media-induced suggestion. They claim that an unsuspecting and naïve public is being manipulated

         by irresponsible commercial interests.

      


      On television, in the papers, over the Internet, they advertise a wonder drug to cure the insidious but imaginary virus responsible

         for the fever. They call it “Reason.”

      


      Get Reason shots and immunize yourself. Apply Reason and you will see that underneath the emotional turmoil and obvious change,

         it is still business as usual. Progress marches on. Sure there is war, poverty, pollution, famine, and crime; there has always

         been. These are the growing pains of progress. It is a price that has to be paid.

      


      As the world wakes up on January 1, 2000, it is increasingly clear that the call to reason is coming from the lunatic middle.

         Everything has changed. The fever is real.

      


      Both Cassandra and Pollyanna, in their own ways, have been in tune with the times; it was Miss America who was out of sync.


      THE TREND TRACKERS GUIDE TO THE MILLENNIUM


      This book is intended to guide you through the times to come: out of the twentieth century and into the first decades of the

         new millennium. Though we are certain the United States, along with the rest of the world, will be going through increasingly

         troubled times in the immediate future, this is emphatically not a gloom-and-doom book. There is light at the end of the tunnel.

         Powerful positive countertrends are already surfacing and visible, or more often, still hidden but bubbling beneath the surface.

         There is a very real global Renaissance in store. It is the unrecognized clash between the disruptive forces of the dying

         Industrial Age and the subtler constructive forces of the renaissance to come that produce the ferment we call Millennium

         Fever.

      


      But you don’t have to be consumed by the fever. You don’t have to feel betrayed and confused. It is possible to understand

         Millennium Fever for what it is. It is also possible to determine and act upon the trends that are shaping today, and that

         will shape the new millennium. With this knowledge, you can position yourself to survive the coming chaos intact, to avoid

         the worst dangers and to take advantage of the many foreseeable opportunities arising.

      


      By taking to heart the picture that will be drawn in these pages, you will be in a position to ride out the tempest, to prosper

         within it, both materially and spiritually, and finally to participate in the exhilaration of Millennium Fever without succumbing

         to it.
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      THE MEANING OF THE MILLENNIUM


      A NEW AGE


      The turn of a century is a time to celebrate, think back, look ahead, make predictions, and issue pronouncements.


      The Century is dead; long live the Century! … The lights flashed, crowds sang, the sirens of craft in the harbor screeched

         and roared, bells pealed, bombs thundered, rockets blazed skyward, and the new century made its triumphant entry.…

      


      Tonight when the clock strikes twelve, the present century will have come to an end. We look back upon it as a cycle of time

         within which the achievements in science and in civilization are not less than marvelous.

      


      The advance of the human race during the past one hundred years has not been equalled by the progress of man within any of

         the preceding ages.

      


      The possibilities of the future for mankind are the subjects of hope and imagination.…


      On this occasion, which is one of solemnity, I express the earnest wish that the rights of the individual man shall continue

         to be regarded as sacred, and that the crowning glory of the coming century shall be the lifting up of the burdens of the

         poor, the annihilation of all misery and wrong, and that the peace and goodwill which the angels proclaimed shall rest on

         contending nations as the snowflakes upon the land.

      


      Thus, the twentieth century was issued in by the New York Times: all advances in learning and achievements in science and possibilities for the future; no World War I, no World War II, no

         Hiroshima, no gulags, no death camps, no toxic wastes, and the peace and goodwill falling like snow-flakes … or fallout.

      


      The twenty-first century comes at us with “official” proclamations and visions of the future no less surrealistic.


      But this time, there is a difference. There is something special about this year 2000. It is not just the turn of another

         century, or even ten centuries making up a millennium, three zeros instead of just two. (Actually, the new millennium starts

         on January l, 2001. The year 2000 represents the last year of the twentieth century. But the big celebration takes place on

         New Year’s Eve December 31, 1999, and we will be using 2000 as our reference point.)

      


      What is important is not one year rather than the other, but that worldwide fever, that sense of impending change.


      Certainly there is nothing in modern science to account for it. On the other hand, it may be that ancient science provides

         a clue.

      


      THE PRECESSION


      To the ancients, a phenomenon called the “precession of the equinoxes” was a matter of gravest concern.


