A CLEANER, SAFER, HEAT THIER AMERICA

THE ENVIRONMENT:

The core of the Democrat argument depends on the belief that “Washingion regulafions™

represent the best way to preserve the environment. We don’t agres.

1}

2}

3}

4}

5)

6)

First, assare pour apdience ithat you gre commisted o “preserving and protecting” the
environment, buf that “it con be done more wisely and effectively.” (Absolutely do not raise
aconomic arguments Arsty Tell them a perzonal story from vour life. Sinee many Americans
believe Republicans do not cars ahout the environment, pou will Rever convineg peaple to
gocept vour ideas until pou confront this susplcion and put i 1o resi.

FProvide specific exomples of fed uregucrats faiiing fo mevt thefr respensibilitic
the environment. Do not atm:k the principles l:u-:]:.m-:l existing legislation. Foous :ustn:ad Wil thc
way it ie enforced or carrisd out, and use rhetorical quastions,

Your plan musi be put in terms of the future, not the pasi or prevent, We are carrying forwand

a tegacy, vos, but we are irying to make things ever befter for the future, The environment Is an
area in whick peaple expect pragress, and when they do not see progress being made, they ger
frusirated. '

The three words Americany are looling for in an erm@gumﬂ:rg padicy, they are “-.5! r"
"cieunrr: and “healthier.” Tww words that summarize what Americans are expecting from

regulators and agencies are “eceountebility™ and “responsibifin.”

sevsimenr. ™ Senyi-benefit e, ™ amd the afler iradiitonal

environmental tersninology uved by industry and corporations. Your constiments don't know
what thoss terms mean, and they will then assume that you are pro-business, _ .

IF vuu meust wse the economic argument, siress I.&mt vou are seeking “a foir hulance " between
the gnvirenmen? gnd the ecomomny. Be prepared to specify and quantify the jobe lost because of |
needless, ﬂ-::.-:qbwe or redundant L.gu.latmns

Deseribe the limited role for Washingfon, We must thoroughly review the environmeantal

regulations already in place, decide which onas we still nesd. identify those which ne longer
make sense, and maks sure we don”t add any unsecessary roles. Washington should discluse the
expected cost of current and all new environmental :egula:'mus. The public fas a right fo know.

Emphasize common sense. In making regulatory decisions, we should use best eadmates and
m&ﬂ.m.r us.sum,rrﬂﬂrm not the wr:-rst case scenarias advanced by enwironmental erm‘emms

e
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OVERVIEW

The environment ix probably the single issue on which Republicans in general — gnd President
Bush in particular - are meost vialwerable. A caricafure has taken hold in the public imagination:
Repubficans scemingly in the pockets of corporate fat cats who rub their hands together and chuckle
manically as they plor o poliue America for fun erd profic. And enly the Democrats and their good-
hearted Fends from Washington can save America from these sinister companies droaling ar the
prospect of strip mining every pieturesque mountain renge, drilling for oil on every whire sand beach,
and clear cutong every green forest.

Thie fundamental problem for Republicans when it comes to the environment is that whatever you
say s viewed theough the priam of suspicion. As with eduzation, Social Security and 50 many olher
issues, the Democrats have besn sxpert ai constructing a narrative in which Republicans and
conscrvatives are the bud guys. And if Americans swallow thar story, then whatever comes later is mere
detail.

Indead. it can be helpful to think of environmental (snd other) issues in terms of “slory,” A
wompelling story, sven if factually inaccurare, can be more smotionally compelling than a dry recitation
of the truth. The popular mevie Erin SBrockovich presented a courageous woman fehfing agamnst an
impersonal corporation thet poisoned the public with cancerous chemicals with impunity. The Fall
Streer Jowrnal and investipative journalist Michael Fumente later conclusively demonsiratec that the
resl-life Brin Brockovich’s lagal case was foll of holes and comtradictions, il no matter: the pullic had
it’s emodonal story, and no oumber of exposes will sver come close to matching the power of that story.

s with those other issues, the first (and most important} step to neulralizmg the probiem and
evenmally bringing people ground to vour point of view on spvironmental issues is to convinee them of
vour sincerity and concern. You mey come up with the most subtle, ruanced, brilliant, ironclad and
LﬂU]EpllﬂHE arpuwment a3 to why President Dush’s approach to the “arsenic in Une waler™ issue was
responsible and correct, but it will fail om deaf ears unlzss the public is willing Lo give vou the beneftt of
the doubt ar the boginning,

