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Elaine L. Chao, President Bush’s Secretary of Labor, claims that the focus of President Barack Obama over his next four years in office should be assisting businesses in the creation of jobs. Right now, small businesses must overcome obstacles put in place by the federal government to get a loan
. Chao believes the only way to overcome this obstacle and others is to take them out of place
, so that businesses may grow and flourish and help our economy to get back on its feet. In order for a business to flourish, they
 must be able to run without constantly looking around them too see if they are breaking any of the regulations the federal government has imposed to monitor them. With less rules and regulations to worry about, the more money a business can make, which results in the hiring of more people. Chao goes on to say that decreases in federal taxes in
 regulations on business will make it cheaper for more people to be hired resulting in companies not outsourcing jobs to other countries and make the United States appear more welcoming. Chao believes the economy should be President Obama’s first and foremost priority.


Robert Reich, being President Clinton’s Secretary of Labor, believes the main point of the next four years should be a focus more on the creation of jobs, rather than on the extreme financial deficit in which we now find ourselves. Promoting job creation will force an expansion of the United States economy making the deficit smaller in comparison. Reich says eliminating the debt all at once would be a mistake. Raising taxes on the middle class and stopping government spending all at once would result in a greater deficit
. Raising taxes on the middle class is just the thing that should not happen, because now is the time we need the middle class to be pumping money into the economy with their spending and increasing their taxes would decrease middle class spending.  Reich’s main belief is that the middle class is the key to a more stable economy.


Carol Browner, Obama’s director of White House Office of Energy and Climate Change in his first term, believes there should be no bigger focus than on the changing environment and global warming. She proposes a question in her article asking how many natural disasters it would take before the United States government really began to crack down on environmental policies. Browner explains different environmental policies instituted by the government which made a huge difference in the long run. For example, the Clean Air Act of 1990 reduced significantly the amount of mercury in the air, saving 11,000 lives. She goes on to say that natural
 gas can be the bipartisan resolution to slowing the effects of global warming. Natural gas has been found to be much cleaner than other fossil fuels and can be found abundantly in the United States. The only flaw is the “fracking” technique which may need strict monitoring to avoid pollution. Browner believes nothing should be ahead of the global warming issue on President Obama’s agenda.


If I were to become President Obama’s new advisor for his next four years, I would have to agree with all of the opinions previously listed. The main focus of the President must be cut
 the carbon emissions of the United States sooner rather than later. Focusing on a greener America will bring about many beneficial results that this nation desperately needs. Some of the benefits could include jobs that cannot
 be outsourced to cheaper nations such as India and China. The green jobs will remain in the United States and could potential cut some of the unemployment that we are currently facing. Green jobs are the future of our nation’s economy because eventually the fossil fuels will be depleted and all that will be left is renewable sources of energy.

 Reducing the carbon emissions in the United States also ties into the major health concerns that we are now facing. Chemical emissions from places like factories can have a direct correlation to an increase in carcinogens. Thus, by reducing the amount of carcinogenic material in the air, healthcare costs can be greatly reduced. This matter is of extreme importance because of the impending, drastic changes to our nation’s healthcare system. By phasing out the archaic system of energy production, America can simultaneously better itself and set an example for the rest of the world for how to become a greener nation.


The most important aspect of becoming a greener nation would be the radical shift from the use of fossil fuels to more renewable fuel sources. The repercussions of this would be far-reaching in its affects. Using renewable sources of energy like natural
 gas, algae, the sun, tidal power, wind power, ethanol, and tritium (an isotope of hydrogen used for fuel) could eliminate our reliance of fossil fuels. To do this, President Obama would need to invest in many different sectors of our nation. Recently, our national education level has been plummeting so President Obama would need to invest in all levels of education to raise the national levels
 of math and science to usher in a new wave of innovative scientists. Additionally, more money would need to be allocated to private research firms that are working tirelessly
 on research for cheap sources of renewable energy.

 Politically, the President would need to unite both parties in a concerted effort to bring about change. Renewable energy has been a hotly contested debate for some years in Congress, with both
 sides sporting contrasting views. Right here in Massachusetts, a debate over solar power has become a heated topic. On Cape Cod, a private firm wished to establish a wind farm in the ocean to provide power for much of the peninsula
. However, in the state Congress this motion became tied up by the differing parties. This is just a small example of how politics could tie up any attempt at meaningful change in our national energy consumption. President Obama and the government are also tied up heavily in the Middle East
.

Green energy can thoroughly help the economy, but much more has to be done to increase the amount of jobs in this country. If this country wants to continue its existence, the economy must be fixed. We do not want to end up like Greece or other European countries
. Due to the current economic situation, Texas is asking to secede from the Union. They submitted a petition with more than 80,000 signatures. If the economy does not take a turn, we will be going down a very dangerous road. The middle class must be able to spend money and put money into the economy, but if they are taxed heavily, they will have no money to spend.

In conclusion, green energy and the economy must be the priorities of the President over the next four years. These two aspects can go hand in hand. Instituting green laws upon businesses will cause them to use green energy, which will create more jobs. If more jobs are created, then the economy will expand because people will have more money to spend, resulting in a smaller deficit by comparison. The key to saving this country over the next four years is green energy, and economical stimulation through the middle class. All three of these authors are right in their points, and I believe if Obama follows these guidelines, the country will be back on the right road
.
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�The obstacles that Chao refers to go far beyond difficulties getting loans.  They include paperwork requirements, regulations of all sorts, mandates that some business must go to minority-owned companies in some cases, …








„Take them out of place“ does not sound right.  How about „remove them“





Agreement problems in this sentence.  „Business“ is singular but „they“ is plural.


Do you mean the owners of businesses?





And?





And likely push the economy back into another recession





Maybe „greater development of natural gas resources.“  I’m not sure about the „bipartisan resolution,“ though.  Did you mean „solution?“





To cut





Why would it be impossible to outsource those jobs?  This requires more explanation.





Careful, natural gas is not really a renewable energy source in the same way that the others you mention are renewable.  The natural gas we are using now was produced long ago by the decay of plant material.  It is more efficient and less polluting, but it is still a fossil fuel.  





Maybe say „level of achievement in math and science“ here





„working tirelessly“ is a cliche.  Lose the „tirelessly.“





Maybe „the two sides holding contrasting views“





You said „solar“ power in the previous sentence, but now you are discussing the Cape Wind project on Cape Cod.   I think you meant „wind“ power.  


You could say more about why this is connected to the previous points in this paragraph. 





This is complicated because the real problems in Greece came from governments running up too much debt to pay for current programs.  That is not directly a jobs issue, but it creates unemployment if the solution is for the government to go on a sudden austerity program and cut back spending drastically.   





 I could be wrong about this, but I don’t see the Texas secession petitions as a serious issue.   You have to remember that Texas was an independent country before it became a state in the 1840’s and then seceded  during the Civil War.  There are a bunch of Texans who still think they are living in that past era.





Tim, 





This is generally well-written.  The only big suggestion I have is that if you want to try a rewrite, it would be good to try the „planting a naysayer“ move in the „I say“ section of your argument.  Namely, anticipate a possible objection to your point (perhaps from the perspective of one of the bloggers who were coming from the foreign policy side), and try to answer that.
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