
I must begin this message with 
an apology for the delay in 
producing this newsletter. I am 
currently reading a fascinating 
book entitled “The Coming 
Economic Collapse” and subti-
tled “How You Can Thrive 
When Oil Costs $200 a Barrel” 
by Stephen Leeb, PhD, and 
have not yet finished digesting 
this work. In this book, which 
incidentally was written in 
2006, Dr. Leeb discusses the 
historical demand for oil re-
sources, the projected future 
demand, and investment strate-
gies that will provide opportu-
nity to those who recognize the 
coming changes. As an explo-
rationist, I found the energy 
outlook aspect most intriguing. 
He describes the increase in 
world demand for oil as a quan-
tity that increases by 1.5-2 mil-
lion barrels per day on an an-
nual basis. Graphs showing the 
history of world oil consump-
tion are readily available at a 
number of websites that clearly 
substantiate Dr. Leeb’s asser-
tion. Most of the increase is in 
the geographical areas of “Far 
East and Oceania.” The de-
mand projections for 2020, a 
very brief 12 years from now, 
are consistently in the 118-120 
MMBO range. On the produc-
tion side, analysts assume that 

the production increase will 
come from Saudi Arabia. 
 
Dr. Leeb quotes an article writ-
ten by Edward Morse and 
James Richard in the March-
April 2002 issue of Foreign 
Affairs journal in which the 
authors write “the agencies 
[U.S. Dept. of Energy and the 
International Energy Agency] 
assume that most of the supply 
required to meet this demand 
must come from OPEC, whose 
production is expected to jump 
from 28 MMBOPD in 1998 to 
60 MMBOPD in 2020. Virtu-
ally all of the increase would 
come from the Middle East, 
especially Saudi Arabia.” The 
article continues, as Dr. Leeb 
notes, twelve pages later with 
the statement “Most alarmingly, 
Saudi Arabia has been unable 
for 20 years to increase its pro-
duction capacity. Nor is its posi-
tion unique: few OPEC coun-
tries in 2002 have more produc-
tion capacity than they did in 
1990 or 1980.” As I read these 
paradoxical statements, I won-
dered why these countries 
would be motivated to produce 
more of their primary resource 
of a finite quantity. 
 
Exxon-Mobil’s website has an 
interesting paper posted entitled 

The Outlook for Energy, A 
view to 2030. Their projections 
for world energy demand show 
a 1.3% annual increase even 
with allowance for technologi-
cal advances that have im-
proved and will continue to 
improve energy efficiency. This 
increase in demand is expected 
to be 40% more in 2030 than in 
2005 (remember the power of 
compounding). Their projection 
for liquid fuel demand is from 
86 MBDOE (Million Barrels 
Per Day of Oil Equivalent) to 
116 MBDOE in 2030. (Note 
that this number is more mod-
est than the projection that Dr. 
Leeb quotes in his book.) Part 
of the projected need is met by 
“renewables,” which show a 
marked increase, particularly in 
the “Wind, Solar and Biofuels” 
sector which are projected to 
grow at an average rate of 
8.7%, yet when placed in the 
context of total Liquids De-
mand, biofuels will supply less 
than 3% of the needed volume. 
Their conclusions are 1) Eco-
nomic progress, especially in 
developing countries, will drive 
global energy demand higher 
despite substantial efficiency 
gains. 2) “Oil, natural gas, and 
coal are indispensible to  
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Given our summer break, we have no presentations to report for July-August. 
 
We are in the hunt for papers for the Fall session, and welcome any suggestions you may have.   
Perhaps you have seen recent papers at SEG, AAPG, etc.  Please let us know of any such presentations 
you’d like to see us attempt to bring in to the “Windy City.” 
 
Thanks. 

Dennis Hedke   
Technical Program Chairman   

Program Chairman’s Column 

meeting this energy demand, even with growth in renewables.” Their third conclusion leads into an-
other discussion topic that will be addressed in this column at a later time, that of CO2 emissions and 
Global Climate Change. This subject is also addressed by Dr. Leeb. The economic burden of a Carbon 
Tax system, along with its associated bureaucracy has the potential to bring our economy to its knees. 
 