I don’™t have 1o remind you ow ofien Republicans are depicted as cold, uncening, ruthlzss, cven
downright anvi-zocial. These antacks appeal to resentment snd fear, Because they are pnmanly
emolional in namre, they cannot be blunted with logic or statshes. Therelors, any discussion of the
enviconment kas to be grounded in an effori fo reassure a sheptical public that you care abosut the
environment for its own sake — thet vour intentions are sirictly honorable, Otheraise, all the rarional
arguments in the world won't be énouph for you o prevail

The pood news, arnidst all this doom and gloom., is that once you ere able to estaklish vour
enviroomemial bona fides, onee you show people that your heart is in the right place and make them
comiortable listening o what you have o say, then the conservative, frec markel approach to the
environment acmualty has the potential 1o be quits popular.
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ON THE MATTER OF ARSENIC IN THE WATER

[ 3tars here because this is where we slmoss snatched defeat from the jews of victory. As you
know, the incoming Bush administration’s judicious, prudent approach Lo the numerops “midnight”
regulations imposed by Bill Climon on his way our the door ended up backfiring in a bigway. The
Yarxeriic in the warer " mbrogho of 3p-11.11g 2{)1 was the biggest public relations misfire of Fresident
Bush's first yesr in offics.

VWhat was the chaos all sbowt? The Bush Administration’s suspension of Clinton's last-minute
execurive order wughening the federal standard for arsemic in drinking water from 50 parts per pillion to
10 parts per billion.

The Dempcrars’ message came fooough foud and clear: Bush and the Republicans put business
imierests above public health, The fact that (he new administration was only delaying a change that
hadn't been considered urgent enough for the Clingon adminiswration to do anything about 1t for eight
long vears got lost in the hubbub.

Indeed, the story was not that Bush was delaying a hastly imposed regulation, but rather thai he
was aciively patting in more srsenic in the warer, Ropublicans pointing out that the Democrats wers
distorling the facts...and pointed this out...and pointed this vut...end poimed this out agaim... but the
facts didn’t matter. The hit had been scoved, the pelitical demage done, and that was the frst chink in
President Bush's approval ratings.

Again, let me emphasize: The facts were beside the point. Faets only become relevant
when the public is receptive and willing o lister o then. The decizion te suspend the regulation
wonldn't be troubling to someone educated on the issue, to someone who knew that there already wes
arsenic in the water ;a.ud the omly thing being debated was whether it was necessary to reducs it, and by
how much. But Americans didn’t know that, They heard “arsenic in the water, ™ and it Was news 0
them. o wonder that they reacted in horror.

How do we avoid such debacies in the future?

it's all in how you frame your argument, and the order in which you present your faetz. Don't
allow vourself to become bogged down in minutiee when you should be presenting the big picturs, You
should have the defails &t hand to back you up, 1o be surs, but don't be afraid o begin by pa.iJI:iJ:u g1in
broad sitak=z,

A more effective, step-by-swp approach to educating the public about the arsenic issne would
hove been:
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THE “ARSENIC™ COMMUNICATION LADDER 5
{. Every American hae the right 1o clean, heslthy and safe drinking water.
2. Repubiicans are dedicared to the continned improvement of our natien's

waler supply, and o ensuring that Americans have the best qualivy water
available. We all drink water. We all want it safe and clean.

Today, thare are mimme, tiny amounts of arsenic in our drinking water. It
has always been this way, It will always be this way.

4, Based on sound science, the governmen!'s standsrd is that there should be
no mare than 50 parts of arsenic per llhon.

3. In the last weeks befiore Bill Clinton left offies, be 1ssued an execulive

| order reducing the standard from 50 to 10 parts of arsenic per billion ~ ur
| he did not act for eight years hecause it was neither a priority nor & heakth
risk. !
| b Befors this new standard takes effecs, we would like to make sure that it is
neceagary to make this change. The decision was reached quickly, without
public debate, and withoul evidence that this change will make our water
appreciably safer, '

Points one and two ahowve may sound like boilerplate to you, bur they are the mest imporiani
element in aryuing ohout this and similar issuss, Talking abour the environment 15 no different than
expluining your position on taxes, Social Seeurity. or the war on terrorism: Begin with your
fundarmental. uiding principles, explain where vou are coming from and whal your ultirate ends and
inentions are, and oniy then deive into the particulers of vour case.

