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2016 ISSUE 1 CONTENTS 
________________________________________________________________ 
PRESIDENTS DAY DINNER - February  15 
Colonel Allen West is the featured speaker at this year’s SIRC Presidents’ Day banquet and 
major fundraiser.  At an expected sellout audience, he will deliver insightful remarks on the 
current political climate in a world under duress. 
__________________________________________________________________
TRUE PERSPECTIVE SEMINARS - 2016 
First one of 2016 is January 28, 5:00pm, Plantation Ballroom: Police Department Merger, 
Chatham County with City of Savannah. Speaker: Chatham County Manager Lee Smith.
Next is a February 25 Forum, 4:30pm, Plantation Ballroom: 
Republican Candidates for Sheriff: Roy Harris and John Wilcher
Additional seminars are being arranged on:  .........................
When the dates and speakers are secured, we will notify our members.
________________________________________________________________________
TRUE PERSPECTIVES SEMINAR - November 18 - Immigration Policy
Sarah Lamar (Hunter Maclean Law firm expert in Immigration) put all the current and 
proposed immigration laws and executive orders into perspective. See article on page 2.
________________________________________________________________________
REPLACING THE AFFORDABLE CARE ACT
Now that almost all candidates have opined on how to replace the ACA, a review of their 
ideas is included on page 3.
_______________________________________________________________________
IRAN NUCLEAR “DEAL” REVISITED
Nuclear non-proliferation expert from Harvard, William Tobey, recounted the advantages 
and disadvantages of the current Iran Deal (not yet finalized). Perhaps it may never be final,  
as Iran leaders disavow even what they apparently agreed to. See article on pages 4 and 5. 
_________________________________________________________________________
2016 ELECTION EFFECT ON FUTURE GENERATIONS
A sobering perspective on the crucial nature of the next election on America’s future, by 
Paul Fisher, author of SIRC’s introduction on Liberal Myths. See pages 6 and 7.
___________________________________________________________________
MEMBERSHIP DUES
Notices went out in December. If you have not renewed yet, please do so soon. Family 
membership is $40, Sustaining membership, $100. Please mail or tube to Membership 
Chair Mary Ann Senkowski, 8 Mainsail Crossing, Savannah, GA  31411. Questions? Call or 
email her at: 912-598-0493, or masenkowski@gmail.com. 
_______________________________________________________________________
In this issue…
Pg 2 -       Immigration Laws! ! ! Pgs 8-9 -       Foreign Policy Myths
Pg 3 - !      ACA Replacement!! ! Pgs 10-11 -   Global Warming Myths
Pgs 4-5 -  Iran Nuclear “Deal”!! ! Pg 12 -          SIRC Sustaining Members
Pgs 6-7 -  Future Generation Message!
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Immigration Laws in Flux
On November 18, attorney Sarah Lamar gave a True 
Perspectives backgrounder seminar on the state of U.S. 
immigration laws and their enforcement limitations. Lamar 
is with Hunter Maclean in Savannah, a business law firm 
whose various practice areas include immigration law.
A Balancing Act
On the one hand, our country was built on immigration, 
with strength in its diversity. Furthermore there are still  
shortages in key skilled jobs that need foreign workers to 
fulfill. We are barely at replacement levels, while some 
other industrialized nations (e.g. Japan, Italy) are already 
way short of replacement levels, implying huge problems 
in the future for sustaining their economies.
The U.S. has shortfalls in doctors, other health workers  
and agricultural workers, where today’s jobs are more 
than 20% filled by foreigners.
Yet recent world events and sanctuary cities tell us that 
protecting our borders from adverse intrusion is crucial.
Will Proposed New Laws Help or Hurt Us?
One basic fact is that the 11+ million current illegal aliens 
can’t be dealt with adequately. One proposal was the 
Dream Act (Development, Relief and Education for Alien 
Minors). This 2001 plan (not enacted) would have de-
ferred deporting of young people of good moral character.  
It failed to gain traction with increased concerns about 
border security.
So President Obama tried executive action, bypassing 
Congress, with DACA (Deferred Action for Childhood Arri-
vals) in 2012, which was based on many of the same ten-
ets as the unsuccessful Dream Act.
Obama also tried another executive action: DAPA (De-
ferred Action for Parental Accountability) to defer deport-
ing parents for a time if their children were citizens or 
permanent resident aliens. This is now held up in the 
Federal Court of Appeals as 25 states have challenged it 
as an unwarranted expansion of Presidential power.  
Both DACA and DAPA embrace the concept of prosecuto-
rial discretion; if you can’t handle every case, you go after 
the most important ones first. However, most would agree 
a broad overhaul of our nation’s immigration laws are in 
order so there is a clear rule of law for all to follow.
Need for Broad Overhaul of Immigration Laws?
Today there is a patchwork of visa rules, dealing with who 
gets priority: students, specialty occupations, profession-
als, intra-company transfers. Should we revise them 
based on real future needs?
Yet few in Congress want to touch this subject, especially 
during a presidential election. (Editor’s note: Why didn’t 
the Nancy Pelosi Congress do something when they had 
a virtual filibuster proof majority and the presidency?)
This subject can be demagogued on both sides. And now, 
with reports of terrorists trying to enter the country, most 
politicians don’t venture to claim they have a total solu-
tion.