Finally, remember that this is an election year. Educate yourselves and those around you with facts. In 
light of what I have discussed, do those who promise energy independence address “how” that goal 
will be achieved?  I will not say that it cannot be done, but to coin a popular term in the business world 
from the 90’s, we had better undergo a major paradigm shift and prepare for some lifestyle changes to 
meet that challenge. Most of the public does not understand the volume of energy we consume and they 
tend to trivialize the problem. We will keep doing our best to meet those needs! 
 
Have a great summer! 
 

Rick Saenger    

President’s Message—cont’d 
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Note from the Editor 
With the increasing demand for geophysics coming from the 
exploration industry, shortages are more evident in the avail-
able crop of students making their way through universities.  
In the manufacturing sector, when shortages start appearing 
that impact product streams, reduction in time between raw 
material and harvest or final product is the first response to 
address increasing demand.  Education does not lend itself to 
this approach.  We must find innovative ways to attract stu-
dents to geophysics early in their academic careers. 
 
The debate over global warming continues, with one side 
blaming the melting icecaps and increasingly violent 
weather patterns on the presence of humans and their carbon 
footprint, while the opposing side points to the range and 
frequency of pre-human climate cycles recorded in the geo-
logic record in support of the position that the current trend 
is natural.  Regardless of your role in society or level of con-
cern for the environment, you simply can’t miss this topic.  
It has remained on the front burner and a hot topic for more 
than a decade.  Professional societies have weighed in, even 
those representing geophysicist such as AGU.  SEG is now 
wrestling with opening up this debate on the pages of TLE.  
For all practical purposes, no one has unearthed that key 
piece of universally accepted evidence that represents the 
keystone in answering this burning question. 
 

Rick Miller     
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OFFICERS FOR THE CURRENT TERM (ending May 31, 2009) 
PRESIDENT 
 Rick Saenger, Hedke-Saenger Geoscience, Ltd.,  

Wichita, Kansas 
 
VICE-PRESIDENT/PRESIDENT-ELECT 
 Mike Crouch, In Memoriam 
 
SECRETARY 
 Robert Francis, Consultant, Wichita, Kansas 
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COUNCIL ADVISORS 
 Dennis Hedke, Hedke-Saenger Geoscience, Ltd.  
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2007-09 Council 

Membership in GSK 
Joining GSK can be accomplished either by requesting an 
application form from Membership chairman Bob Francis at 
rapidREF@juno.com, or 316-722-5312, or by downloading 
an electronic form at http://gsks.seg.org and submitting the 
form according to instructions provided on the form. 

Membership Classifications      Annual Fees 

Active $25 

Associate $25 

Student No Charge 
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Provided by Acquisition Company Representatives 
 
Acquisition Company Location (County/Parish) Instruments 
Lockhart Geophysical – Crew 1 Ness, KS ARAM/ARIES 
Lockhart Geophysical – Crew 1 Logan, KS  ARAM/ARIES 
Lockhart Geophysical – Crew 2 Graham, KS  ARAM/ARIES 
Lockhart Geophysical – Crew 3 Russell, KS  ARAM/ARIES 
Lockhart Geophysical – Crew 4 Sumner, KS  ARAM/ARIES 
Lockhart Geophysical – Crew 5 Cheyenne, CO ARAM Lite 
Global Geophysical – Crew 444 Divide, ND  Sercel 408 
Global Geophysical – Crew 445 Texas, OK  Sercel 428 
Global Geophysical – Crew 446 Texas, OK  Sercel 428 
Global Geophysical – Crew 448 Conway, AR  Sercel 408 
Global Geophysical – Crew 449 Conway, AR  Sercel 408 
Paragon Geophysical – Crew 205 Hughes, OK I/O System II 
Paragon Geophysical – Crew 206 Cowley, KS  I/O Scorpion VC 
Paragon Geophysical – Crew 207 Decatur, KS  I/O Scorpion 
Paragon Geophysical – Crew 208 Graham, KS  I/O Scorpion 
PGS Onshore – Crew 300 Beckham, OK  Sercel 428 
PGS Onshore – Crew 310 Carter, MT Sercel 408 
PGS Onshore – Crew 320 Houston, TX  I/O RSR 
PGS Onshore – Crew 330 Dimmit, TX Sercel 408 
Tidelands Geophysical – Crew 310 Garfield, OK ARAM/ARIES 
Tidelands Geophysical – Crew 380 Ellis, KS ARAM/ARIES 