Although President Bush ultimatzly adopted the Clinton administration standard of 10 parts per
billion in November 2001, the arsenic issue should be a lesson to all Republicans. Remember, the
burden of proof is on you to prove your pood intentions and pour sincerify. Reasaure the public on
those counts, and erdy ther will they see the Democmats’ demegoguecy for what it s,

Naote: The day Presideny Bush wmade his subsequent annmmeemen! aecepling ihe mew regiaiion,
the Democrars inmmediarely began harping on the Clinfor standard, clainting that 10 parts per
hillinr weas oo high, and thar the new arsenic standard should actualiy be changed fo thres paris
frer hilliomn

No one wants polluted air snd water, et thet’s what o majority of Americans think
Republicans stand for. Wieen we talk about “rolfing back regulations”™ invelving the
enviromment, we are sending a signal Americans down’t suppore. If we suggest thal the choice is
berween envieonmental protection and deregulation, the environment will win consistently,
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GETTING BACK T() NATUHRE

“I'm usuzlly the one ronning around the howse shutting off lights,
making surc the water is turned off. Still, when 1 think
environmentalist ~ 1"t sorry if someone is offended by this — I think

of somebody chaining themselves to a ree.”
— Pittsburgh woman

The most popular federal programs todey are those thes preserve and proteet our natural
heritage through conservation of public lands and waters through parks and open spaces.

Amsericany love the putdoors. Becoming a champion of national parks and Forests — and
protecting Ammerican cullure and history with sound policies for carrying these legacies 1o the
next generations of Americans — is the hest way to show our vitizens that Republicans can be
FOR something positive on the environment. Being AGAINST existing laws or regulations has
been transiated into being 4 FAINST the environment

Preserving parks and open spacss 15 a winner becauss it doesn’t need 1o be explained to
everviay Amercans. We need more issees like this. No matter how many experts know that
Superfund law o the Clean Water Act or Clean Air rules don'l work as they should, the pubhe
dossn’t perceive them as broken, Thers is not & public outery o fix them.,

That is not to say {hat it is unreasonable w try to “wpdate™ Superfund or to “moderniz:™
the Ciean Water AcL Butl you can't do that kind of beavw lifing unbil you win the public's trust
on-the hesics: protecting and maintaining what we have. [Aveid tenns and concepts like
“providing stewardship” (pessive and unclear) in favor of “preserving and protecung™ ( aclive
and clear)] And the number gre kot button o most volers s weler guality - inchuding both
infrastructure and poliution protection.

Peaple don 't understand the technicalities of environmental law - but they de understand
lhe benefits of conservation of water, land, end open spacss. Republicans need o focus more on
the benefitr the pualic sxpects and spend less time debating process, which the public really
doesn’t care to follow.

Public support fur a trust fimd for conservation of land, wsler and apen spaces is both
widespread and desp. We should not pass wp the opponunily w talk abowt an “epen space
comservation frust fund™ as 5 betier Sponss to chatter about “wrban sprawl ”  Remember, fow
want the growth and development of their community determined by Washington.

But don’t refect a federal rofe alfogether. The environmenl knows no state or local
boundarizs, and the public demands at least some federal guidelines. However, peeple don’t
wan! an intrusive federal bureancracy dictating local enforcement. They want the federal
government to taks care of the “hig pieture™ and leave (he details w the stares and jocalities.
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UPDATING WASHINGTON'S RUTLES ON THE ENVIRONMENT

“Do you want some pencil-pashing Washington bureaucrai to fell you what o
do and kow to do I, someone whao gety all Ris knowledge of the Everglades, the
Rocky Moumtains, and every environmeniol issue from the pages gf National
Geographie?”™

While we may have lost the environmental communications battle in the past, the war is oot
pver, When we expiain our environmental proposals eorrecgly. more than 70 percent of the netion
prefets our positiens o those of our opponents. Let me emphasize, however, that when our
environmental policies are explained ineffectively, not ondy do we risk losing the swing vote, bt our
suburban [emale base could abandon us as well.

The Democraric message could best be characterized as the “Proteciion Racker™ of politics —
protection of the environmen:, protection of education, protection of workers, protection of health care,
protection of Social Security, protection of Medicare and Medicaid, “Frotecring™ those programs has
become the Democrabe menira, and their sbility to remetn on message in all of their communicazions
hes reaped great rewards. And whe could disagres”? Having those things given to you and provectad is
an cffcr that's diffieult to refuse.

As Republicans, we have the moral and rhetorical high ground when we tall aboul valuss, ke
Jreedom, responsibility, and aceountabilify. The sama values apply to the environment as to other
examples of government-knows-hest solutions. Bur when we falk about “rolling hack regrlotions™
imvelving the envirorment, we gre sending a signal Americans don’t support. 1f we suggest thal he
choles is between environmental protection and deregulation, the environment will win consistenthy.