      Due to a “wobble” of the Earth on its own axis (like a spinning top that wobbles as it slows down), the Earth very slowly

         changes its relationship to the great circle of the heavens, the familiar zodiac.

      


      Each morning, the sun rises against the backdrop of a constellation, or astronomical/astrological sign. This backdrop is actually

         constant, but due to the wobble of the Earth, the zodiac appears to move backward. The zodiacal sign against which the sun

         rises shifts, or “precesses,” very gradually.

      


      Over the course of 25,920 years, the sun at the equinox (about March 22 and September 22) “precesses” or moves backward through

         the entire cycle of twelve astrological signs.

      


      This is what is responsible for the so-called Ages. It takes one-twelfth of 25,920 years, or 2,160 years, for the sun to precess

         or move backward through one sign. So, the Age of Taurus is followed by the Age of Aries, and then by the Age of Pisces, and

         so on.

      


      At the moment, the sun rises against the last degrees of the sign of Pisces. Soon, it will rise against or “in” the sign of

         Aquarius, signaling the dawn of the Age of Aquarius.

      


      To believers of the “New Age,” this is an event of real significance. In fact, the term New Age has taken hold because astronomically speaking it will be a new age.

      


      This is an astronomical fact. To astronomers, however, this is a fact without significance. The constellations making up the

         zodiac are light-years away, and there is no known force or energy or influence that physically distinguishes one age from

         another.

      


      This raises an interesting question. Since modern science can detect no measurable physical effect from the precession, why

         should the ancients have ascribed any importance to it at all?

      


      The precession is not like a full eclipse of the sun—a bizarre, dramatic event understandably striking terror in the superstitious

         heart. There is nothing outwardly dramatic about the precession. Just to discover it means that a very careful observational

         astronomy has to be in place, extending over long periods of time (it takes seventy-two years for the equinox to precess just one degree).
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      PRECESSION


      Why should these ancient and careful scientific observers have placed so much importance in this barely detectable phenomenon?

         Initially, it was believed that the Greek scholar Hipparchus discovered the precession in the second century B.C. But more advanced scholarship demonstrates that the precession was known by civilizations preceding the Greeks by thousands

         of years. Moreover, knowledge of the precession is written into the mythology and legends of tribal and traditional peoples

         who have no present knowledge of astronomy at all. How could they have acquired such knowledge?

      


      In this mysterious star lore, handed down over thousands of years, the shift from one age to another was a matter of grave

         concern, and was attended by miraculous signs (the Star of Bethlehem is the best known, signaling the advent of Pisces—a symbol

         of early Christianity was the fish). The ancients also believed the precession was accompanied by cataclysmic earth changes

         (earthquakes, floods, volcanic eruptions), as well as drastic upheavals in human civilization. There is a certain amount of

         provocative historical support for these beliefs. (Hamlet’s Mill; Fingerprints of the Gods; When the Sky Fell; and The Orion Mystery are just a few of the books devoted to the evidence.)

      


      Did the ancients know something of consequence that modern science has been unable to detect?


      We are moving into a new precessional age. That is certain. Maybe it’s just a coincidence that we seem to be going through

         a period of tumult, chaos, and change like that traditionally ascribed to the transition from one age to another. On the other

         hand, maybe it’s not just coincidence. Maybe the ancients knew what they were talking about.

      


      Perhaps that is why Millennium Fever has not been confined to the Western Christian world, reckoning its centuries from the

         birth of Jesus some two thousand years ago. And maybe it is the precession (or at least belief in the power of the precession)

         that has provoked the riotous celebrations in Tokyo, Shanghai, Delhi, Mombasa, and the rest of the world, among peoples using

         different calendars.

      


      THE YEAR 2000


      We must leave it to the science of the future to determine whether there is any validity to the power of the precession.


      Formally, scientifically, astronomically, the year 2000 means nothing at the moment. But symbolically, emotionally, psychologically,

         it represents a turning point—the fulcrum upon which the new millennium moves. Emotions and psychology are also real, and

         the symbol represents and embodies realities.

      


      Here and now, we can say with total certainty that the fever is real; the changes are real.


      The year 2000 is not to be taken too literally.


      We use the year 2000 as a convenient reference point. Millennium Fever has everyone talking 2000. Nevertheless, as a general

         rule, short of a sudden global cataclysm, changes, however dramatic, take place over the course of time.

