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Modeling the Environment

Priorities for the Next Four Years

The United States leaders are known for being chosen by the people, for the people.  Since the citizens of the United States are the ones voting our officials into office they make sure they vote for the candidate who they believe will best make the changes that they want to see happen.  Creation of jobs, environmental preservation and restoration, health care reform, and domestic and international growth were the leading issues that the people brought to the forefront of the presidential campaign.  Having been reelected into office, President Obama is under a lot of pressure to continue to finalize the projects he began in his first term as well as focus his efforts on making these new changes to improve our country.  It is unrealistic for President Obama to successfully address all of these concerns in just four short years.  The president therefore needs to focus his attention on a main priority before working to make the other changes.

Former president of the World Bank, Robert B. Zoellick, asserts that President Obama needs to focus his attention and efforts on domestic growth and international growth.  He insists that while the United States is close to restoring its previous economic dominance as one of the world’s largest super powers
, it must be proactive.  The United States must think long term in order to avoid another economic downfall.  Our country has the potential to make a full recovery while allowing other suffering economies to regain their footing.  With the rapid changes in the global economy, various nations have endured dramatic shifts in power, and because of this, their populations are struggling to make any productive advancement.  As the saying goes, “history has a tendency to repeat itself,” and the United States should learn from their past heroes.  Modeling its recovery after Reagan
, the U.S. has a lot of planning to do in order to make the necessary reforms.


 Carol Browner, prior director of the White House Offices of Energy and Climate Change Policy on the other hand argues
 that President Obama needs to be concentrating his efforts on energy and climate change, reminding us that we only have one Earth and that we should be doing everything in our power to preserve it.  Browner urges that despite our country’s ability to underestimate the severe climate changes looming over our world, it is important to realize what we are up against.  Without even mentioning the consequences from nature’s rage, the amount of benefits that would sprout from a greater awareness of global issues is undoubtedly valuable.  This understanding starts at the core of our nation-the President.  Obama has the authority to not only improve the world, but to give us a place where we can lead clean, healthy lives
.  While we have made some much-needed progress with an energy bill as well as the Clean Air Act of 1990, we must also focus on the efficiency of the tools we already have.  Electric utilities and power plants can be advantageous if utilized “to reduce carbon pollution and secure greater energy efficiency while providing business certainty.”  Even without Obama’s power and influences
, the states have their own responsibilities to uphold.  People seem to overlook the fact that we possess the power to take action in protecting our world and more importantly our lives and health.  


In my view, President Obama should make his main priority for this next term finding alternative clean energy in addition to managing and reducing climate change.  Carol Browner said it best in her assertion, “it is unclear how many disasters it will take and how many billions we will have to spend before we take the potential consequences of climate change seriously
.”  I agree with Browner, it is ridiculous for our country to simply sit around and not act to find solutions to hinder our changing climate.  Climate change results in natural disasters that cause massive destruction and continually cost our country billions of dollars in repairs.  Recently, the United States has been affected by Hurricane Katrina ($81 billion in damage), and Hurricane Sandy (an estimated $50 billion dollars in damage).  These large costs are in turn hurting our economy.  We need to take climate change seriously since a large part of it is an effect of our carelessness.  

Our planet Earth is changing due to global warming.  Global warming is a result of many years of people not being aware of their carbon emissions.  As a country we have consumed too much energy from fossil fuels, and in turn, have generated ridiculous amounts of energy in order to go about our daily living.  As we continue to generate energy, we release large amounts of carbon emissions into our atmosphere.  By doing this we are contributing to global warming which causes heat waves, floods, storms, and droughts whose damages seriously hurt our economy as we try to rebuild after these natural disasters.  The United States needs to find new ways to create clean energy that does not pollute our environment.  If we can do that, we will be able to stop global warming and stimulate our economy by creating new jobs in environmentally friendly fields as well as lead happier
, healthier lives.  

Although Zoellick raised many interesting points on how restoring our economy can lead to international growth of our country as a world power, I do not believe that domestic and international growth need to be President Obamas
 main priority for his next term.  While I understand that rebuilding our economy is important, I believe that we can do so in a way that gets more accomplished at once.  By supporting a move for clean energy, car industries that produce eco-friendly cars will flourish, new jobs will be created in environmental research, and our economy will therefore improve.  Reducing our carbon footprint will hopefully help reduce natural disasters as well, which will in the long run save our country a great deal of money in repairing damaged materials.  In discussing the United States standing as a world power Zoellick claims, “Their
 standing has slipped.”  He believes that the United States has lost some of its footing as a world power because of its impaired economy.  I do not deny this claim however I believe that economic reform is not the best way to revive our economy.  I insist that by focusing our efforts on environmental issues such as energy and climate change, our economy will become more self sufficient as it will have new environmental products and jobs that will result from the concentration on this issue.  It is up to President Obama however to spark a move towards going green and fighting climate change.  

President Obama began working towards restoring and protecting our environment in his first term.  Though it was not one of his main focuses he did make substantial gains in this area.  Browner maintains “the president can continue to make real progress toward a clean energy future by using his executive authority and leveraging existing laws.”  In his first term, President Obama put restrictions on mercury pollution.  This change is projected to save 11,000 lives in addition to preventing more than 129,000 asthma attacks every year.  President Obama got a fantastic
 start on working to restore our environment in his first term however these changes were in the shadow of what the people seemed more concerned with at the time, the healthcare plan.  I purpose that in his second term, the president should make environmental reform his core focus.  In doing so President Obama needs to make the people more aware of what he is accomplishing and spark an interest in them to get them more involved in the cause.  Furthermore, I recommend that the president review our existing energy sources such as power plants and electric companies to assess their effect on the environment.  Hopefully, President Obama will be concerned with the levels of carbon pollution that these energy plants produce and realize how negative their affect actually is on our changing climate and planet.  Finally, I would urge our president not to stray away from creating
 jobs but rather use this cause to give more work to public health regulators as well as create new jobs for manufacturers and other businesses that impact our environment.  I have no doubt that if President Obama achieves these environmental goals that many people have for him, our economy will flourish, and we will restore our environment, making it a safer and healthier place to live.
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This is something of a cliché.  Also, what does personal happiness have to do with your main point?





Missing an apostrophe here





“Their” refers to a very specific group of countries including, but not restricted to, the US in Zoellick’s article.  You should make it clear exactly who “their” refers to here.  (Also, identify the source of your quotation.)





 Don’t overstate your case.  Avoid words like this.
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