Y ou cannot allew yowurself o be labeled “amti-environment™ staply becauss you are apposed 1o
the current regulatery comfiguration (vour oppoments will almast cerainiy ity to label vou that way).
The public does nol epprove ol the current regulatory process, and Americens certainly don’t want an
increased regularory burden, but they will put a higher priorizy on environmenla] protection and public
health than on cuting regulations. Even Kepublicans pricntize proteciing the environment,

Thal 1 why you must explain bow 1t 13 possible o pursue 4 common sense or sensible
environmental policy that “preserves afl the gainy of the past twa decedes™ without poine o extremes,
and allows for new science and technologies o carry us even further, Give citieens the idea that

progress iv heing frustrated by m'-er-rer:c.&mg gavernment, and you will hit a very strong strain in the
American psyche.

If there must be regulation, Americans are most comforiable with local oversight. Paricipants
rzapond fevorably to proposals that meluded communities and more comamaon sense approaches. This is
important W can uphold the environmental priorvites of the American peopls, while at the same time
maving contrel to the state and local level and removing needless hurcancratic meddling. Pecple
nefieve they know better than do nameless, facciess federal burequcrais how to preserve and protest
their local enviromment.
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WINNING THE GLOBAL WARMING DERATE — AN OVERVIEW

Please keep in mind the following eommunication recommendations as you address global
warming n general, particularly as Democrats and opindon ieaders atack President Bush over K yoto.

| 1. The scientific debete remains oper. Voters beliove that there is no consensus about global
warming within the scientific community, Should the public come to bélieve that the ssientific
fzsues are settled. their views about slobal warming will chanpge accordingly. Thetefore, you need fo
confinus fo make the lack of scientific centainty a primary isswee In the debate, and defer fo
scientists and other experts in the field. '

e e

(2. Americons want o free and epen discussion. Even though Demorrats savaged Presiden: Bush for
formaliy withdrawing from the Kvoto accord, the frath is that none of them would have actually
vorled 1o ratify the treaty, and they wers all glad o see it die. Emphasize the importance of “ecting
only with ali the facts in hand™ and “making the right decision, not the quick decivion.” i

ok T TS B —)

' 1. Technology amd innovation are the key in argumenty on both sides. Global warming alarmisis uss
| American superionity in technology and innovarion quite effectively in responding o secusations
that international agresments such as the Kvoto accord could enst the United States billions. Rather
than condemning corporate America the way most covirommentalists heve done in the past, they
attack their us for lacking faith in owr coliective ability 10 meet any 2conomic challenyes presanted
: by environmental changes we make. This should be our argument. We need to emphasize how
volurfary inoovation snd experimentation mre preferable to burcaucratic or intematiosal meervention
and regulagon,

e TE SEEE S

|4, The “internationgl fairmess ™ lesuie is the amnif};n:}'ﬁme ritr. Given the chance, Americans will
demand that all nations be parr of any inlernational global warming treaty. Nations such s China,

i Mexico and India would have to sign such an agresment for the majority of Americans lo support il |

PR — -

(5. The ecomamic argument should be secondary, Many of you will want to focus on the higher prices
and Jost jobs that would result from complying with Kyoto, but you can do belier. Yes, when put in
specific terms {food and fuel prices, for example) on an individual-by-individus! basis, this argument
does resonere. Yes, the faet that Kyoto would hurt the sconomic well being of semiof: and e poar

| is of particulsr comcern.  However, the economic argument is less effective that each of the
aroumernts listed ahove.

e
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The most important principle in any discussion of global warming is pour commiinent io
sopnd seience. Americans unanimously believe o] envirpnmental rules and reguladons should be based
an sound scienee and commen sense. Similarly, our confidence in the ability of science and echnology
1o solve our nation®s ills is second to none. Bath perceptions will work n your favor 1f properly

culuvared.

The scientific debate is closing fageinst usj but not yet closéd. There ks stiff a window af
oppariunify to challenge the science. Americans believe thet all the swange weather that was assuciated
with El Nino had something to do with global warming, and there is littie you can do to convinee them
otherwise. However, only a handful of people belisves the seience of plobal warming 15 a closed
question. Most Americans want more information so thet they can make an nformed decision. It s our
job to provide that information.