      


      These changes are the trends identified and studied by the Trends Research Institute. Tracking trends is a way of seeing where

         we are, how we got there, and where we’re going. And all trends go through a life cycle. Indeed, everything that lives obeys

         the same organic process. Galaxies, nebulae, star systems, planets, species, and individuals are all subject to the same organic

         cycle. Everything is seeded, or fertilized, gestates, is born, grows, matures, ages, and dies. A trend is no different, and

         like organic life, any given trend is subject to the same vicissitudes, not all of them predictable. It is not always possible

         to forecast the exact speed at which important trends will pass through their life cycle, or interact with one another.

      


      Some of the trends we forecast will just be born by 2000, others will be already maturing, others may still be in time’s womb.

         But the seeds have all been planted. Most, if not all, will see the light of day and run through their life cycles over the

         course of the decades to come.

      


      For example, it is certain the trend toward the destruction of the environment is leading to massive national and global health

         problems. But it is impossible to apply exact numbers to the casualties, or to forecast how long it will take to begin reversing

         the trend.

      


      Because the economic recovery of the early nineties was politically inspired and artificially engineered, we can forecast

         the coming financial crash, but we can only approximate a date. We still can’t tell when or if they’ll come up with some new

         economic wonder drug that will again suppress the symptoms for a while, and buy another respite.

      


      Crusades 2000 has already begun. It will pit Islamic nations against the West. We can’t say how long it will last or how many

         nations may stumble their way into battle. But we know the consequences will be grim. The Renaissance that will characterize

         the coming Global Age has already taken root. But how quickly it will grow, spread, and prevail cannot be precisely predicted,

         since the life of this trend will extend beyond the foreseeable future.

      


      Prodigious changes are taking place.
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      SEEING INTO THE FUTURE


      2020 TREND VISION


      You’ll be able to anticipate the future. Your vision will be clear. You’ll be prepared for what will be happening in the year

         2000 and beyond. How?

      


      This has been the business of the Trends Research Institute since 1980. With a long track record and a high degree of accuracy,

         we have been able to forecast major trends/events months, years, even decades before they become headlines in your daily paper.

      


      We are business consultants specializing in trends, a consortium of scholars, scientists, artists, writers, and businesspeople

         with wide-ranging experience in a number of fields: “A network of twenty-five experts whose range of specialties … would rival

         many university faculties,” according to The Economist.


      We study and analyze key newspapers, trade publications, and a host of specialized and popular journals—from Alternative Therapies to the Skeptical Inquirer; from Infinite Energy to Advertising Age.


      Over three hundred separately defined trends are tracked daily. Our files run from abortion, agriculture, art, and astrology

         to video conferencing, voluntary simplicity, walking, water, zoning, and zoos. No trend exists in isolation. Opportunity misses

         those who view the world only through the eyes of their own profession. The key to our system is making connections between

         seemingly unrelated fields.

      


      We are not soothsayers, nor astrologers, nor economic forecasters—all of whom draw their data from restricted fields or sources.

         The astrologer, for example, uses only configurations of the stars to make predictions; the economic forecaster uses only

         economic data—as though economics were the single driving force behind civilization. The real world is more complex than their

         elegant quantitative models.

      


      Nor are we futurists. The futurists of the 1960s predicted that by the 1990s we’d be working only twenty-two and a half hours

         a week and would have more leisure time than we knew what to do with. They had visions of the technology that would give us

         PCs, fax machines, and modems. Sure enough, we now have PCs, faxes, and modems. But we work a lot more than twenty-two and

         a half hours a week and have less leisure time than ever before—that is, if we have jobs at all!

      


      The futurists based their forecasts mainly on technological changes. What the futurists didn’t see were drastic changes in the family and in the economy. They didn’t envision the two-income household, day care, or elder

         care, drugs or crime. They didn’t foresee economic fallback, a complex global post-World War II world where U.S. wages and

         standards of living actually declined from a pre-Vietnam War peak. They were drawing conclusions from a one-dimensional worldview:

         the world of scientific and technological progress.

      


      A new generation of futurists has learned nothing from the mistakes of the old. A sales pitch to techno-yuppies from Wired, a magazine devoted to the “electronic frontier,” states:

      


      From Wall Street to Hollywood, from Madison Avenue to the White House, from Moscow to Main Street the most powerful force

         shaping our world today is not ideology or armies, it’s the merger of computing, communication, and the media that’s come

         to be known as the Digital Revolution.

