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LOCAL NEWS                        March 2011___________________________________________________________________
Presidents’ Day Annual SIRC Banquet - Huge Fundraiser Success
The virtual capacity audience on February 21 heard Kim Strassel give an insightful evalua-
tion of the national political scene. (See write-up on page 6.)
_________________________________________________________________________
First True Perspectives Seminar on March 30, 2011
On March 30 at 5:00pm at the Plantation Club. Michael Toma, economics professor at Arm-
strong Atlantic University and director of the Center for Regional Analysis will discuss the 
local and state economic issues, as well as the national debt ceiling and federal budget de-
liberations.  Registration fee: $5 for SIRC members, $10 for others,  For reservations, call or 
email: Jack Kaster (598-7714 or kasjac @ bellsouth.net) or Marolyn Overton (598-7353 or 
marolynoverton @ yahoo.com). 
Future Seminars:   May 9 - Rep. Ben Watson & Sen. Buddy Carter on State Legislation;  
August 9 - Congressman Tom Price on ObamaCare. 
________________________________________________________________________
2011 Chatham County Republican Party Awards Dinner - April 2 
Governor Sonny Perdue’s keynote address at the Riverfront Marriott will review his eight 
year tenure, telling what it takes to “get it right” in the future. The dinner will also honor 
Mrylene Free a great contributor to the Republican Party’s success in Georgia.  
Tables of 10 are $800. Individual seats are $80.  Send reservation and check to Republican 
headquarters: P. O. Box 15177, Savannah, GA 31416, or call 912-596-6631.  The Charity 
Silent Auction will begin at 6:00 p.m. and the Dinner at 7:30 p.m. 
 _______________________________________________________________________
County Hotel Building Proposal at Commission Meeting March 11
Rumor has it that the County Commission might have a vote on building a new hotel on 
Hutchinson Island at its next meeting on March 11, beginning about 9:30 am at 124 Bull 
Street. (The County deferred discussion of this at its last two meetings monitored by SIRC 
Board Members Jeanne Seaver and Mike Walters).  See op ed on page 2.  A decision of 
this magnitude deserves at least two Commission meetings for the public to give input.  
This appears not to be an appropriate venture for this public body. Given the state of the 
economy, it is certainly not an appropriate time to even think of this type of investment.
_______________________________________________________________________
Membership Dues
Statements for 2011 dues have been mailed; most have paid. Options were: Regular family 
membership: $40, Sustaining Member: $100. If you’ve not paid yet, mail a check to SIRC, 
PO Box 15165, Savannah, GA 31416; or tube the check to Tom Baldacci, 226 Yam Gandy, 
or pay on line at our website: skidawayrepublicanclub.com.
________________________________________________________________________ 
Key Future Dates
March 30 - True Perspectives Seminar on the Economy, 5:00pm, Plantation Club
April 2 - Chatham County Republican Party Dinner - 6:00pm, Riverfront Marriott
April 15 - Tea Party Rally, “Now is the Time”, 11:30pm, Ellis Square (City Market)
May 9 -  True Perspectives Seminar on State Legislation
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Local Governments Need Monitoring As Well
Our founding fathers put severe limits on federal power 
because they feared too much influence and too little 
ways to control the concentration of power. Witness the 
totally out of control entitlement programs, with an un-
funded liability of more than $300,000 per person present 
value in the U.S.  Those programs cannot be continued 
and funded – they are so over promised.  

States have over promised as well, with an estimated $2 
to $3 trillion (present value) underfunding of state em-
ployee pensions. That means about $10,000 per person 
of extra tax to meet those obligations if they can’t be 
changed.
County Finances in Question
On a local level, Chatham County has a public pension 
underfunding liability of likely over $100 million as re-
vealed in a recent visit to county offices arranged by our 
County Commissioner Pat Farrell.  The County staff was 
quite cordial in opening up their books to an inquiring citi-
zen, and they did admit to at least a $56 million under-
funding, as they are hoping for an 8% annual return on 
invested assets. Similar to other states and municipalities, 
they are reluctant to recognize that about 20% of pension 
assets need to be in cash (earning half a percent at best), 
and another 20% in bonds that are earning only about 
3%. Recognizing this reality would produce an anticipated 
return much closer to 6% overall without taking undue risk 
on their equity portfolio.