LANGUAGE THAT WORKS

e muest mot Fush to judgment before afl the focts are i, '
We need to ask more qUeviions. We deserve more

answers. And gl we learn mare, we showuld not cormit
America to any infernational document Fhat hawdcufis ws
either naw or inte the future.” N

You need to be even more active in recruiling experts who are sympathetic to pour view, and
much ntore active in making them part of your MEssagc. Peopie are wiliing wo st seientists,
engineers. and other lading research professionals, and jess willing to trust politicians., T2 you wish Lo
chalienge the prevailing wisdom shout global warming, it is more effective 1 have professionals
making the case than politicians. When you do enter the fray, keep your message shor, concise, and
refier to the source of the matenal ¥ou wse. Back up vour points with a limited number of facs and
figures — but then explain why they matter,

Cime final science note: Americans have little teust i arguments relving on shori-term datn, such
az mentioning thet year & was the hotiest on record or vear Fowas the coldest on record, etc. Bven 13
veuts of satellits records, or modeling that shows rieing sea lovels is not enough.

WORDS THAT WORK

wg pientives can extrapolate alf kinds of things from
today's data, bus that doesn % tell us anything about
tomorrow’s world. - Fou can’t looi fock a million years
and say tivat proves that we ‘rer hoating the globe now
hotter than I#'s ever been. After all, just 20 pears ago
sciamtists were worried abou! @ Hew Tee Age.™
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The Kyoto camp s divided into two catepoties: 4meriea Besters and Calamify Janes.

The American Eemers, led by Sen. John Kerry, will argue thet we have the most immovalive,
technically advanced business community that can easily adapt to stricter ﬂ.nu-glﬂbal WaIming
regulations. The Calamity Janes, on the other hand, nse scars taetics to convinee audicneey thel
alobal warming will lead to doom and gloom, Both have one common argument: The future
will be a better place 1§ we take the necessary actions wday. '

L&t me warn vou that both arguments do resonate with some people when they make the

case that shori-term pain will yield long term gain, Americans are still forward thinkng end are
likely to respond [averehly to sacrifice if they can s2e a light &t the end of the wmnel.

That's what vou must offcr, The fact that people take a long-lerm view gives you an

appoTLunity to consrct a “zerc-regrets” argument. For example, you should argue that America
should invest more in rescarch and development to find ways to bure: focl more efficientiy.

The tradifional sconomic approach taken by Republicens to opposs many environmenl

mics and regulations simply does not move Democrats and has only limited appeal among
independents. If vou mmst raise economic coneems, the best way to reach swing voters is fo take
a practical, down-to-carth approach. Talk about the real world day-to-day effects that proposzd
environmernral remedics would have on their everyday lives,

L

Puit the costs nf regulgtion in human terms, Stinpent environmental regulations hit the most
vulnsrable among us — the elderly, the poor and those on fixed incomes - the hardest. Say iU
Taxes on fuel and other products will be highly regressive, and new regulations wil] coniribute to
higher prices for neeessities like food and utilities.

LANGUAGE THAT WORKS

“Inpecesvary envirsimentl regulations kurt monts and dody,
grandmus and grandpas. They hurt semior citizens on fixed incomes.
They take an enormeus swipe af miners, loggers, ruckers, farmers —

| anyone wha kas any work in energy intensive professions. They mean
| less income for families struggling to sarvive and educate their
| children.”

= = mp—

This is most effective when vou astualiv describe how specific activitizs and items will cost -
more, from “pumping £as t tuning on the light.” Remember, Americans already think they are
an overiaxed people. Tresties such as Kyvoto would bave been yet another tax on an aiready
overburdened population.
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2. Job lasses, Every year, excessive emvironments! reguistions eost the United States thousands of
jobs, Independents and swing voters can really relate to conerete effects such as this, The
prospect of losing so many jobs may vpsst Americans mores than any hypothetical effects of
clobal warming, et you have to be carelul to use gpecifics - gensralities will be rejected. Talk
abong the professions and industries that will be most hurt

3 Muajor fifestvle changes. Talking generically abow higher taxes end preater custs will not
persuade thoze wha are truly undecided of the dangers of the Kvoto protocol and similar
toguletion regimes, But they will listen if you poinat out that the unintended conssquences of
sitch well-intended regulations may make American life feer safe, not more zafe.

Lt mes emphasize that while the economic arguments may receives the most applause ar the
Chamber of Commerce meeting, it is the laast effective approach among the people you most want
reach — average Americans, The assertion that there are better ways to address environmesal trcats
such as global warming 1s & superior argunent.