Enforcing Immigration Laws
A major law was the Immigration Reform & Control Act of 
1986 (IRCA) imposing employer sanctions for not policing 
unlawful workers at the hiring stage. The Form I-9 was 
introduced and must now be used for every new em-
ployee hired in the United States. But the Form I-9 is not 
foolproof and is not always effective at detecting unau-
thorized workers.  
The Federal E-Verify program was later introduced which 
makes it easier to track illegal workers based on a search 
within the U.S. government’s electronic Social Security 
Administration and Department of Homeland Security da-
tabases. However, E-Verify is only mandatory for federal 
contractors and voluntary for others unless a state makes 
it mandatory.  E-Verify also is not perfect because it does 
not always detect identity theft.
Georgia has its own immigration laws, with criminal penal-
ties for knowing violations by employers. Georgia also 
makes E-Verify mandatory for all employers who have 11 
or more employees and virtually all public contractors/
subcontractors.
_____________________________________________
Georgia E-Verify for all public employers:
. To verify eligibility of all newly hired
. For 11+ employees, E-verify after 7/1/13
. Certify E-verify to get business license
___________________________________________
Current Issues - Syrian Refugees
Are the screening procedures sufficient to prevent terrorist 
intrusions? Many governors are threatening to prevent 
resettlement of Syrian refugees that Obama wants to in-
vite. (Perhaps he should have enforced the “red line” that 
Bashar al-Assad crossed with his use of chemical weap-
ons. If Assad had been ousted, would there be millions of 
Syrians trying to flee his criminal regime?) Many ques-
tions remain on this very difficult issue:
Can governors resist federal actions here, given the 
President has general authority over immigration policy?
Perhaps states can have a role in demanding security, but 
ultimately not in thwarting Presidential decisions.
Public opinion may have an influence here, due to the 
heightened awareness of failures such as in the killing of 
hundreds of Parisians by ISIS infiltrators. 
Many Democrats are also pleading to go slow on this 
refugee effort, even voting for House Republican meas-
ures in enough quantity to override a presidential veto. 
There were humanitarian precedents for bringing in many 
refugees before, such as allowing  300,000 Vietnamese in 
after that war ended (in which America was heavily in-
volved). While the Administration asserts that the refugee 
screening procedures are very thorough, many have ex-
pressed concern that current federal screening measures 
can keep out determined ISIS fighters.   
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What Needs to Be Done With ACA in 2017
By Michael A. Walters
”….people who are enrolling are sicker and more heavily-
subsidized than either the White House or the participat-
ing insurers had hoped; the healthy uninsured are often 
choosing to pay the fine … and go without coverage.
“…lower-than-expected premiums ..on the exchanges are 
headed upward,..major insurers may end up following 
United Healthcare for the exits if...numbers don’t improve.
“… the excited liberal claim that Obamacare has bent the 
overall health care cost curve downward looks …. prema-
ture. After five years of slower-than-expected growth, cost 
growth spiked higher in 2014. 
“The law has knocked down the U.S. uninsured rate to 
about 11-12 percent, compared to a pre-Great Recession 
level of 14-15 percent.”
These are not the views of conservatives who opposed 
The Affordable Care Act. These are from a NY Times arti-
cle on the “Fate of ObamaCare” which now appears more 
than ever to be an abject failure.  Some liberals will even 
admit it never was intended to succeed, but just to be a 
placeholder until single payer might be the only bailout. 
Guess what. There is still plenty of momentum to repeal 
and replace it with better solutions but not one that is 
mandated from on high by the federal government.
Almost all the Republican presidential candidates have 
ideas that will work to replace it. 
Some Common Themes of Candidates
1. Replace it – it‘s too flawed and complex to try to fix.
2. It did not allow tax savings for individual policies.
3. Have basic policies grant guaranteed access to all.
4. States should implement, not a federal mandate 
5. Vary ways to pay for pre-existing conditions (PEC) 
6. Expand health savings accounts with higher deducti-

bles to promote more control over procedures 
7. Continue state regulation (rates and coverages), but 

with more flexibility to buy out-of-state policies
8.  Medical tort reform to help reduce costs
9. Improve Medicare and Medicaid due too out of control  
     costs bankrupting our future.
Guiding Principles on Replacement
•  Minimize use of federal laws
•  Promote innovation; empower states to design
•  Use competitive free market; no price controls
•  Avoid overall mandates/free to choose 
•  Accessible coverage for all
•  Affordable
•  Portable
•  Patient centered
•  Respect religious beliefs.
The extensive list of these principles implies that Oba-
maCare had none of these – a shock to those who first 
hoped that ObamaCare was a sincere effort to improve 
the medical insurance system in the U.S. Instead it ap-
pears to have been a federal power grab on one sixth of 
the American economy.

Other Ideas 
Not specified yet by the candidates but ultimately needed 
in implementing programs by state are:
• Subsidies 
   -  Defining and subsidizing even basic polices 
   -  How to pay for PEC, without disrupting free market
   -  How to price so companies are not disadvantaged  
       and stay competitive in the market
•  Coverages

-‐  Defining PEC coverage (diagnosed condition 
and treatment recommended)
-‐  How to add programs like staying on policy for 

25 year olds living at home
-‐  No mandates for expensive unlimited coverage

• Pricing 
-‐       Need pricing freedom to keep markets open
-        How to keep profit margins in health insurance as 
low   as in auto insurance (under 4%!)
•  Other
-‐     Guaranteed renewal rules
-‐     How to make policies truly portable
-‐     How to motivate states to pass meaningful tort reform
-     How to square out-of-state policies with in-state insol- 
       vency programs to reimburse insureds for any failures
After the Election
Given the extensive thoughts on replacement ideas, Con-
gress should quickly repeal ACA and have it signed by the 
new president. 
The only other new federal law that needs to be passed 
should level the tax playing field so individual policies can 
thrive and create more competition. Consider tax credits  
and expansion of Health Savings Accounts to better ac-
cumulate funds to pay for future coverage.
Possibly amend McCarran-Ferguson Act of 1945 (state 
regulation of insurance) to encourage more cross selling 
over state (Might not be needed if state regulators/
legislatures cooperate.)
The only other Congressional action should be block 
granting of some Medicaid funds back to states to en-
courage more guaranteed access to individual health 
policies, to subsidize pre-existing condition coverage and 
to incent better state tort reform of medical liability claims.
Let the states innovate with guaranteed access to all and 
to subsidize pre-existing condition coverage. Some may 
even mandate health insurance just as in auto insurance. 
After a few years, some clear winners will emerge and 
other states can adopt the best ideas already working.  
States Innovate Not Federal Mandates
The feds do not have the authority to mandate health in-
surance programs even if an obviously best one emerged.  
It’s not an enumerated power in Article I Section 8 of the 
Constitution. Article X says, what’s not authorized to the 
federal government is left to the states and the people. 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
	   	   	   	   	   	   	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
	   	   	   	   	   	   	  