      


      Yes, the digital revolution is a major trend. Yes, it’s changing the way we live and work. But it is merely the evolution

         of existing technology. It’s not more powerful than ideology or armies. It is a tool. It is a means to an end.

      


      A hundred and fifty years ago, the telegraph was being touted as the technology that would revolutionize the world. But it

         was only a communications device. All that dot-dot-dashing did little to enrich the lives of people around the world.

      


      The unfulfilled promise of the telegraph was then shunted onto the movies, the radio, and television in turn, with similar

         results. But the telegraph did not prevent the Civil War. Movies and radio did nothing to prevent two monstrous world wars;

         television has not helped to prevent violence on American streets or the dissolution of the American family. The new, highly

         touted “virtual life” digital revolution will do nothing to replace real life. It won’t think for us. Artificial intelligence

         won’t solve life’s real problems.

      


      To futurists, advances in technology are equated with advances in civilization. Intellectually sophisticated, philosophically

         naïve, the futurists live in a world where new equals better.

      


      Actually, today’s technophiliacs busily touting cyberspace, multimedia, and virtual reality are overlooking the one relatively

         simple invention whose universal acceptance will make a difference—though industry giants were slow to recognize its potential. It is a replay of the seventies, when IBM

         and Digital totally misread the future of PCs.

      


      “There is no reason for any individual to have a computer in their home,” declared Ken Olson, chairman of Digital Equipment,

         addressing the World Future Society in Boston in 1977.

      


      

         TRENDPOST  The next dramatic shift in the momentum of the digital revolution will take place with the perfection of … the videophone!


      TRUMPETS, DRUMS, FANFARE …


      The videophone (or whatever name it may eventually go by—remember, the automobile started out as the “horseless carriage”)

         will reshape the way we communicate more than any other single device or invention. The psychological and social connections—the

         intensely personal, intimate feelings people will experience when looking at someone in the eye—the face behind the voice,

         will transform human interaction at a distance. The telephone, invented in the 1870s, was a technological extension of the

         ear and voice; the video will add the all-important visual dimension.

      


      When we use the telephone today, we are still communicating by radio. With the videophone, we will step up to television.

         In an increasingly decentralized world, people everywhere will be able to communicate and exchange ideas with something approaching

         the intimacy and certainty that comes with face-to-face personal communication. When you can see who you are talking to, body

         language—nonverbal communication—comes into play; another human being is not just a disembodied voice at a distance or a still-more-depersonalized

         stranger on the Internet.

      


      As the trends of self-employment, downsizing, and work decentralization keep more people in their homes, face-to-face, interactive

         communication will become increasingly important. It will in many ways replace the familiar social context of the office.

      


      Yet despite the potential of the videophone, industry “experts” resist it, relying upon data collected by market researchers

         and pollsters who report that people would rather preserve the comparative anonymity of the telephone.

      


      Similar objections attended the telephone answering machine back in the late seventies. Analysts said that people felt intimidated

         by the new devices and would not leave messages. In the beginning, people did feel intimidated, and often they did not leave messages, but in the mid-1990s if you call and don’t get an answering machine

         to pick up a call, you are probably annoyed. You will have to call back. It’s an inconvenience.

      


      Modern technology is sufficiently sophisticated to solve the pressing privacy problem. Just as the mute button preserves us

         from listening to unwanted television commercials, so a “blind” button will preserve us from unsolicited Peeping Toms. Still,

         the tele-videophony trend is in its infancy.

      


      Intel’s ProShare, turning a PC into a videophone, sold only 31,750 systems in 1994. Sales are expected to reach the half-million

         mark by 1997. “If we’re successful by 2000 every PC will be a communication tool,” says Intel’s Patrick Gelsinger.

      


      Once everyone has a videophone, there will be other spin-off benefits: Many business meetings and on-site product demonstrations

         will no longer be necessary. This will result in less business travel and commuting, which will ease air traffic and highway

         congestion and, coincidentally, decrease air pollution.

      


      For investors, money invested in tele-videophony should repay handsomely sometime early in the millennium. But singling out

         a major future technological success is no automatic guarantee of profits. Back in 1912, did you go with Stanley Steamer or

         Ford; in the 1970s, did you back Beta or VCR?