When I inquired how generous was their pension plan, 
they conceded that retiring at full pension after 25 years 
was not the usual standard.  A 20-year old could retire at 
age 45.  The U.S. military has something comparable, but 
not many would complain about a navy pilot who puts his 
life on the line with every take-off, while receiving way 
less than market value salary versus being an airline pilot. 
Do  civil service workers meet that same criteria?

What else is generous for Chatham County retirees is the 
non-contractual cost of living increases for retirees – a 
generous practice because it’s not on the books as an 
obligation. This no doubt means it’s not in the official pen-
sion liability posted.  Then there is the retiree medical 
plan which vests after only five years on the job.  How 
many new employees even know this is given away?  
And how do you fund something like that when healthcare 
inflation is double or triple normal inflation?  The above 
benefits are not even offered now in private industry be-
cause they are too costly and too uncertain to price. And 
they don’t need to be offered competitively because virtu-
ally no one is doing it – except in the monopoly markets 
of government and public education.
County Going into the Hotel Business?
This foray into County finances was prompted by recent 
attendance at County Commission meetings to query the 
County’s rationale for entering the hotel business. My first 
question was going to be can we even afford it?

The next question was how valid was the study promoting 
it?  The authors alleged that the only thing preventing na-
tional conventions from booking our Hutchinson island 
trade center was lack of a big enough hotel.  Apparently 
12 national conventions were “lost” due to some form of 
hotel size limitation. What about the lack of direct and 
non-stop flights into Savannah from major cities? This 
solicitation of national conventions may be delusional.

And what’s wrong with taking the water taxi to the Center 
from the fine hotels and restaurants on this side of the 
river? Who wants to drive home to the island after dinner 
in Savannah when you have a much shorter trip when 
staying over on this side? 

The other cities cited as having done hotel projects like 
the one proposed in Savannah – Baltimore, Austin and 
Nashville – are four to five times the size of Savannah. 
What portion of their annual budgets was at risk com-
pared to Chatham County? 

The County’s building of a competing hotel on Hutchinson 
Island can’t be a source of joy to the existing hotels in 
town who currently share in any capacity need for con-
ventions. Why should taxpayer money go to a venture 
that will more likely hurt the existing hotels in town rather 
than help? The proposal even has an extra tax on exist-
ing hotels to help pay for this competition. How’s that for 
audacity?

Another background report showed an average occu-
pancy rate at the current Trade Center of over 100% for 
the last five years, so who is pushing this new hotel? 
Why Has the Private Sector Shunned This Idea?
It is clear that the next step will be to follow the money. 
Who stands to make a profit on this, while the County 
taxpayers backstop the whole operation? After the devel-
opers leave this possibly half-empty hotel on Hutchinson 
Island and pocketed their take on the venture, are there 
are long term profits to be made? If so, why has the pri-
vate sector not stepped up to the plate?  

What expertise has the County shown in this arena be-
fore?  Where is the Formula I racing circuit on using the 
track built on Hutchinson Island? Government has a 
tough enough job trying to do the things that are theoreti-
cally practical for them to attempt. This incursion appears 
to be totally meritless.  
Now is Not the Time
Solutions to the initially mentioned public underfunding 
problems are likely to bring draconian cuts in Federal 
services as well as possible federal tax increases.  This 
will put much more stress on state and local programs. 
So this is no time to take on added local risk.

That’s why voter scrutiny into things like this helps to 
keep the government on the straight and narrow.

OPINION By Mike Walters_________________________________________________________________________
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Georgia Port Project --- It's Not “Pork”
By Buddy Carter 

No more federal earmarks!
For some this is the battle cry of how to get our federal 
budget in order.  But what exactly is a federal earmark?

When most of the general public is asked to give an 
example of a federal earmark they refer to the "bridge 
to nowhere," the infamous $400 million bridge in Alaska 
that would have connected the town of Ketchikan, 
Alaska, with an island of about 50 residents. Pushed by 
members of the Alaskan congressional delegation, the 
project became the poster child of pork barrel spending, 
encountered fierce opposition and was removed from 
the federal budget.

But while this particular project was stopped, it did 
manage to give lasting negative connotations to the 
term "earmarks?"  In its simplest explanation, earmarks 
are projects that are not included in the president's 
budget proposal but are added by congressman as 
guarantees of federal expenditures for projects in their 
area.

So if the Savannah harbor deepening project is not in-
cluded in the president's FY 2012 budget proposal, but 
is added by a member of Georgia's congressional dele-
gation through some appropriation or general legisla-
tion, is this an earmark?

