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After disasters such as Superstorm
Sandy, the natural inclination is to do
everything possible to help people
struggling to rebuild their homes,
businesses and lives.

But over the next couple of years,
those good intentions will lead to a
lot of foolish, even dangerous, deci-
sions that will encourage people to
rebuild in harm’s way. That’s why any
recovery plan has to involve rebuild-
ing smarter in some places and not
rebuilding in others.

At least one leading New Jersey
politician is already talking about
moving people out of some of the
most flood-prone areas, those
drowned last year by Tropical Storm

Irene and again by Sandy. “Get ap-
praisals for their homes, write them a
check, knock the homes down and
just let it go back to its natural state,”
said Steven Sweeney, a Democrat and
president of theNew Jersey Senate.

Good luck with that. A huge feder-
al apparatus and powerful special in-
terests are intent on doing just the
opposite. The best illustration of this
misguided policy is the National
Flood Insurance Program, created in
1968 to provide insurance to home-
owners on coasts and near rivers who
had trouble getting private coverage.

The creators meant well, but
here’s the flaw: The program’s premi-
ums don’t reflect the actual risks, es-

pecially in an era of rising sea levels
and extreme weather. As a result,
federal insurance has encouraged de-
velopers to overbuild in risky areas,
buyers to purchase there and resi-
dents to rebuild even after repeated
flooding.

A USA TODAY analysis in 2010
found 19,600 properties wheremulti-
ple insurance claims resulted in
payouts greater than the property’s
value. One Mississippi home valued
at $69,000 had been flooded 34 times
since 1978, prompting insurance
payouts of nearly 10 times its worth!

Nor is the program built to with-
stand the biggest disasters. In 2005,
Hurricane Katrina and other storms
drove the program $19 billion into
debt, which it borrowed from the fed-
eral treasury. It still owes $17.8 billion
to taxpayers. Now the program faces
more than 100,000 new claims from
Sandy, and payouts that could reach
$7 billion. Chances that the money
will be repaid to taxpayers: practical-
ly nil.

Flood insurance isn’t the only
poorly conceived federal program
that encourages risky shoreline de-
velopment and overbuilding. Other
programs provide money to replen-
ish beaches, pouring sand that con-
tinually erodes and can be washed
away at any time.

Local governments add to this ir-
responsible mix. Federal insurance
has an incentive program to help
coastal cities and towns prevent
flooding. But many of the communi-
ties clobbered by Sandy did little or
nothing to prepare, USA TODAY
found by reviewing federal records.

Supporters of the insurance pro-
gram, such as the builders of beach

homes and the real estate agents who
sell them, point to insurance reforms
passed this summer, which allow
faster premium increases for vaca-
tion home owners and repeat claim-
ants. But Sandy shows that bigger
changes are needed.

Step one is to carefully decide
what should, and shouldn’t, be re-
built. Encourage residents to leave
the most vulnerable places. In the
areas that are rebuilt, require homes
to be raised on pilings, and restore
dunes and other natural buffers.

Longer term, eliminate taxpayer
subsidies of the insurance market.
Premiums would surely rise, some
drastically, reflecting the true risk of
living so close to thewater. And that’s
thewhole point.

This is the second of two editorials on rebuilding
after Sandy. View the first, about the power grid,
at usatoday.com/opinion.

TODAY'S DEBATE REBUILDING AFTER SANDY, PART II

Our view
Don’t own a beach home?
You’re paying to rebuild one.

Federal flood
program
subsidizes risky
development

During the past two
decades flood disasters
were declared in every
state, along rivers and
lakes, behind levees and
dams, and anywhere
snow melted or heavy
rains fell, which is why
available and affordable
flood insurance is vitally
important to all of Amer-
ica’s property owners.

Congress created the
National Flood Insur-
ance Program in 1968
precisely to address the
ongoing failure of the
private market to pro-

vide affordable flood insurance,
which is still true today. The pri-
vate insurance market wants no
part of the flood insurance busi-
ness because of the high cost and
unpredictable nature of these di-
sastrous floods. The insurance pro-
gram ensures access for more than
5.6 million home and business
owners in 21,000 communities
where flood insurance is required
for amortgage.

The program discourages home-
owners from living in the highest-
risk flood areas. Instead, it enables
them to assume the risk and full
cost of flooding so they no longer
have to rely on expensive taxpayer-
funded disaster assistance, and can
make more informed decisions
about rebuilding and relocating.