      


      By keeping abreast of advances in the industry, the skillful trend tracker should be able to determine which of the competing

         systems to buy into.

      


      While we can with assurance forecast the development and universal spread of tele-videophony, we do not share the naïve technophiliac

         vision.

      


      Of course, before very long, computer literacy will be as universal as knowing how to drive. Only under special circumstances

         will people not know how to use a computer. But in and of itself, the digital revolution will revolutionize nothing. Ease of communication

         means nothing in itself.

      


      Only what is being communicated counts, and what human beings do with that communication.


      Some futurists wrongly believe that technology alone will determine the future. It is people who determine the future.


      THE “WHAT-IF’S”


      Other futurists are scenario builders. They work with a predetermined set of socioeconomic “characters” whose interaction

         produces a variety of possible “plots”—they play “what-if” games, “rehearsing” for a variety of possible outcomes. The problem

         with scenario building is that the future is invariably more complex than their “middle-case, worst-case, best-case” scenarios.

      


      There is no way to rehearse effectively for the future, any more than it is possible to rehearse for a blind date. As everybody

         knows, no matter how much you have been told about him/her, no matter how many possible scenarios you may have elaborately

         constructed for the occasion, the reality is invariably different.

      


      Or put another way, scenarios are like studying the formal katas in karate—a set of ritualized, predetermined moves, strikes,

         and blocks. They look great in the movies, but, as close-combat experts will testify, they do not usually work in real life

         because the mugger jumping out at you from a dark alleyway does not know or follow the ritual.

      


      The future is that mugger. There is no middle-case, best-case, or worst-case mugger. However, it is possible to prepare yourself

         against muggers—to actually anticipate the unexpected. It is a question of knowing which combat art to practice and of not

         being fooled by the ones that work in the dojo (training school) but not on the streets.

      


      MARKET RESEARCH AND THE POLLS


      Apart from the economic forecasters, futurists, astrologers, and soothsayers, trend forecasting is also attempted by market

         researchers and pollsters. They perform useful functions. They take the public pulse at a specific moment in time on a specific

         issue, event, or mood. We make use of their findings in our own research analysis. But the narrow focus of subject matter

         and snapshot-in-time approach of the market researcher’s or pollster’s inquiry does not provide the broad base of information

         needed to make trend forecasts. It is like the skilled, well-trained hospital technician who takes your pulse and blood pressure.

         You do not expect him/her to give you an expert medical diagnosis of your condition.

      


      GLOBALNOMIC FORECASTING


      Our system of forecasting goes beyond the limits of any single discipline. At the Trends Research Institute, we use many sets

         of data, drawing not only from socioeconomic and political sources but also from the arts, sciences, and currents in philosophy,

         fashion, and pop culture.

      


      In this book, we make use of quotes culled mainly from a handful of mainstream newspapers and magazines. Many of the headlines

         and quotes will ring memory bells. Our purpose in using familiar rather than arcane material from the specialized journals

         and newsletters in our files is to show that the trend information is public, not inside information.

      


      The Globalnomic® method does not rely on content analysis, in which volume of coverage often determines the existence and

         strength of a trend. Nor is evidence selected that happens to fit in with predetermined conclusions, while contrary evidence

         is excluded. Our trends and our forecasts are based upon a synthesis of all the available information. The secret lies in

         putting together the relevant evidence and coming up with the correct big picture. With the interlocking constituent elements

         in place, we are able to provide a trends consultancy service on specifics as the situation demands.

      


      The Trends Research Institute’s proven success in identifying, forecasting, and tracking trends shows the soundness of our

         Globalnomic methodology. Since 1980, we have compiled a record that makes us the world leader in trend forecasting. Our approach

         is equally valid when applied to sweeping global change or the specific needs of individual businesses or industries.

      


      We forecast the great stock market crash of 1987 eleven months before it happened. In 1988 we zeroed in on Ross Perot as a

         political maverick and forecast the emergence of a new third political party in the 1990s. We warned of a civil war in the

         Balkans and in the former Soviet Union, the collapse of the Mexican economy, the downsizing of the great American middle class,

         and the growing and shocking disparity between the incomes of the rich and poor, along with many other world and national

         events and trends that others either did not see or misread. We were among the first to forecast the “green” marketing revolution—its

         ups and downs; home offices, home-health-care market growth; new trends in health, fitness, and nutrition as the baby boom

         generation came of age and began implementing the New Age ideas that had fired its imagination two decades earlier.

