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Now that the stress that comes to everyone for the months before Election Day is finally over and Barack Obama has retained his seat in the White House for four more years, it is time to focus on just what exactly Obama will be doing in his second term. Not having to worry about reelection gives Obama one last chance to run his presidency exactly how he wants to. The question is, will he go down in history as a good president that helped the United States get out of the worst recession since the 1930s, or is he going to be the infamous one that pushed us further into debt? 
Many high ranking and well respected members of the political community have spoken out about what they personally think is the most effective strategy for president Obama’s final term. Christine Todd Whitman, former governor of New Jersey, claims that Obama’s primary point of focus for the next four years should be on combatting climate change. Robert B. Zoellick, “President of the World Bank from 2007 to 2012,” (Zoellick) and U.S. trade representative says that the best way out of the recession would be to try to grow the economy not only on a domestic, but also an international level. Carol Browner, former “director of the White House Office of Energy and Climate Change Policy…and the [former] administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency”(Browner) explains how she thinks that president Obama should try to obtain a cleaner environment while simultaneously creating more jobs for the economy. These three propositions, as well as the many other suggestions are all viable methods for how president Obama should go about commanding his second term, and some methods will have better receptions than others.


In theory, a leader is supposed to represent his people as best as he can. This means that the best of presidents will incorporate suggestions from all sources. That being said, Christine Whitman’s proposal of focusing primarily on climate change for the next four years is probably not the best route to take, as it internalizes on an area that not only is very centralized, but many people in this country oppose the idea of climate cha
nge. This means that focusing solely on climate change is spending money on a project that some of the country thinks does not exist. Obama’s presidency will be the strongest if it has support from the highest number of people as possible, so focusing the entire four years on a theory that does not have 100% acceptance could lead to a very ineffective presidency. Whitman makes a point, mentioning that the “devastation caused by Hurricane Sandy, both fiscal and physical” (Whitman) is a major indicator that the climate has a significant impact on the lives of humans, s
he is upset that the Cap-and-Trade system for limiting carbon emissions did not make its way through c
ongress. This is a system where the government auctions off carbon emission credits and companies must buy them if they wish to pollute the air with their production facilities (A.P.). While this method does effectively lower carbon emissions, it also potentially hinders the potential revenue for countries that are limited in how much carbon their factories can emit. This has the potential for negative effects on the job market, which is most certainly not what the economy needs right now. Whitman has good intentions with her plan, but it is not what the country needs for the next four years. 


Coming from another side of the equation is Robert B. Zoellick, who points out that “The shift in economic growth and weight to developing economies over the past decade will eventually underpin changes in power and perceptions of influence…The countries that are home to the ‘bottom billion’ struggle in fragile states of insecurity and poor governance” (Zoellick). Because of this, Zoellick believes that it is imperative that the United States take command of rebuilding international trade. Japan and the European Union, particularly Ireland, Spain, and Greece are all gaining debt. While China is growing rapidly, with their net exports being much higher than the United States, they are still young and do not have a terrible amount of stability, with total population being their primary advantage. This is why, according to Zoellick, it is crucial that the United States take control of international trade, as the U.S. is currently the only country with the resources and stability to do so. Other countries may just need a boost to get out of their own recessions, and Zoellick believes it is the United States’ duty to be that boost. Zoellick also believes that the best method for taking command internationally is to grow domestically. If the U.S. can create an internal structure that has a low unemployment rate and a strong middle class, other countries can try to imitate it. Also, a thriving domestic economy will give the United States more influence in international trade, so having domestic strength will pay off when it comes to international affairs as well. By using a technique once used successfully by Ronald Reagan, Robert Zoellick believes that Barack Obama can have a noteworthy second term, but Zoellick does not acknowledge the environment at all in his argument. 
Carol Browner on the other hand, argues that a nice balance of environmental protection and the creation of new jobs is the way to lead the United States for the next four years. 