Since I last submitted a letter about a year ago, there has been some interesting movement regarding the 
science of climate change. Just this past week I received a News Release from a trusted service, alert-
ing me to the fact that a group in Oregon, specifically the Oregon Institute of Science and Medicine, 
has seen a significant increase in signatories on a petition they have constructed. 
 
In my opinion, this Petition warrants the attention of our members, and I encourage them to review it, 
and if so inclined, to sign the petition and deal with it accordingly. Please insert a copy of the Petition 
in a place where our membership may have the opportunity to review and act according to their prefer-
ence. 
 
I remain of the opinion that evidence and actual data overwhelmingly support the contention that man-
kind has not in the past altered, and for all intents and purposes, is incapable under current or projected 
future scenarios, of materially altering our atmospheric balance due to human induced CO2. 
 

Dennis Hedke 
Wichita, KS 

Letter to the Editor 
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Professional Directory—cont’d 

 
Phone: 316-295-4675 
Fax: 316-201-1999 
Cell: 316-737-2600 
E-mail: dhedke@hs-geo.com 
             rsaenger@hs-geo.com 

Rick Saenger 
Dennis Hedke 

Consulting Geophysicists 

P.O. Box 48069 
Wichita, KS  67201 

H E D K E - S A E N G E R  G E O S C I E N C E ,  L T D  

 

8100 E. 22nd St. North 
Bldg 2200–Suite 3 
Wichita, KS  67226 
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~The MODEL OF EXCELLENCE~ 
~For 3D SEISMIC~ 

 

FULL DIGITAL 3C RECORDING AVAILABLE 
 

John H Beury III ~ Pres. 
John Aguilar ~ Op. Mgr. 

 

 

“NEW 2005 All Terrain Vibrators” 

 

3500 N Rock Rd, Bldg 800-B, Wichita, KS 67226  
Phone: 316-636-5552      Fax: 316-636-5572 

paragon@paragongeo.com 
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Geophysical Society of Kansas 
P.O. Box 48069 
Wichita, KS  67201 

We’re on the web. Check us out at 
http://gsks.seg.org 

ADVERTISING RATE SCHEDULE 

 
To obtain a downloadable order form,  please go to our website at http://gsks.seg.org. 

Description Single Issue Rate 6 Issue Rate 

Business Card Annual Rate Only $75 

Eighth Page $45 $165 

Quarter Page $80 $330 

Half Page $150 $500 

Full Page $275 $650 

GSK ADVERTISING 
 
GSK is seeking subscribers to fill space in future newsletters. Our publishing cycle is  
bi-monthly, January-February, March-April, etc. 
 
Preferred formats for electronic files are typical Word document (.doc), .jpg, .pdf, etc.     
Please check with us if you have questions. 

Phone: 316-295-4675 
Fax: 316-201-1999 
Cell: 316-737-2600 

Expand your exposure—
Advertise in the GSK 
Newsletter. 

OUR MISSION: 
To provide our members a quality venue for disseminating geo-
physically focused information pertinent to Kansas and surround-
ing regions. 

We also seek to advance the geosciences by providing members 
opportunities to increase the understanding of geophysical prin-
ciples and practice. 

If you are aware of speakers / topics which would benefit mem-
bers, let us know, and we’ll pursue. 

Additionally, we are actively seeking research papers and results 
to share with our audience.  If you are interested in publishing 
your work, please contact Editor Rick Miller. 

Individual Affiliation Member Status 

Mark Singleton Consultant 
Edmond, OK 

Associate 

S. Bangaru Babu Andhra University 
Visakhapatnam, India 

Ph.D. Candidate 

 

 New Members 
 The Geophysical Society of Kansas extends a warm welcome to the following new member:  

 