Michael A. Walters is a Fellow and Past President of the 
Casualty Actuarial Society and has previously presented these 
ideas in national actuarial publications and forums.
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Is Iran Nuclear Deal Better Than No Deal?
On November 12 at the Coastal Georgia Center in Sa-
vannah, William Tobey gave his views on the recent 
“nuclear deal” with Iran. Tobey is a Senior Fellow at the 
Harvard Kennedy School’s Belfer Center for Science 
and International Affairs at. He has a wealth of experi-
ence in nuclear non-proliferation strategy from past 
U.S. administrations dealing with the Soviet Union and 
North Korea.
 He described the “deal” and then outlined the advan-
tages and disadvantages. Of note, at the start he que-
ried the audience’s perception of whether the situation 
was fully resolved. Almost no one believed it to be so.

The “Deal”
Iran has apparently agreed to restrictions on its ability 
to enrich uranium, which fade away in the next 10 to 15 
year. They also accepted a monitoring system of sorts 
to have a one-year “breakout period”, or delay to pro-
duction of a nuclear weapon. They also have adopted a 
plan to reduce the number of centrifuges producing fis-
sile material substantially below the 12,000 heretofore 
acknowledged as functioning in Iran.
They have also agreed to oversight by the UN’s Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) team, with a 
guarantee of no more than 24 days before IAEA can 
get in to view a suspect site.
They have also accepted some oversight of the supply 
chains that Iran possesses to get crucial material for 
building a bomb and even possibly acquiring delivery 
systems for a weapon.
Based on an initial audience question, he characterized 
the Iran deal as a much more robust oversight system 
than North Korea had. It was ultimately discovered that 
North Korea had violated its agreement to refrain from 
building a bomb and it actually had covert sites doing 
the opposite. The main problem with monitoring North 
Korea’s program was the U.S. had concentrated on 
monitoring only one site.
A follow-up question should have been “Did we intend 
to prevent North Korea from getting a bomb, or merely 
try to delay them?”  In Iran’s case, we may have a more 
thorough (but not ironclad) monitoring system, but we 
appear to be resigned at the end of 15 years to them 
having the capability to build nuclear weapons.

Advantages of the “Deal”
There were four outlined:
1. For 15 years Iran appears to be blocked from build-
ing a plutonium-based weapon; they had a known site 
in ARAK where they were on schedule to produce plu-
tonium, the main ingredient for a weapon, and of no 
use for domestic energy.  The reactor will be reconfig-
ured initially to produce far less plutonium.
2. They have agreed to cut back substantially on the 
12,000 centrifuges heretofore believed to be in opera-
tion and producing the ultimate fissile material for 

bombs.
3. They have agreed to access by IAEA, the well-
known and acknowledged objective experts in nuclear 
nonproliferation efforts.
4.Iran has accepted outside monitoring of their central-
ized procurement systems to assure that they are not 
acquiring materials to build bombs more quickly.
__________________________________________
...ultimately they got worldwide 
acknowledgment that they can 
build a large nuclear infrastruc-
ture enabling Iran to produce 
nuclear weapons on very short 
timelines.
______________________________________
Not listed formally, but as it came out later in the Q&A 
session, Iran has a huge incentive to not blatantly vio-
late the deal because they got huge concessions in the 
process. Namely, the U.S. threat to take out their exist-
ing facilities via bombing them has been removed, and 
they got the return of some $150 billion in sequestered 
assets held by the U.S. And of course they got the con-
cession to remove the crippling economic sanctions.
And more subtly, they got worldwide acknowledgment 
that ultimately they can build a large nuclear infrastruc-
ture enabling Iran to produce nuclear weapons on very 
short timelines.

Disadvantages of the Deal
Normally these deals require complete and correct dec-
larations and admissions of how far they had already 
come towards producing a nuclear weapon. No such 
declaration was made. This is a major setback because 
restriction efforts need a baseline to measure future 
progress.
The U.S. was resolute on this disclosure need as late 
as April of 2015. Yet the deal was concluded in July 
with this a still open question. Some items still have a 
December 2015 deadline, but the implications are that 
non-disclosure could remain an open item for a long 
time. And the economic sanctions removal is likely to 
take place without this as well.  
The other parties to the agreement (e.g. Russia, 
France, China, Germany, and the United Kingdom) are 
apparently already looking forward to resuming com-
merce with a newly richer Iran with an extra $150 billion 
of released funds and much more oil revenues to pay 
for needed goods for Iran.

