Paper Two Assignment

Climate change: the idea that the planet we live on is getting increasingly warmer over time.  Some do not rank climate change as important as foreign affairs, or other domestic problems, nevertheless, it is an issue that will need to be addressed with Obama’s second term in office.  Two people in particular who have climate change suggestions for Obama are Christine Todd Whitman and Carol Browner.  They both celebrate the fact that climate change is a genuine issue, however, the way they would improve energy is different for both persons. Browner believes the President should empower clean energy with laws and regulation, while Whitman suggests the president looks towards a cap and trade policy on carbon emission.  

One point that Whitman and Browner may not agree on is the use of regulation to create clean energy.  In other words, Whitman believes that President Obama should streamline the regulation process, and reduce the burden that businesses go through.  Browner on the other hand, believes that President Obama should empower regulations on companies, thereby enforcing cleaner energy.  In her debates article, Whitman firmly enforces her opinion by saying, “Finally, I hope that President Obama follows through on his mention during the campaign of clearing out needless regulations that burden businesses throughout the country. Streamlining the regulatory process does not mean abandoning regulation or enforcement, but it can bring certainty to an often confusing, duplicative and expensive system, making compliance easier and more universal.” (Insert Debate # Citation)  In a way, what Whitman is saying goes against Browner’s ideas of regulating clean energy through laws.  Instead of utilizing a cap-and-trade policy, as Whitman would have done, Carol Browner suggests, “the president can continue to make real progress toward a clean energy future by using his executive authority and leveraging existing energy laws.”(Insert Debate # Citation)  Although she says to leverage EXISTING energy laws, somewhat like what Christine Whitman is saying, her ideas for the president are slightly different.  Either way, both debaters certainly have set plans on how to address climate change.

My feelings on the issue are edging towards the ideas of Christine Todd Whitman.  First of all, I agree with Whitman’s idea of a cap-and-trade program.  This idea, where companies buy permits for the CO2 they will emit, would be profitable to the companies, the economy, and the environment.  Both political parties should agree that a cap-and-trade policy would be a smart idea for our country at this time.  Although there have been disagreements in congress, Whitman says this idea should be left on the table, and I tend to agree with her.  The benefits of a successful cap-and-trade policy would be tremendous.  The nation would be generating revenue by reducing its’ carbon footprint, and efficient companies would be rewarded nicely.  There are very few flaws to the cap-and-trade system.

Carol Browner makes a good point when she says, “even for those who don’t believe climate change is real, the benefits of clean energy -- cleaner air, energy independence, American jobs and enhanced global competitiveness -- are just too important to ignore.” (Insert Debate # Citation)  I do not necessarily agree with her ideas of empowering legislation, but this statement is true.  I personally believe that climate change is real, and it must be addressed, but there are certainly advantages to cleaner energy even if you are not a believer.  Browner goes on to say that by empowering the clean air act, and reducing mercury emissions, President Obama has already prevented 130,000 asthma attacks and saved 11,000 lives.  This may be true, but is enforcing laws really the way to reduce carbon emissions?  By enforcing laws to reduce carbon emissions, we would be dodging the issue.  The real issue at hand is carbon emission and the greenhouse effect, and I firmly believe Whitman’s ideas address the issue more directly than empowering laws.