      


      We forecast the boom in gourmet coffees, the surge in microbrews, the changing trends and fads in fashion, music, and advertising.

         We coined the words clean food and dumbsizing (subsequently picked up by the New York Times, the Wall Street Journal, Time magazine, and others), describing, respectively, the new trend in food quality and the implications of excessive corporate

         staff reductions normally euphemistically termed “downsizing.”

      


      Needless to say, we do not get it right every time. We did not forecast the economic “recovery” following Clinton’s election,

         since there was no way to know the Federal Reserve would take out an unredeemable second mortgage on the country’s future

         by flooding the world with cheap dollars. We thought gold would go up in the 1980s, not seeing that the Reagan/Bush administrations

         would take out the first mortgage with an orgy of deficit spending. We also forecast a loss for Clinton in 1992, since there

         was no way to know Ross Perot would sabotage and discredit himself by pulling out of the race and then jumping back in at

         the last minute. Unforeseeable and arbitrary events like these are wild cards and may spoil the hand; they do not spoil the

         game.

      


      On a consistent, long-term basis, our method allows us to spot and isolate important trends from out of the fads and the noise

         and then to monitor them closely to see if they are viable and if they take hold and grow. With this method, we can forecast

         with considerable accuracy the direction these trends will be taking in the immediate and foreseeable future. By projecting

         those trends forward, we can forecast how the events of today will affect your life and the life of society tomorrow. And

         we then fit the separate pieces into an ever-changing larger picture. We call this the Globalnomic method (from globus, meaning “globe” or “sphere”—that is, the earth—and nemein, meaning “to manage”).

      


      By taking advantage of this method, you will be able to proact. You don’t have to just watch things happen. You can take positions, and influence positive trends or try to reverse negative

         trends.

      


      Trends can be managed—on the personal level and also, when critical mass is achieved, on the wider scale. Globalnomic forecasting is more than

         an analytical tool. It is a management system. By implementing Globalnomic forecasting, you will be able to act positively and intelligently instead of just reacting blindly and automatically.

      


      The millennium is upon us. It is January 1, 2000. The party is over.
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      THE MORNING AFTER


      THE RESOLUTION


      Even though the world wakes up with the granddaddy of all hangovers, through the headache you vow to keep your resolutions

         for this unique New Year.

      


      There can be no doubt about it: The world is out of control.


      But your resolution is: No matter what the state of the world, I will take control of my own life. It can be done. You know

         it can be done. Your concerns are about your family, your business, your profession—your life, inner and outer. You’re determined

         to get “on-trend,” to be prepared.

      


      How did you, and the rest of the world with you, get so “off-trend” in the first place? Looking back, you can see how easy

         it was—almost inescapable.

      


      Life in the nineties made it very difficult to look ahead. Stress and time were the buzzwords. “I have no life,” was the common refrain. You got up in the morning. Day care, elder care, the forty-minute

         commute in traffic. The job you once took pride in had become a burden. You worked too long for too little. Benefits were

         evaporating. The office was physically hostile, a faceless, soulless rabbit warren of offices. The windows didn’t even open.

         Between the stress and the overwork and the toxic-building syndrome, your health was suffering. By the time you got home,

         you were exhausted. No time to cook. You put something processed and frozen into the microwave. You paid some bills; you did

         some laundry. No time or energy to read. By 1993, workplace stress levels were double their 1985 levels. One in three said

         job stress was the single-greatest stress in their life. But still you were terrified of losing your job. New jobs were hard

         to find, and most jobs paid less.

      


      Stress related problems account for 60 percent to 90 percent of U.S. doctors visits. Fifty-two percent of Americans suffered

         from stress on the job.

      


      There was a strange uneasiness running through America. A sense of depression prevailed; a weird mood, both feverish and anxious,

         had taken hold of the entire country. That feeling was reflected in the figures: Poll after poll showed that Americans had

         lost confidence in the present and lost hope for the future. This loss of faith extended beyond economics to our political,

         educational, medical, legal, and religious institutions.