       Continued on page 5
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Another setback is that there is ambiguity on what was 
agreed to on both sides but especially by Iran.
The  “Supreme Leader” Ayatollah Ali Khamenei said, 
“no foreigner will ever be allowed to interview Iranian 
scientists”, and “inspections of military sites are out of 
the question.”  This is surprising as the signed agree-
ment did refer to 24 days of negotiations before inspec-
tions can begin.
Even the Iran president who supported the agreement, 
Hassan Rouhani, said that “we can bypass sanctions”, 
because violating the resolutions doesn’t mean the deal 
is violated with respect to reimposing economic sanc-
tions.
The 15-year duration of the deal is also in question, be-
cause some experts believe in the last three years of 
the period, there may well be a zero breakout period. 
This means that Iran may have enough fissile material 
by then to build a bomb very quickly even though the 
resolutions are violated. U.S. former secretaries of state 
George Schultz and Henry Kissinger have opined that 
the enforcement difficulties mean there can be a “grad-
ual accumulation of ambiguous evasion.”
___________________________________________
Iran’s three main goals ... were:
• Keep ... weapons program 
• Remove crippling ... sanctions
• Avoid U.S. military strikes.
___________________________________________
Follow-Up Questions
1. One dealt with why the U.S. would sign a deal with 
so many known flaws. The conjecture was that the U.S. 
negotiators wanted to avoid the prospect of war so 
much, that any deal was better than having a military 
confrontation with Iran. 
2. A follow up question was whether Iran sensed this 
hesitation by the U.S. and that gave them more resolve 
in working out a deal much more favorable to Iran. (Edi-
tor’s note: Did Iran read Donald Trump’s Art of the 
Deal?)
If Iran knew the ultimate trump card (no pun intended) 
by the U.S. of a military strike was off the table, 
wouldn’t that have emboldened them to tilt the deal 
tremendously, as that was their ultimate fear, even be-
yond the continuation of sanctions? The answer was 
obvious, as Iran’s three main goals from the negotiation 
were:
a. Keep their nuclear weapons program
b. Remove the crippling economic sanctions
c. Avoid military strikes by the U.S.
They appear to have achieved all three of their goals. 
Did we achieve any of ours?
3. If the IAEA suspects violations, what can they do? 
The protocols call for them asking for (but not demand-

ing) Iran’s cooperation. If nothing is forthcoming, in 24 
days they can demand inspections. Originally IAEA ex-
perts said it is best for 24-hour notice, not even a 
week’s delay. Getting 24 days appears to be an absurd 
compromise, but maybe 24 days of cleaning known 
sites to try to hide traces of evidence is better than 
nothing.
4. What could a new U.S. president in 2017 do to fix 
this situation? Tobey’s advice was not to tear up the 
deal, like some candidates have postured. Instead keep 
some flexibility on a deal to defer bomb production. 
First, we should get the IAEA to insist on the original 
declarations on the old bomb making plans. By the way, 
the known features of Iran’s “deal” already make a 
mockery of their original posturing that this was a 
peaceful energy production program, not a weapons 
system effort.
5. How could there be any advantages of this program, 
given Iran’s willingness to violate any treaty to further 
their own goals? The answer fell along the line that any 
delays to their acquiring a bomb may be a good thing.
6. What would you have done to get a better deal? 
Without specifying, Tobey clearly acknowledged that 
Iran was suffering tremendously from the sanctions, 
and that motivated them to get to the negotiating table. 
The implication also was that as soon as Iran perceived 
weakness on the U.S. side by removing the military 
strike option, they immediately got emboldened to push 
for a more one-sided deal in their favor. 
7. How quickly can sanctions be snapped back if we 
find truly egregious violations? Iran will not allow egre-
gious violations to happen in the first three to five years, 
because of the clear win they got.  It depends how 
close they get to a zero breakout period in years six 
through ten of the deal.  It is true that the UN resolu-
tions could reimpose sanctions fairly quickly, but the 
Security Council still has veto power from permanent 
voting member Russia, so that would have to be over-
come. So a lot depends on world opinion on the egre-
gious nature of the violations at that time.
        
             
___________________________________________
Editor’s Note: The guest speaker was at the invite of 
the Savannah Council on World Affairs, part of the 
World Affairs Councils of America (not exactly a 
conservative think tank). Tobey’s straightforwad 
assessment of the Iran deal, even from a former Clinton 
Admistration advisor, shows that this deal is not a very 
good outcome. 
The real question is whether a new President can undo 
the bad features of this, given the loss of the world’s 
sanctions on Iran which were apparently working to get 
them to the negotiating table in the first place.

ANOTHER SEMINAR on the Iran Nuclear Deal    (Continued from page 4)_________________________________________________________________________
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A Sobering Message to Future Generations
By Paul Fisher
For many elections, we have all heard “this is the most 
important election in our lifetime.”  But truly, the 2016 
election is THE LAST ELECTION.  “We the People” need 
to elect a President and continue to elect Senators and 
Representatives that can clearly change the leftist trajec-
tory of the country (which has accelerated during this 
Administration). We must return to a nation based on a 
Constitution; if not, future elections won’t matter.  
It is amazing how far Progressives have pulled the nation 
and culture to the edge of full-fledged Socialism. So far 
left that the legislators that focus on the Constitution…our 
founding document… are now a minority and considered 
by the liberal press to be “extremists.”
We also must elect leaders that focus on two critical ele-
ments of our future:  Economy and Defense.
Economy
A thriving economy is the most fundamental element of 
our society that enables all others.  We must reduce  the 
staggering size of national debt and that can only happen 
through a healthy economy.  When inflation resumes and 
interest rates inevitably rise, debt will explode even fur-
ther, because today’s level of debt is more than our GDP 
and the higher interest rates will consume even more of 
our federal spending. 
Unless something dramatic is done, in a few generations, 
the entitlements alone (Social Security, Medicare and 
Medicaid) will require the entire federal revenue to pay for 
them. That does not even include ObamaCare. There will 
be nothing left even to pay for the interest on the National 
Debt, much less for Defense, Homeland Security, or any-
thing else. Will we even get foreign countries like China 
to roll over our Treasury bonds?
Only through a healthy economy can we protect our-
selves.  Policy matters as well; but if we can’t afford 
protection….if we can’t afford effective management of all 
of our borders, we are nothing more than another vulner-
able nation/culture/society.
Prioritiies After the Next Election
We must begin to make government smaller….not only 
because it is expensive to support, but it also is harmful 
to the functioning of an efficient  free-market economy.  
Repealing Dodd-Frank and ObamaCare should be para-
mount. ….two of the most recent and significant shackles 
to our economy.  
Also, stop wasting money and efforts on anything that 
has to do with “human caused global warming”….a co-
lossal myth!  For our president to characterize it as the 
most significant security threat we now face is remarkably 
misguided and makes us the delusional laughing stock of 
knowledgeable people in the civilized world. 
Public Employee Collective Bargaining Sham
Not only is our federal balance sheet seriously under wa-
ter, but state and local governments have run up colossal 
debts in the form of underfunded public pensions. This is 
due to the uncontrolled disaster of collective bargaining 