Technically, yes. Therein lies the danger of labeling.
How can the deepening of the Savannah harbor, one of  
the most important economic development projects in 
modern history in the state of Georgia, possibly be con-
sidered an earmark? After all, the statewide impact of 
the Georgia Ports is well-known:
•  300,000 jobs - 7 percent of Georgia's total employ-
ment
•  $61.7 billion in sales - 9 percent of Georgia's total 
sales
•   $15.5 billion in income - 5 percent of Georgia's total 
personal income
•   $3.5 billion in federal taxes
•   $2.6 billion in state and local taxes.

And it's more than just our state. The whole Southeast-
ern United States benefits from the Georgia ports.
We get it. Congressman and state legislators get it. At-
lanta Mayor Kasim Reed gets it. Business leaders 
across our state get it. We all understand that if we 
don't get this project completed, it means more than 
just not moving forward. It means that we will be at a 
competitive disadvantage and that our ports will suffer 
as a result.

The best solution, and the one our port and state lead-
ers are pushing, is to have the president include this 

project in his FY 2012 proposal. While it may be difficult 
for the president to choose one port over another, we 
believe that Georgia's port makes a compelling argu-
ment.
The Port of Savannah is the fastest growing container 
port in the nation and the second largest on the East 
Coast, responsible for moving 8.3 percent of the U.S. 
containerized cargo volume and more than 18 percent 
of all East Coast container trade.

Serving approximately 21,000 companies in all 50 
states, over 75 percent of which are headquartered 
outside of Georgia, the Port of Savannah handled 12 
percent of all U.S. containerized exports in FY 2010. 
Exports, of course, are what will drive economic recov-
ery for our nation and the Port of Savannah is one of 
the few in the nation that has a balanced export-import 
ratio.

And the state of Georgia has stepped up to the plate. 
We have committed over $100 million in bond funds to 
our share of the project cost and continue to invest in 
port infrastructure such as $121 million for the exten-
sion of the Jimmy Deloach Parkway.

We're also further along in the process than most other 
ports. Just last month, the U.S. Army Corps of Engi-
neers recommended dredging the channel and noted 
the economic impact the project would have on our 
area and our nation.

Regardless of whether it's through the president's 
budget proposal or through a congressional action the 
federal government needs to step up to the plate. They 
are, after all, responsible for keeping the waterways 
cleared so that they can be navigated.

And if it has to be through congressional action, don't 
call it an earmark, at least not one of the pork kind. 
While technically it may be labeled that, an economic 
development project of this magnitude is anything but 
pork.

                   

State Sen. Buddy Carter, R-Pooler, represents portions 
of Chatham, Bryan and Liberty counties in the Georgia 
State Senate.
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Government Shutdown No Longer a 'Train 
Wreck'
By Michael Barone, 3/3/2011, TownHall.com
Sometimes you get an idea of the way opinion is 
headed by the phrases you don't hear. Case in point: In 
all the discussion and debate these past weeks about a 
possible government shutdown if Congress and Presi-
dent Obama fail to agree on funding bills, I don't recall 
having heard the phrase "train wreck."

I think that's significant, because back in the 1990s, 
when then-House Speaker Newt Gingrich's Republi-
cans and President Clinton failed to reach agreement 
and the government actually did shut down, "train 
wreck" was a common term.

And, of course, a derogatory one. The implication was 
that a government shutdown was a horrifying mess. In 
fact, the country weathered the 1990s shutdowns pretty 
well. And so did Gingrich's House Republicans, who 
lost only nine seats in the next election -- a lot fewer 
than the 63 seats Nancy Pelosi's Democrats lost last 
November.

Which is not to say that voters view a shutdown as an 
unalloyed positive. But you're not hearing it described 
as a train wreck, either.

House Republicans passed a stopgap funding bill 
Tuesday that Obama and Senate Democrats have sig-
naled they will embrace, which will keep the govern-
ment open after the March 4 deadline. But that would 
just postpone the prospects of a shutdown for two 
weeks. If the government is shuttered then, who would 
the public blame?

Both sides equally, say the pollsters in surveys over the 
past two weeks.

Public Policy Polling, a Democratic firm, says 41 per-
cent would blame Republicans and 39 percent would 
blame Obama.

Gallup says that 42 percent say Republicans are doing 
a better job of reaching a budget agreement, while 39 
percent say Democrats are.

The Hill says 29 percent would blame Democrats for a 
shutdown and 23 percent would blame Republicans.