Though it’s a common assump-
tion that homeowners in coastal
regions primarily rely on the flood

insurance program, many flood
policies are issued in non-coastal
states.

Given the widespread devasta-
tion that floods cause and the ab-
sence of a private insurance
market, the federal government
ends up playing a role one way or
another. Either it provides costly
post-disaster rebuilding assistance
— potentially costing the govern-
ment billions of dollars in uncom-
pensated relief efforts — or it

makes available an affordable fed-
erally backed insurance program
to cover flood damages with appli-
cable premiums attached. One in-
disputable fact is that without this
program, millions of properties
would be uninsured.

Recent reforms to the program
were the most far reaching in dec-
ades, and they should be given a
chance to establish a discernible
track record before legislators con-
sider whether additional program
reforms are necessary.

This program remains critically
important to Americans and our
nation’s economy because it in-
creases the number of self-insured
properties and reduces the cost of
post-flood disaster governmental
assistance, saving taxpayers prop-
erty andmoney.

Moe Veissi is 2012 president of
the National Association of
Realtors.

Opposing view
Program fills
insurance gaps

Moe Veissi

Give reforms a
chance to work

JASON TOWLEN, HOME NEWS TRIBUNE, EAST BRUNSWICK, N.J.
Floodwaters threaten homes in South River, N.J., hours
before Superstorm Sandy even landed on Oct. 29.

I
t’s time for somebody to play
the role of contrarian on the
Republican presidential loss, so
I’ll volunteer. We’ve had a lot of
soul-searching — mostly by

conservative pundits — suggesting
the GOP must either face reality
about changing voter demographics
or prepare for its demise as a force in
American politics.

I’ve been arguing from the middle
for at least three decades that Repub-
licans need to reach out to people
who don’t look like most of them, so
that deduction doesn’t strike me ex-
actly as a eureka moment. Nor do I
think it explains what happened on
Nov. 6.

I can’t speak for the country, but
after being exposed to literally thou-
sands of political ads and several
high-energy campaign rallies, I can
say that Republican Mitt Romney
lost the pivotal state of Ohio because
his campaign underestimated both
the power of negative advertising
aimed at him and the Democrats’
get-out-the-vote machine. It’s no
more complicated than that, and the
proof lies in one number: Romney
received almost 100,000 fewer Ohio
votes than did John McCain, who in
2008 ran one of the least-inspired
campaigns I’ve ever seen.

But that’s ancient history. Looking
ahead is more interesting, especially
if you study a national map of politi-
cal officeholders and have an appetite
for numbers. Not only are Republi-
cans still strongly competitive from
the courthouse to Congress, in some

areas they also are dominant. For ex-
ample, they control:

u30 of 50 governorships, includ-
ing those in seven of the 10most pop-
ulous states.

u27 of 49 state House of
Representatives (Nebraska has a uni-
cameral, non-partisan legislature).

u28 of 49 state senates;
uA 40-seat majority in the U.S.

House; 45 of the 100 seats in the U.S.
Senate, enough to sustain a filibuster.

MIDTERM BONANZA
Many of these numbers are the lega-
cy of the 2010 midterm elections,
when Republicans made historic
gains, picking up 63 U.S. House seats,
six governorships and 12 state
legislatures (22 state house or senate
chambers switched fromDemocratic
to Republican — more than 700
seats).

It’s also worth noting, because so
much has been made about the His-
panic vote this year, that six of the 10
states with the highest Hispanic pop-
ulations have GOP governors.

In any event, while this doesn’t
sound like a political party on its last
legs, it’s no time for Republicans to
get complacent. Because if they don’t
hold their ground in 2014, they will
be depicted once again as a party in
decline.

And they havemore ground to de-
fend. Only in the U.S. Senate are the
Democrats defending more seats —
20 to the Republicans’ 13.

Will it be better to run in 2014 as
an incumbent, or a challenger? That
depends on many things, especially
the economy and how much it’s tied
to President Obama. The New York

Times has calculated that the nation’s
voters moved 5 percentage points to
the right Nov. 6, even as they re-
elected Obama. Is there something
that would move them further to the
right in 2014?

BEWARE OF OBAMACARE
My best guess is that the continuing
implementation of ObamaCare will
be a large issue in the midterm elec-
tions, just as the initial passage of the
legislation affected Democrats nega-
tively in 2010. I don’t know whether
it’ll be positive or negative, moving
voters left or right, but if it’s the latter
the Republicans will be able to run
an “I told you so” campaign.