Carol Browner, a former white house Environmental figure, believes in a nice balance between environment and the economy for how Barack Obama should spend the next four years. In her argument, Browner mentions how “In his first term, Obama… worked with governors, car industry executives, labor and environmentalists, to reach an agreement on cleaner, more fuel efficient cars.” She then explains that as a result, “Manufacturers got the business certainty and regulatory flexibility they needed, consumers won savings at the pump and the air we all breathe got a little cleaner” (Browner). This plan shows great success on two levels. The carbon dioxide content in the air is lower as a result of more fuel efficient cars on the road, and the companies creating these more expensive, fuel efficient cars are funded by the government, which helps the company thrive. Browner defends the environmental stand by recalling that “[t]he Clean Air Act of 1990 mandated technology based standards to reduce dangerous emissions of air toxics.” Browner explains that “the president has already set limits on mercury pollution that will save 11,000 lives and prevent 130,000 asthma attacks annually while spurring clean energy innovation that will modernize and streamline outdated and inefficient power plants” (Browner). The health of the people has always been of vital importance to Obama, and action from behind this act to clean the air has improved just that. On the other hand, Browner also acknowle
dges the practice of fracking, which is an unclean method of obtaining natural gas from underground. On this subject, Browner advises that president Obama must take action in this department, as national environmental policies should make protection and prevention simpler and more effective. Carol Browner’s proposed environmental protection and economic advancement plan is a fair, and balanced, but also has very lofty expectations. 


T
he best plan for the following four years of Obama’s presidency should be a blend of Both Browner’s and Zoellick’s ideals. Browner does focus on the economy in her argument, but only in regards to the environment. Browner’s primary focus is about how protecting the environment and economically prospering can be done simultaneously. The problem with this solution is that the technology that could put this idea over the edge with success is not quite ready yet. A primary criticism of hybrid cars is that they are several thousand dollars more expensive than a standard engine car, and the amount of gas saved is only noticeable over time. This means that a hybrid is attractive to a family that has a steady income and a promising future, but is not so attractive to a college student that has to balance work with making money. This is why research in this department is imperative. Chevy is moving in the right direction with the implementation of the Volt, a car that runs
 electricity, but has a gas tank in reserve if recharging is not possib
le. If companies can manufacture a practical and cheap hybrid car that people will want to buy, the environment and the economy will both be looking fantastic. Until that technology presents itself, it is also important that the president should focus on creating new jobs and getting the economy back on its feet to prepare for the technology that is to come. Hopefully middle class jobs can permeate from a technology-based economy of the future, as raw manual labor is slipping into the realm of lower class. Good education is the basis of young kids learning the skills they will need for the future, so Obama is doing well with his many aids to Education. The next four years should prove to be interesting, depending on what the president decides to put on his agenda. 


Chris
tine Todd Whitman’s plan does have a strong focus on the environment which, if followed would probably leave the world with clean air and streets, but if focus is not kept on the economy, the United States could fall deeper into a recession. During the great depression in the 1930’s protecting the environment was not very high on the list, as many farmers in the Midwest overplanted their fields to combat the depression, and after the area was plagued with a dust storm, the fields were so dry that they could not be used, only sending the economy further into the depression. Ten years after the start of the depression, World War II begins, and the war provided jobs for much of the unemployed. World War II destroyed much of France, Germany, Japan, and England, as well as North Africa, and much of the environment was negatively affected. After World War II ended, the economies of the world boomed, and productivity constantly increased, despite the political squabbles of the Cold War. It is very true that the E
nvironment is an important part civilization, and it should be protected, but a balance between economic prosperity and environmental protection is what is necessary for Obama to focus on in his next term as President of the United States.
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�Start a new paragraph here.  This is really the start of your “They say” section.


�Granted – many people in the US do not accept the reality of climate change.  But what if they are wrong?  Should a leader follow popular opinion even what that opinion is incorrect or when it could ultimately harm the country?  


�New sentence here.


�This is often capitalized.  Check the official “rules” about this point.


�This last sentence does not seem to fit with the rest of the paragraph, which is entirely about Zoellick's point of view about expanding international trade.  Was this a “leftover” from an older version?  It seems that this is now the first point in the next paragraph too.


�I don't think that just “acknowledging the practice” is what you or Browner meant here.  Don't you mean she acknowledges that more uniform regulation of fracking might be necessary to prevent environmental and other damage coming from this method of natural gas and oil extraction? 


�This seems to be the start of your “I say” section.  It really is OK to use the first person in writing like this.  You are expressing your own opinion now, so claim it as your own.  


� runs on electricity?


�The Volt is also even more expensive than hybrids like the Toyota Prius.


�This looks like a “planting a naysayer” move, which is very good.  But it is OK to be even more explicit about what the function of this part of the argument is.  You might use some variation of the actual template wording for this sort of thing from “They Say, I Say.”   For instance, ``Some might argue that Whitman's plan, with its strong focus on the environment would have strong benefits … “�


�No capital here, and later in this sentence I think something is missing.  