with public employee unions. In that process, there is no 
arms length negotiation. Current politicians give away the 
store to public unions in the form of grandiose pensions, 
in return for heavy donations to re-elect those same poli-
ticians. 
The public is now aware that this process has produced 
another two to three trillion in debt that is nowhere funded 
sufficiently except with massive tax increases on future 
generations. We must therefor eliminate this sham of col-
lective bargaining in public employee unions….a concept 
that even FDR opposed.  
_____________________________________________

Unless something dramatic 
is done, in a few genera-
tions, the entitlements alone 
(Social Security, Medicare 
and Medicaid) will require 
the entire federal revenue to 
pay for them.
_____________________________________________
Entitlement Reform
Then we must tell the nation the truth about entitlements 
and truly reform Social Security, Medicare and Medicaid 
to an affordable model. We can reform these unafford-
able programs (underfunded by some $70 trillion present 
value)  without touching benefits for the already and 
nearly retired. We can do this by incremental changes to 
much younger people, so they can better prepare for a 
financial future without the illusion that those older prom-
ises made by naïve Politicians to glean votes. Privatizing 
part of those programs is the way to solving those unwar-
ranted promises. Let their funds accrue to individual sav-
ings accounts that can be owned by individuals using 
higher investment rates than the empty lock boxes that 
stored those IOUs in the past.
Lastly let us dispel the myth of elected officials (both 
Democrats and Republicans) that say government only 
works when compromise occurs.  Gerrymandering has 
made Congress a polarized mess. The Left has exploited 
this narrative.  If they can’t get a full step to the Left, they 
cry “compromise” and succeed on moving a half step to 
the Left.  It’s over!! They need to be uncompromisingly 
defeated!!  
Here’s one compromise to be negotiated. “We propose 
eliminating the U.S. Departments of Education, Com-
merce and Energy.  You on the Left won’t go along?  
Which two of the three do you agree to eliminate?”
    
    Continued on page 7
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Defense
Either protect our sovereign nation or be governed by 
another…..it’s that simple.  Look at world history on the 
survival of nations.
We need both the financial means to defend ourselves 
(healthy economy) but implement strong policy as well.
We have the smallest military for decades and it’s being 
further reduced.  STOP!!  The absolute best pathway to 
Peace is for the U.S. to have the strongest military on the 
planet.
Where is the danger in that? We are not dictators. Dicta-
tors will use power like that for nefarious ends. The de-
mocracy essence of the United States is the antithesis of    
the abuse of power. The world is better off when the U.S. 
can thwart evil autocrats or misguided theocracies. 
Let’s face it. Those adversaries respect only power. The 
last seven years of apologies for American actions have 
only emboldened our enemies. And concessions made 
from a position of weakness may take decades to over-
come - if we even have that much time, given the nego-
tiation disaster that represented the Iran Nuclear “Deal”.
_________________________________________________

... concessions made from a 
position of weakness may 
take decades to overcome - 
if we even have that much 
time, given the negotiation 
disaster that represented 
the Iran Nuclear “Deal”.
____________________
As for proof of strength as a negotiation tool, look at how 
the Cold War was won, as perhaps the most extraordi-
nary success in the history of maintaining world peace 
without firing a shot: Ronald Reagan at the helm. 
President Reagan accelerated the build back of the U.S.  
military as a counter threat to the Soviet Union. He never 
had to use it because the Soviet Union’s Communist 
model of an economy that could not afford to stay com-
petitive with the U.S. It crumbled without firing a shot.  
That is living proof of “peace through strength.” From 
what we now know, the appeasement by European 
states in dealing with Hitler only produced a worse and 
almost cataclysmic result - World War II. 
Immigration as a Security Issue
We need to control our physical borders. The U.S. is for-
tunate that for our history we have been protected by the 
phenomenon of two vast oceans and two good neigh-
bors.  But technology has diminished the protective effect 

of oceans; and many world entities are exploiting the 
freedom of entry of one of our borders.  
Beyond the physical borders, we need to be able to track 
those who have been given permission (visas) to tempo-
rarily reside in our country; and have the conviction to 
execute the consequences of the law.
Other Issues
There are many other issues that will be discussed this 
election cycle that are important; but none of them matter 
if the two central issues above are not addressed: mini-
mum wage, Veterans Administration, ethanol in gas, 
Keystone XL pipeline, Supreme Court appointees, 
Planned Parenthood, IRS, Benghazi, tax reform, vehicle 
mileage standards, Common Core, sugar subsidies, pa-
rental leave, “when do we get our incandescent bulbs 
back?”…..and on and on.
The Constitution
If you think about it, the two main issues discussed are 
the essence of the Constitution.  Small government as 
articulated in the Constitution is the only way to create a 
dynamic, free-market economy through which everything 
else is realized.  And…….protecting the sovereign state 
is one of the very few (and most important) powers enu-
merated by the consent of the People in the Constitution.
Action
What can you do in this LAST ELECTION?  At minimum 
VOTE!  Encourage other like-minded people to vote.  
Even volunteer to be poll workers or poll watchers. Every 
illegal vote risks negating your own hard fought vote. In 
Georgia the legal voting process is reasonably secure. 
Yet there is the potential for mischief in the absentee vot-
ing procedure. Hopefully the Secretary of State is on top 
of this risk. 
Talk to some cynics who can’t seem to find the perfect 
candidate and might rather not vote than cast an imper-
fect one. Nothing is so counterproductive. The alternative 
is allowing the Progressives another foothold on damag-
ing our future economy. Convince them to swallow their 
pride and cast the better of two options.
And never consider a third party candidate if that vote will 
guarantee the worst of all outcomes - a president whose 
Supreme Court appointees will forever undermine the 
most sagacious governing document of all time - the 
United States Constitution!
       