Matking seores better than a “We're Mumber One® theme, and in the arena of scientific
broakibroughs we really are Number Ome. Therefore, if supporters of drastic environmental
regulacions tell vou that *we can do anything we sct our sights on,” and that “dmerican
corporations and industry can meet an) chaffenge,” immediately agres, bur then add the
following:

WORDS THAT WORK v
“Dan’t confuse my opposiiion (o excessive regulafion with a desire for ingction,
We don't need an inferaarional ireaty with rides and regulations that will

. handcuff the American econangy or our ability to make our environment
cleaner, safer und healthier., ' §

“(hi the conmrary, what we need (o do is Lo put American creatfvity and
American innovation to work. It's time fo call on the leaders of science and
technology fo_find new forms of fuel thet burn cleaner and more efficiensly. We
need fo irvest in research and development that will restore polluted air and
water fo pristine conditions — just us we have done for Lake Erie. We should
take an getive role in helping other nafions save fheir forests and build safer

| energy sources.”

" m—

That puts yau hack on offense, but don’t stop there. Proponents will criticize America for
causing u majority of the world®s pollution and being the biggest cantributor (o the greeshouse effect,
Exciese the pun, but this is garbage. We do so much more and poliute so much less than anvone else.
You must set the record straight.
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WORDS THAT WORK '

> “As @ pation, we should he prond. We produce o majority of the
world's foed, a large majority of the world's technology, ond

| virfually all of the world's kealth and seientific breakihroughs,
yet we produce a fraction of the world's poliution. America las
the hest scientists, the best engineers, the bext researchers, and

|  the best technicians in the world, That is why we must assume o i
' leadership role in conservaiion and preservation, but we cornit
| da it alone. Every notion st do s purt.”

_ We should dorninate the technolopy and innovation argument, bur you will still fall short unless
von emphasize the volunary actions and environmental progress already underway. Remembet,
Diemocrats have nothing to offer but more bursauerars and buresicratic solutions o the r:hﬂlkenges g
face. They are simply atfempling to involve bureaucrats in areas in which (he private sector is already
making memendous progress.

B p—

|

MORE WORDS THAT WORK i

L

' fa the last 20 years, America has wade sigrificant progress in

- environmental research without any foreign treaty. These

| broghkthronghs have olready been pur to werk to felp the global |

T erviranment, ond we didn'f need any foreign body to tefl us kow
‘ it dn it |

-
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CONCLUSION; REDEFINING LABELS

The mainstream, centrivt American now seex the excesses of se-called “environmerndalists,”
and prefers the lnbel “conservationint™ instead. Thesc individuals ars st} clanrly “pro-anvironment,”
but nat at the expense of everything else in lifs. They are the kind of voters who consider the
enviremment as one of & variely of fagtors in their decision for whom o vote, but not the overmding
fuctor. If we win these peaple over, we win the debaie: 1t's that stmple. The rest is commeniary.

Mozt peaple now recognize that some self-desoribed environmentalists are — m their words —
“pylremists.” Thanks w some pretty bizaree behavior, there are some negative connotstions that attach
thetteeives Lo those who promote environmentalism. In pardcular, Greenpeace and Ralph Nader have
an extremist image that turbs off many volers.

We have spent the last seven years examining how best o communicate ecomplicated deas and
controversial subjects. The terminalogy in the upeoming environmental debate n2eds refincment,
slerting with “global warming” and ending with “environmentalism.” R’y fime for is io start talking
abawt “climate change” instead of global warming and “conservation” instead of preservation.

1. “Climate change” iv lexs frihtening than “clobef werming.” As one fueus group participam
noted, climate change “sounds like you’re going from Pittsburgh to Fort Lauderdale.” While
aloha] warming has eatasmrophic connotations arteched w i, climate change sugacsts s more
comtmollable and less emetional chatlenge,

2. e should be “conyervationists,” pot “orevervationizis” or “enviroamertalists, " The term
“ronservationiss” has tar more positive connotations than sither of the ather twa terma. TL
comveys & moderate, reasoned, common sense position between replenishing the carth’s netuee!
resaurces and the human need to make nse of thase resaurces,

“Environmentalist” can have the connotation of extremism Lo many Americans, parficulatly
thode onteide the Northeast, “Preservationisi™ suggests someons who believes nalure should -
rematn untouched — preserving exactly what we have, By compsrisan, Americans s2e 2
“ennservatonist™ as someone whi believes we should use our naturel resources efficiently and
replenish what we can when we can.

Republicans can redafine the environmental debaze and make inroads on what conventional
wisdorn calls 2 traditionally Democratic constimency, because we offer better palicy choices Lo the

Washingion-run bureancracy, Bul we have to got the talk right to capture thal segmenl ol the public that !

is willing to give President Bush the beaefit of the doubt on the enviromment - and they are out there
wailing,

The words on these pages are wested — they work! But the ideas hehind them — translated into
actipns - will speak louder than words. Once Repuhlicans show (he public that we are for something
positive, not just against existing environmental regulatons, We can swrt w close that credibility gap.
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THE NINE PRINCIPLES OF ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY _l

AND GLOBAL WARMING

Sound science must be cur guide in choosing which problems to tackls
and how to mproach them.