And even if they give up some
ground in 2014, there’s always 2016
to look forward to. Obama will be de-
fying history if he ends his second
termmore successfully than his first.

Republicans, meanwhile, have a
pretty good looking stable of poten-
tial candidates that includes minor-
ities — they just have to persuade
voters not to take them as tokens.

But the presidential race isn’t the
only contest that matters in politics,
as the numbers above illustrate. And
while there’s no chance that the Re-
publican Party will become a model
of diversity, inclusion and tolerance
anytime soon, there’s also no reason
to start hanging crepe.

The GOP will be around a lot
longer thanmost of us.

Don Campbell, a former Washing-
ton journalist and journalism lecturer,
lives in Oakwood, Ohio, and is a mem-
ber of USA TODAY’s Board of Con-
tributors.

Don Campbell
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Republican supporters watchMitt Romney's concession speech in Salt Lake City on Nov. 6.

Don’t write off GOP yet
If you like numbers, not only are Republicans
still strongly competitive from courthouse to
Congress, in some areas they also are dominant.

Powerful men rarely disappoint
those of us eager to wallow in others’
misfortune now and then. Whenever
there’s a void of sex scandals to occu-
py the lulls in dinner conversation —
and indeed we’ve been having a dry
spell of late — one of these big boys
steps up to take the fall.

And we waste no time in tearing
them apart, analyzing their
actions to the extreme, of-
fering our own two cents
about whether hismarriage
can be repaired (see Bill
Clinton, Anthony Weiner,
Eliot Spitzer, David Vitter)
or not (consider Mark
Sanford, Dominique
Strauss-Kahn, Tiger
Woods, JamesMcGreevey).

But is that such a bad
thing, to partake in a bit of
gossip-mongering about
powerful men who’ve spent some
time where they shouldn’t have? Af-
ter all, I don’t think we need to pro-
tect these men of privilege — with
David Petraeus as the latest to fall
victim— from our idle chatter.When
will these elites learn that privacy is a
privilege? It’s certainly no guarantee
in this hyperconnected world, where
word travels at Tweet-neck speed.

LOVE AND HATE
There’s an interesting push-and-pull
dynamic when it comes to scandal
and gossip. When talk dives too far
into the realm of perceived privacy,
we tend to get all up in arms.We have
a long history of both fearing and be-
littling gossip. The Bible certainly
censors it. In Leviticus, we read:
“Thou shalt not go up and down as a
talebearer among thy people.”

But gossip is so seductive. It allows
us to get creative about motive, de-
sire, consequence and circumstance

when we’re comfortably removed
from the searing spotlight. It’s as if
we’re creating a movie drama in our
heads that we share with friends.
Even though we’re not privy to the
details, we embark on a determined
course of speculation.

OUR ‘KIKI’ ERA
By their nature, affairs are secret
creatures, but that doesn’t mean we
are not permitted to join a Greek
chorus about why Petraeus did what
he did. The tables have turned and
we are now the ones holding power
— in the form of public opinion —

over America’s former top
spy.

And it helps that the lat-
est James Bond flick, Sky-
fall, is barreling through
the box office, making all of
us a bit spy-happy. In the
real world, though, spies
can’t boast copious
amounts of (extramarital)
sex without risking all.

Dear powerful men, we
are generations removed
from the ironclad protec-

tion afforded to you during the Ken-
nedy era. We’re now in the era
governed by the “Kiki,” a gossip ses-
sion so-named by the pop sensation
The Scissor Sisters.

“We’re spilling tea and dishing just
desserts,” they croon in their hit song
Let’s Have aKiki.

So if you don’t want people talking
about your “private affairs,” just don’t
have them or pick better partners so
you don’t have to backtrack about
your “poor judgment.”

Or consider this alternate solution:
With a record number of women
elected to Congress this month, per-
haps we can adjust the cultural script
and have a powerful woman, for
once, get a little scandalous. I’m ach-
ingly sick of these powerful men get-
ting all the attention.

Hinda Mandell is an assistant pro-
fessor of communication at the Roch-
ester Institute of Technology.

Spy sex outsidemarriage:
For James Bond only
Canmorewomen inDC
mean better scandals?

HindaMandell

HANDOUT
Daniel Craig as
James Bond