____________________________________________
Paul Fisher, President Savannah Early Childhood Foundation,  
also wrote A Conservative Perspective, the preamble to the 
SIRC Liberal Myths project, as a message to younger Ameri-
cans, unaware of the historical Progressive agenda to chal-
lenge and tilt the Constitution towards more federal power. 
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Yemen - Had been heralded by Obama’s 2015 SOTU as 
an example of our regional success. Yet Yemen has now 
been taken over by Islamic radicals, forcing us to close 
our Embassy, losing any opportunity for CIA monitoring.
Rest of the World Is Increasingly Unstable
Russia - Given Obama’s double-cross of Eastern Euro-
pean countries on missile defense, has Russia helped us 
in return?  Remember when Obama cozied up to Medve-
dev and asked him to deliver Putin a message? “Wait till I 
have more flexibility after my re-election.” 
Instead Russia blatantly annexed the Crimea and invaded 
and is destabilizing Ukraine. Next Putin moved into Syria 
and is propping up the Assad regime and killing Syrian 
rebels who might be a future threat to Assad. He did this 
with the promise ostensibly to help contain ISIS.
Syria under Assad is also a staunch ally of Iran which 
longer term may be a greater threat and a harder one to 
contain than ISIS.
China - Is arming at an accelerating pace, while stealing 
our secrets and likely hacking major internal websites and 
computer sites.  Obama’s response was to continue to 
reduce our military with heavy budget cuts leaving our 
military forces below pre-World War II status.
Meanwhile China is expanding its naval influence and 
challenging other regional nations by claiming possession 
of contiguous territories and expanded ocean areas. They 
also do not fear U.S. retaliation if they should knock out 
crucial electrical of computer grids.
North Korea - Threatened Sony for allowing a film spoof-
ing their dictator, and continue developing longer-range 
missiles to enhance their nuclear threat aimed partly at 
the U.S. There is no evidence that China is prepared to 
restrain North Korea or to co-operate with us in restrain-
ing their growing militancy.
European Allies - Now are not confident that the U.S. is 
a reliable ally, having removed missile defense of Poland 
and other Eastern Europe NATO countries, and not sup-
porting one of its former staunchest allies Israel.
The visual effect of the U.S. absence in the Paris rally 
post Charlie Hebdo was stunning to the European and 
world audience. He even called the recent Paris massa-
cres only a “setback.”
Diminishment of Our Military Capabilities
In contrast to Ronald Reagan’s peace through strength 
philosophy, Obama has steadfastly gone in the other di-
rection. His National Security Council is mostly devoid of 
military experience, in stark contrast to most other presi-
dents who relied on wise military council in protecting 
America.  
Former Defense Secretary Leon Panetta lamented the 
concentration of power in the White House staff. Obama 
has run through numerous Defense Secretaries as they 
increasingly balk at his posture on National Defense.
Private firings of experienced military brass for perceived 
disloyalty have been commonplace. This has decimated 
the experience of our military at the very top, leaving the 

appearance of mostly sycophants who won’t risk getting 
an early retirement for speaking the truth to Obama.
Public’s Distrust of Obama on Foreign Policy
On foreign policy, Obama’s approval level is now 37% -  
perhaps the lowest ever for a president. In contrast, 
George W. Bush’s is at 68%, and he was the foil that 
helped get Obama elected in the first place.
Obama Foreign Policy Doctrine In Retrospect
In summation, on foreign policy, Obama’s mind set is in-
creasingly seen as: do not engage, lead from the rear, 
and passively allow the spread of Islamic terrorism while 
leaving the hard choices to those who follow him. 
It is up to historians to decide if the main reason was his 
lack of experience in foreign policy or his deliberate decry-
ing of American imperialism in the past, as is the view of 
Dinesh D’Souza’s book, Roots of Obama’s Rage.
In the remainder of Obama’s term, there is no way to pre-
dict where the increasing press of Iran, ISIS and Russian 
influence leaves the world. However, because of the 
Obama Doctrine on foreign policy, these problems have 
only gotten worse, not better.
Further, our increasing fiscal deficit and Obama’s gutting 
of our military will diminish American influence even more 
which only increases world instability.  Europe cannot fill 
the vacuum our withdrawal creates. No one in the Middle 
East is likely to step up sufficiently to confront ISIS militar-
ily without the U.S. leading from the front.
The Obama led concessions with Iran raise the stakes of 
future potential disasters. His declaring it an Agreement 
but not a Treaty, to exclude Congressional oversight, adds 
a new dimension to future foreign policy dynamics.
Hillary’s Role
The role of Hillary Clinton in all of this is also not entirely 
clear. She certainly acquiesced in the false narrative sur-
rounding the Benghazi tragedy.  She also is now revealed 
as a partial architect of the failed Libyan strategy.
Her hidden emails approach to conducting State Depart-
ment business is now fairly obvious to most. It allowed her 
to conceal a large election-financing scheme of securing 
foreign donations to her Foundation.
Her book "Hard Choices" was intended to distance herself 
from a very unpopular president Obama. It did not sway  
the public’s view of her being part of an unsuccessful ad-
ministration on foreign policy. She still has yet to answer 
the key demand: name at least one accomplishment from 
your tenure as Secretary of State. Since Obama has 
none, she appears to have none as well.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
Final Perspective
Why does strength work and appeasement not? Why did 
Hitler invade Poland after “peace in our time” failed in 
Munich? Why did our hostages in Iran get returned on the 
first day of Ronald Reagan’s presidency?              
        