We should identify the real risks to humen health and safety before we
decide how 10 address a problem,

Punishing real polluters must be a higher priority than creating more rules
and regulations.

Local problems require local sobuions. National standards may be
necassary, but enforcement should be local. People in the community
nave the greatest incentive 1o keep their local environment clean,

Technalogy, innovation and discovery should play & major role in
preserving a clean and healthy environment.

Environmental policies should mke into account the econemic impact on
senior citizens, the poor and those with fixed incomes.

The best solutions to environmental challenaes are common sense
solutions.

All nations must share responsibility for the environment. No nation
showld be excluded from doing fts part to improve climate conditions and
the heatth and safewy of itz papulation. ,

9, All changes in national environmental policy should be fuliy discussed in ,
an open forum. Laws, apreements end weaties should not be signed :
without pubiic input. - l
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the work that still needs o be done. Yel Republicans have opposed efforts to reform the massive

- polluters, We won't let them.

- 25 years ago. Smog is down. Carbon monoxide in the air iz down, Parents can now breathe easicr

* rivers und drink safe. clenn water fram the tap.,..on parents who want o he sure the park dowm tha black

e ——— T R

PROTECTIMNG OUR EN\"]RﬂNDr;[E:'iT
flemocrats i fhelr own W-I:'?_‘-iﬂ

Owoe of the most inporant responsibiliies of government and elected officials is the protection of
aur air, cur weater, and our land. Making ruies agamst polluting our natural epvirostosst and mvestments
i restoring it are part of a Democratic tradition that extends bacle almost T (M) years. From the faunding of
our national parics zarly i this century, o the landmark laws of the past three decades, one of America’z
greatest achievements hus been conserving and cleaning our natural savironment. This is one area where
citizen initistive and government regulation of corporate behavior hes been a demonsirable success.

Americns are proad of the achievements that heve been made — and understend the ureency of

aoverntent subsidies for new lopging roads that will bemefit private logging compenies in national
foreses. Thew have blocked efforts to charge market prices for rnge-lend graring oo federal Jond. And
they oven mefused Lo re-suthorze e “erown jewel”™ of American environmental laws — the Endangered
Spectes AdL

When the law (hat restered the bald eagle w vibrane popalations can't be preserved, we mast call |
the Kepublicans what they arc — anti-environment. Similarly, Republican suppont [or corporace subsidies |
fior poltuters represents hypocrisy at its warst It bad enough that consaratives condone the axpleitilion
nf the envirommeal It's even worse when ey want the taxpayers w pick up the tab.

Simply stated, we want to protect our naoural resewrces for our shuldeen and fumure generations,
I'he Bepublicuns wanl 1o protect the deep pockets of Bwise who seek o exploit cur national parks ard
forests And WalCrWaY'S.

Damnocratic amironmental legisladon of past years made tremendous guing toward restornge our
pristine namirel resources. 'We no longer heve rivers canching fire from polhmion. Umes dead rivers, lakes
and sslUuries are now puisating wirdl lifc, Poopls anc returning to these encas to swim, fish end enjoy the
arept citdoors as wildlife thrives. Repuhlicens want to remove the stiff fines and penaltes levied on

Today our skies are cleaner. In virtually every city in this couniry, the air is cleaner than it was
knowing their childeen are breathing cleaner air.

et today, there ars those who want to turn back the clock on peoplz who want to fish in tha
i wmle for their childran to play in....on people who want (o breathe ciean, healthy air. We won't let

them. Democrats will continue to fight Republicans and their corporate allies thas would risk aur |
childean's lone-term haalth, the air they breathe and the walzr they drink for the sake of shori-term
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- determinatiom, hut federal resourcas must be targeted and allocated more effectively, and that’s
. why we tmust have greater involvement by state and local officials.