      


      Nearly three quarters of Americans tell pollsters they are “dissatisfied with the way things are going.” Some 32%, the highest

         in two decades, say their financial situation is worsening. Fully 80% say government favors the rich and powerful, vs only

         29% in 1964. And 48% say their kids will be worse off.… Fortune 500 layoffs, more than 4 million since 1980, continue. (USA Today, 11/4/93)

      


      This marked a departure, a new trend for Americans, renowned for their unshakable optimism.


      Depression was in the air. But it wasn’t in the numbers—yet.


      Because it wasn’t in the numbers, the “experts” whose job it was to see it coming didn’t see it coming. The whole of the corporate

         world was in a state of high anxiety. Widespread reengineering and downsizing policies hit the corporate faithful like the

         Inquisition; and like the Inquisition, no one was safe, from CEOs to secretaries. Outside the corporate world, no one was

         safe, either. As major local employers pulled up stakes and moved to Mexico or Indonesia, local economies withered.

      


      Americans were being told that as the most advanced nation on Earth, the United States was the first to move from an industrial-based

         economy to a service economy. An underlying mutually-agreed-upon deception was: Let the Third World take care of those nasty,

         boring factory jobs. We can do better. But it wasn’t only the factory jobs that were being exported.

      


      With trade barriers falling and multinational corporations growing, corporations swiftly moved to acquire both their hardware

         and their software from the most inexpensive sources.

      


      U.S. companies typically pay software writers in the former Soviet Bloc countries from $10,000 to $20,000 a year, or about

         one fifth what U.S.-based programmers usually earn. (Wall Street Journal, hereafter, WSJ, 2/2/95)

      


      High-tech corporations (IBM, Hewlett-Packard, and so on) were charged with hiring foreign-national professionals (brought

         into the United States on special H-1B visas) at less-than-market salaries. This was a violation of the immigration laws and

         an upscale application of the sweatshop principle.

      


      Life was an emotional roller coaster. like practically everyone else, your personal story was one of increasing stress and

         decreasing time. You could see that easily enough.

      


      JUNK NEWS


      But it wasn’t so easy to see the big picture. Most people didn’t see it. How could they have? In the 1990s, 70 percent of

         Americans were relying on television for their news. And what was TV calling news in the nineties? O.J. Simpson, the Bobbitts,

         and Joey Buttafuoco.

      


      In one week in January 1995, television devoted 400 percent more time to O.J. Simpson than to the second-most-covered story,

         Clinton’s State of the Union address (106 minutes compared to 28 minutes, according to the Tyndall Report). Never before in the history of television had so much time been spent on a murder case. Was O.J. guilty? What about the

         DNA tests? Would a jury with eight black women on it acquit O.J.? And what about the feuding lawyers?

      


      From Day Break to Nightline, it was anchors aweigh! Media spokesmen, for the most part, were unapologetic, even defiant.

      


      Speaking to TV critics as if they were schoolchildren, he [Ted Koppel] said: “This [O.J.] is a terrific story. We are in the

         news business as are you, as are the people you work for. We live in a commercial competitive world. What was it that the

         public lost? What were they deprived of? Soaps? Is that what we’re in this righteous snit about?” (USA Today, 7/19/94)

      


      Actually, the public was being deprived of more than soaps. It was being deprived of news about the breakdown and dissolution

         of the entire society.

      


      “Broadcast journalism has gone from Edward R. Murrow to P. T. Barnum,” said Dr. Ronald Villane, professor of communications

         at the State University of New York. “Newscasters are not journalists; they pitch stories like barkers luring people to circus

         side shows.” (Trends in the News, 7/15/94).

      


      ____________________________________________


      60 Minutes correspondent Lesley Stahl told America’s Talking Straight Forward Tuesday the secret to success in TV journalism these days: “a little violence, a little sex and a little peek under the skirt,

         so to speak.” (USA Today, 10/27/94)

      


      Or a “little peek” under the circus tent, “so to speak.” On rare occasions, media spokesmen had an inkling of reality. In

         1993, Dan Rather took his own colleagues to task at a meeting of the Radio and Television Directors Association. He complained

         that news programs were put in competition with entertainment programs, leading to an emphasis on “dead bodies, mayhem and

         lurid tales.” Rather scolded news media managers for believing that:

      


      Americans won’t put up with news from other countries. Americans won’t put up with economic news. Americans won’t put up with

         serious, substantive news of any kind.