____________________________________________
Dick Berkowitz retired as head of the Institutional Sales 
Department at Oppenheimer & Company’s Atlanta office.
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Myth: Global Warming Caused By Man
By Michael A. Walters
The mainstream press and some politicians decry that 
global warming caused by CO2 release from burning fos-
sil fuels is threatening our planet. They propose draconian 
measures to replace oil and gas usage with renewable 
energy to lower our carbon footprint.
They cite climbing temperatures over the past 150 years 
as evidence of this peril. They also warn us not to listen to 
any skeptics who they claim are insincere and funded by 
Big Oil.
The primary source of the alarmist claims is a set of re-
ports from the United Nation’s Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change (IPCC).  The IPCC reports from 2001 
and 2007 (plus a new one in 2014) cite climate models 
that correlate the microscopic levels of CO2 in the atmos-
phere increasing since 1850 with the Earth’s simultaneous 
warming since then. (The Earth has actually been warm-
ing since the  last major Ice Age some 20,000 years ago.)
They also cite recent large hurricanes as corroborative 
evidence. (In fact, hurricanes are down over the past 50 
years from 100 years ago, and they are less intense.)
Debunked Hockey Stick Fallacy
Few commenters have actually read the complex and ab-
struse full IPCC reports, but have seen the executive 
summaries written for policy makers. (The IPCC actually 
does no original research, but relies on published studies 
from independent researchers, generally academics.)
In a 2001 IPCC report, Michael Mann of Penn State Uni-
versity was the principal source of the IPCC overall con-
clusions. He found temperature surrogates in tree ring 
data going back 1,000 years. Making adjustments for 
growth in summers, he deduced that earth’s temperatures 
were astonishingly uniform for some 900 years before the 
19th century!  Then in the mid-1800s, temperatures 
started to climb rapidly. This coincided with measurable 
rises in total carbon dioxide in the atmosphere due to 
more industrialization and burning of fossil fuels.
He then fit this correlation to a curve resembling a hockey 
stick - long and flat at the early end and curved upward at 
the other end (the last 100+ years). By extending this 
“hockey stick”  to the future, he warned that an alarming 
increase in Earth’s temperature could take place over the 
next few centuries, unless we curb this growth of CO2.
Some researchers asked for the underlying data to check 
his results, but he at first refused. The reason for skepti-
cism was historical records showing nowhere near flat 
temperatures for 900 years. The Medieval Warming Pe-
riod from about 950 to 1250 was known to be exceedingly 
warm. That’s how Greenland got its name because there 
was farming there for the Vikings who discovered it.
Then in Europe, from about 1550 to the1800s, there was 
a “Little Ice Age,” where the Thames River in London rou-
tinely froze over.
When Mann’s data was finally secured, it was found that 
he made inappropriate adjustments that appeared to rig 
the results. The embarrassing upshot was that the UN no 