I3 In making regulalory decisfons Invelving the environment, the federal government shauld

-

(A Republican speech abul the air we breath)

It iy powsible fo achigve betler protection of humean health and the ervirorment by
regularing smarter, but you can 't regulate smarter wnless we all demand it from the
regulators in Washington. The fact is, businesses - big-and small — spend too much time
fryping fo comply with toe much paperwark and too mery regulations from fod many -
Washingion burequerals, |

A CLEANER, SAFER, HEALTHIER FUTURE ]
|

If we are to move forward to a safer, cleaner, kealthier future, we have fo change the
way Washington regplaies, States and communities should be allowed - even encouraged - fo
take a greager role in epvivonmental regulations and oversight, Adfter all, who knows better about
what each commumnity needs, 4 local leader or a Washington bureancrat? There are national
environmental siandards thet must be zet, and the federal government moust make that

Bt the improvements we need in Wazhington go heyond state and local invalvement.
We nead to plan for the future, net jfust for today, Science and technotogy are constan: by
changing and improving. Too aften, the federal government doesn't keep wp with thess
improvements, #nd old reguiations become oul-dated and don’t de the best job they can. That is
why I want ta see four immediate changes to the way we regulate the enviromment:

1. We must do & thorough revi=w of the environmental regulations siready in place, decide
what wodcs and what dossn’e and then make sure we don't add any more unneesssary or ,
unproductive nabes. There should be a mandatary requirement that obligaies the federal
govemment fo determine whether curment regulations should be refirmed, comsoiidated ar
discontinuad.

i

13

Washingten should also be required to disclese the expected cost of cument end ali pew
eovironmental regutatons. The public hes a mght w know what thess faws and
Tegulations cost '

use besi estirmates and realistic assumptions rather than worst-case scenarios advanced by
errvironmental extremists,

4, New regulations should be bazed on the maost advanced and credible scientific knowiedge |
avaiiahle.

Finally, to promote the accomntabifity and responsibifity of federal regulatory ageney
decisions, the entire process should be open lo public serwliny, 1t's dme to restore common
sense to environmental laws. This is how we move forward 10 a safer, clesner, healthier future,
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. eentury, Our rugeed mdividualism, sense of sdventures, and pioneer spirit are 31l smbodied in our
| eollective love of the outdoors, I want to join vou today in a pledge Lo preserve and protect the special

| doubt that green and open spaces will bemelit all of us in the long run.

| skills and valuss [ike tmamwaork and respect for nature, which helps prevent juvenils crimes and

THE VALUE OF GREEN AND OPEN SPACES R
(A Repubiican speech about protecling the earth) |

William Shakespeare wrnee, “Ome towgh of nature makes the whole werld k" I'm joming you |
inday to share a litte bit of my personal famiky history and why I think we all as Americans shags a [
comman intarest in protecting our commaon legacy — the environmant

We would do well to take stoek of what it is thar has made this country grear — and whar has
made us troly imigue as Amenicana — so that we carry the [mest treditions of America o he new

places Crod gave gs.

Crer public Jands and waters, and afl the privare habitats and namre preserves, rémind me of times
gpent with mv family —as a child. discovering u love of the autdoors my params and grand parents i
natilled in me; as o young aduli. taking walks in the park with a special someone; and now as a parent,
teaching mv own kids to identifv epecizs of enimals and plants, having & predic, ar just throwdng or
kicking a bail eround in an open feld. I want those places w still exist when my children grow older and
teuch their owm kids the vaiues of our famiky. for another genemtion.

B if w.-_-faﬂ' to act mow, many of those speclal places wor "t be preserved, and whar [ lost or
destroped canfed be replaved, We must take respansibifity and show sccowntabifing for protecong these

sagred places for generations to come.

More than half of ux plan our ol vaeailons arommd gome avpest of the antdoare. B in the |
mew century, ac we focus more than evar on the finwre and confroat rapid change = we meed to keep
touck with those places that remind us of these defining ideas and prineiples thet huve made America

the great pionecy nation.

Whother we wan & place t get away for some solitude ... or e Vacaton with our foved ones . or |
whether we jusl snjoy the peace of mind that comes with knowing tha: those places will still exist for
fimure generutions ... we Americans see a value in conzenving places vastly different then our oun
backyards, Nerih Dakota docs not look like Nomth Carcling, nor does New Mexico lock like Wew Jersay,
America’s diversity accounts for a prest measurs of her baaury,

Whether or not you believe as [ do thet conserwing e enviresment IF 15 0wl reword, thees i3 no
Man's discoveries from nanmre may provids the core for disenses like cancer, Today, programs
that tuk= place in our netional, state, and local parks and forests provide a plase for children to leam new

delinquency. Having buffers of open spaces contribudes ta rrrl:-]'.rn:t't:.- values and the cconomic stbility of
neighhorioods,

Washington is rarely kmewn tor its display of common sense. But just this oace, why not do what makes |
the st sense [0 meet Americans and support policies for parks and open spaces that eoenserve neturs and the

eivITONmeT a8 & 1aga|:1.r for the next geaeration of Americans? If we work together, there is no Teason we e’ i

mitke "hl:sEl wreds cieaner. safer, and haalthiar for s all. i I
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