      


      The new motto is kiss ass, move with the mass, and for heaven’s and the rating’s sake, don’t make anybody mad—especially not

         the mayor, the governor, the senator, the president or vice-president, or anybody in a position of power. Make nice, not news.

      


      We all should be ashamed of what we have and have not done, measured against what we could do, ashamed of many of the things

         we have allowed our craft, our profession, our life’s work to become.

      


      That was Dan Rather in 1993. In 1995, he was doing “O.J. Minutes” for CBS.


      The O.J. Simpson story, like a hundred barely remembered sensational stories that preceded it, is junk news. Sex, crime, disaster,

         more sex, more crime, more disaster, and all those babies lost, kidnapped, falling off a building and surviving, or not surviving—all

         make for junk news. Nothing is learned, nothing solved, nothing gained.

      


      Even as people submitted to the bombardment, they knew better. (The Wall Street Journal reported that just 13 percent of the people picked the O.J. trial as the most significant story of the year.) But since 70

         percent of the people were relying on television for their news, they learned little or nothing of what they themselves acknowledged

         was significant. Like junk food, junk news fills us up and leaves no room for anything else.

      


      [image: art]


      Source: The Trends Journal, Summer 1992.


      Just two months before defending the attention paid by TV to O.J., Ted Koppel was sounding rather Rather-like. “We now communicate

         with everyone and say absolutely nothing. We have reconstructed the Tower of Babel and it is a television antenna” (New York Times—hereafter, NYT, 5/21/94).

      


      Junk news is to food for thought what junk food is to real food. It has no nutritional value, but it is addictive. Our nation

         of junk-news junkies paid a terrible price for its habit. Lost in its reverie, the public did not notice that on every issue

         of real consequence, it was being disinformed, misinformed, and uninformed.

      


      MIDDLE MUDDLE


      But if it’s obvious why 70 percent of the people didn’t see it coming, what about the other 30 percent? Thirty percent! That

         amounts to millions of people—more than 50 million. Most of them didn’t see it, either.

      


      Even though you read the papers consistently, kept abreast of current events, debated and discussed the issues, the chances

         are you still couldn’t see what was coming.

      


      Only now, on January 1, 2000, looking back, can you see why. Your vision of the future was being obscured by the smoke screen

         sent up by the lunatic middle. Any time a major issue had to be confronted, government officials and panels of “experts” were

         assembled. But since invariably both government officials and the “experts” had by definition a vested interest in perpetuating

         the status quo, they could neither recognize nor handle dramatic change. Always sounding authoritative and knowledgable, never

         really facing up to a reality the entire country felt and expressed in poll after poll, the result was a muddle, a recipe

         for disaster.

      


      


      (From The Status Quo Cookbook)

      


      A RECIPE FOR DISASTER


      Middle Muddle


			 



      INGREDIENTS:


      6 red herrings


      1 gallon fudge


      1 trial balloon


      1 bottle liquid smoke


      1 tablespoon political solution


      wishful thinking according to taste


      mirrors


      basket of statistics


      6 to 12 experts


      silver spoons


      rose-colored glasses


      Place ingredients in statistic basket. Sprinkle with political solution. Have experts stir with silver spoons. Cook over moderate

         heat. Observe through rose-colored glasses until smoke rises. Reflect smoke in mirrors. Televise. Serve to public. Feeds millions.

      


      


      People were sensing loss, pain, and uncertainty. Middle Muddle magic was losing its potency; yet even as the public expressed

         its distrust, it could not see through the smoke screen. All that could be seen was that actions taken by “experts” did not

         produce the desired results. These experts were no longer in control. Actually, they had never been in control. But the economic

         and political situation prior to the nineties had fostered that illusion. As long as people prospered and felt optimistic

         about the future, there was no pressing need to try to see through the smoke screen.

      


      The nation was sleepwalking into the future.
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      QUACKENOMICS


      ECONOMIC FALLBACK


      A new economic trend was developing in the United States. But it did not fit into any of the standard economic categories;

         nor could it be handily labeled. People were no longer prospering, and optimism was rare, yet the government and Wall Street

         could see only recovery, growth, gain.

      


      Remember back in 1995 and 1996? Economists and the U.S. Labor Department were bragging about all the great new jobs that were

         being created to fill the void left by the loss of old jobs. This was cited as proof of the nation’s economic strength.
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