longer even referred to his theories, data and findings in 
their future IPCC reports. 
Instead in the next report in 2007, no data appeared from 
1000 to 1850. Instead curves were fitted only for the latest 
150 years, when it was acknowledged that indeed Earth 
has been warming after that MIni-Ice Age ended. 
Why Are Critics Demonized?
Given that the IPCC itself made a colossal mistake, falling 
for the Hockey Stick Fallacy, why do they have ad homi-
nem attacks on those who raise other legitimate ques-
tions? Why do they imply that 90% of scientists were 
polled and agree with them on global warming’s dire con-
sequences, when no such poll has ever been taken?Why 
do world leaders meet in Paris to try to persuade coun-
tries to de-industrialize, when no discussion has really 
taken place on the validity of the claims.
Buried in one of the IPCC reports was a comment that the 
worst case scenario of Greenland’s glaciers melting would 
take thousands of years. Don’t we have time to react be-
fore then, and after the models have been validated? Why 
did a conclave of world economists place global warming 
mitigation last of 30 examined perils to spend money on?  
(They did vote research on global warming 16th out of 30 
world projects.)
Does CO2 Cause Warming or Is It a Result?
The end of the last full Ice Age was about 20,000 years 
ago; the next one is not likely for another 80,000 or so 
years. No one denies that the Earth is indeed warming.. 
The real question is what is the cause? Does correlation 
with the CO2 rise mean causation? In fact, some scien-
tists have posited that warming causes more CO2, as 
warmer oceans release more CO2.
Is Man-Made CO2 even a Factor?
CO2 itself is a colorless, odorless tasteless gas that is an 
integral part of another facet of life on earth. Its levels in 
the atmosphere are about 380 parts per million (less than 
0.04%!) CO2 does have more effect as a greenhouse gas 
(GHG), which helps to radiate heat back to the earth, 
making life on earth habitable. But 95% of the total GHG 
effect is the result of water vapor (two-thirds of the world 
is covered with water). 
The total contribution of CO2 to the GHG effect is esti-
mated to be less than 4%, but the man-made CO2 contri-
bution is only a small fraction of that - less than 0.2%. 
Yet this 0.2% contribution of man-made CO2  is the target 
that global warming alarmists who want to curtail its 
incidence.They now want to give reparations to less de-
veloped countries to stop industrialization which produces 
more CO2, as a reward for spurning energy sources to 
become more developed. This may even be considered a 
bribe to not become competitive with the top ten industri-
alized countries.
So it is reasonable to ask: Will reducing 0.2% to perhaps 
0.1% of greenhouse gases solve the problem and really 
make a difference? Is man really causing climate change 
by his use of oil and gas? 
      continued on page 11
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Other Causes of the Planet’s Warming?
The planet’s been warming and cooling with a variety of 
causes for billions of years. Ice Ages have been recurring 
about every 100,000 years.  
The sun’s activity has been a major producer of warming 
and cooling trends. Diminished sunspots for hundreds of 
years (the Maunder Minimum) was a major cause of the 
Little Ice Age devastating Europe’s growing seasons.
Variations of Earth’s orbit and tilt of the planet also con-
tribute to climate cycles. So attributing changes to micro-
scopic elements of man-made CO2 as the cause of seri-
ous future harm should carry an extra burden of proof be-
fore making huge economic demands to try to mitigate. 
Misleading the Public on Hurricane Risk
The IPCC also ignores the incidence of hurricanes in their 
claim of future extreme weather events that threaten the 
globe. Yet politicians and the press often claim that global 
warming will cause hurricanes to become more frequent 
and more intense. Not true. Since 1970, the number of  
landfalling hurricanes per decade is down 15%, and major 
hurricane frequency is down 20% from the prior 120 
years. More homes in the way make dollar damages 
worse, not the storm intensities and frequencies.
Is the Science Really Settled?
Even the allegation that the “science is settled” is mislead-
ing. That statement flowed from a survey done by a re-
searcher in 2004, who googled the words “global climate 
change” and looked at 928 reports that surfaced. Appar-
ently 90% percent of them expressed some concern 
about the effects of global warming. Only 20% explicitly 
endorsed the IPCC’s thesis. No one even read the 928 
studies themselves; they only looked at the abstracts. 
It’s not even clear what the “consensus” view was. Was it 
that man-induced warming will ultimately produce cata-
clysmic results if we don’t act now?  Or should we con-
tinue to closely monitor and plan to adapt to gradual cli-
mate changes—many of which have previously occurred 
over past millennia?
Further in an IPCC report, mitigation efforts would require 
the loss of about 1% of worldwide GDP annually. Is it 
worth wasting $70 trillion over a hundred years to stem a 
feared but very uncertain outcome? 
Another Agenda for Alarmists?
Cap and Trade legislation passed by the Democratic con-
trolled House in 2007 would have tried to reduce the  
minuscule 0.2% of MMGW effect dramatically over the 
next 40 years. Does anyone really think that would reduce 
any warming? Or would Cap and Trade produce a lot of 
government revenue by selling credits to companies who 
can’t meet the draconian goals.
The UN also does not keep secret its intention to tax the 
industrialized nations for carbon production to redistribute 
wealth to third world countries who suffer if oil and gaso-
line are denied as energy sources to help them compete 
in the world. It is easy for the 20 leading economic powers 
(with 80% of the world’s GDP) to get outvoted by the bot-
tom 100 nations (led by Libya, Ghana and the Congo) that 

have collectively 1% of world GDP.
Jacques Chirac, when he was Prime Minister of France, 
called the Kyoto Carbon Limiting Accords “the first com-
ponent of an authentic global governance.”  
Another motive for the alarmist movement was attributed 
by Michael Crichton in his best-selling novel State of Fear. 
This was listed as fiction but, in novel form, is a rebuttal of 
many of the alarmists’ arguments. 
Citing and summarizing some 160 books and articles he 
read, Crichton articulated his belief that access to gov-
ernment funding is behind some of the alarmism re-
search. If the consequences are so dire, governments 
need to fund massive studies of causes and results.  Ac-
cording to Crichton, the end of the Cold War’s risk of nu-
clear devastation created a vacuum in world concerns,  
replaced by a new vision of global warming Armageddon.
ClimateGate Raises Other Doubts
Then there is ClimateGate, where the keepers of the key 
data – principally at East Anglia University (UK) - used e-
mail communiqués to their sympathizers in the U.S. (Mi-
chael Mann and Jim Hansen from NASA) to suppress op-
posing viewpoints from being published in journals. 
The head scientist even “lost” the basic data, and only 
kept the adjusted data, allegedly because of  the expense 
to store the larger set of data. This “convenient” loss of 
data is anathema to true scientists who have to allow peer 
reviewers access to the real data to try to replicate the 
experiments to validate the thesis.
Adverse Effects of Drastic Action
The U.S. Senate rejected President Clinton’s 1997 re-
quest to adopt the UN target CO2 reductions (by a vote of 
95 to 0) because it would hurt our economy way more 
than other nations.The recent Paris accords are only vol-
untary, because the UN reps realized major nations would   
not commit economic suicide. They still are hoping for an 
annual $100 billion of “reparations” from the “haves to the 
have nots” who are apparently forsaking carbon in the 
hopes of guaranteed largess from the “haves.”
Questioning Global Warming Alarmist Theories
Increasing numbers of scientists have stepped up to 
question the main thesis of the alarmists, and have signed 
their names to published papers outlining these issue. 
The range of questions include: 
•  Are the models that predict dire consequences of future 
   warming validated and accurate?
•  Is global warming and cooling mostly a natural process
    not easily influenced by man?
•  Are consequences of warming not so dire (better 
    farming and delaying next Ice Age)?
•  Is a CO2 increase the result of warming, not a cause
    (warmer oceans release more CO2)?     	  	  	  	  	   	   	   	  

	  	   	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	       
_____________________________________________
Michael A. Walters is a Fellow and Past President of the 
Casualty Actuarial Society. A version of this paper ap-
peared as a national article in Contingencies Magazine.
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