The Washington Post says 36 percent would blame 
Republicans and 35 percent would blame the Obama 
administration.

It's a general rule that people have more favorable feel-
ings toward individuals than they do to groups -- that's 
why the president, any president, almost always has 
better ratings than the Congress. You might want to 
keep that in mind in interpreting polls pitting the individ-
ual Obama against the group congressional Republi-
cans.

Also keep in mind that opinion is not where it was dur-
ing the Clinton-Gingrich struggle 16 years ago. The 

Washington Post helpfully notes that its polling then 
showed 46 percent blaming Gingrich and the Republi-
cans for the shutdown and only 27 percent blaming 
Clinton.

We're in a different political environment now in two im-
portant respects. The first is the media. There was no 
Internet or blogosphere in 1995; Fox News Channel did 
not start until October 1996; talk radio was in its in-
fancy, with Rush Limbaugh already an important na-
tional voice but with few other conservative hosts on 
the air.

In that environment, liberal-inclined media were able to 
tell the story and frame the issue the way they liked 
without much dissent. ABC's Peter Jennings could 
compare voters who supported Gingrich Republicans to 
infants having a tantrum. Such voices don't have a mo-
nopoly today.

The second significant difference is that in the mid-
1990s the economy was growing and it was not clear 
why we needed to limit government spending. We 
could afford more for this, that and the other thing.

Now we're in straitened circumstances, just out of a se-
vere recession (though many voters don't think it's over 
just yet) and in a very restrained and anemic recovery. 
We've seen that a substantial increase in government 
spending -- from 21 percent to 25 percent of gross do-
mestic product -- hasn't done much to stimulate eco-
nomic growth. And we've seen that government kept 
growing even as the private sector suffered.

In that setting, pollster Scott Rasmussen reports that 58 
percent of likely voters would rather have a government 
shutdown until both parties can agree on spending 
cuts, while only 33 percent would prefer spending at the 
same levels as last year.

Liberal poll critics may say, correctly, that the question 
frames the issue the way Republican politicians would 
like. But that's the point. Republican politicians today 
have a much better chance to persuade voters to view 
issues the way they do than they did in the Clinton-
Gingrich days.

All of which explains why Obama and congressional 
Democrats seem more willing to make concessions 
than Clinton was. And why we're not hearing the phrase 
"train wreck" much anymore.

Michael Barone is a Fox News Channel contributor and 
co-author of The Almanac of American Politics. He is 
Senior Political Analyst for the Washington Examiner 
and a Resident Fellow at the American Enterprise Insti-
tute, a Fox News Channel contributor and co-author of 
The Almanac of American Politics. 
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Washington Needs A Balanced Budget 
Amendment
By Marco Rubio, 3/7/2011, TownHall.com 
In my two short months in office, it has become clear 
to me that the spending problem in Washington is far 
worse than many of us feared. For years, politicians 
have blindly poured more and more borrowed money 
into ineffective government programs, leaving us with 
trillion dollar deficits and a crippling debt burden that 
threatens prosperity and economic growth.

In the Florida House of Representatives, where a bal-
anced budget is a requirement, we had to make the 
tough choices to cut spending where necessary be-
cause it was required by state law. By no means was 
this an easy process, but it was our duty as elected 
officials to be accountable to our constituents and to 
future generations of Floridians. In Washington, a bal-
anced budget amendment is not just a fiscally-
responsible proposal, it’s a necessary step to curb 
politicians’ decades-long penchant for overspending.

Several senators have proposed balanced budget 
amendments that ensure Congress will not spend a 
penny more than we take in, while setting a high hur-
dle for future tax hikes. I am a co-sponsor of two bal-
anced budget amendments, since it is clear that these 
measures would go a long way to reversing the 
spending gusher we’ve seen from Washington in re-
cent years.

During my Senate campaign, while surrounded by the 
employees of Jacksonville’s Meridian Technologies, I 
proposed 12 simple ways to cut spending in Washing-
ton. That company, founded 13 years ago, has grown 
into a 200-employee, high-tech business, and the 
ideas I proposed would help ensure that similar com-
panies have the opportunity to start or expand just like 
Meridian did.

To be clear, our unsustainable debt and deficits are 
threatening companies like Meridian and impeding job 
creation. In addition to proposing a balanced budget 
amendment, I recommended canceling unspent 
“stimulus” funds, banning all earmarks and returning 
discretionary spending to 2008 levels.

Fortunately, some of my ideas have found their way to 
the Senate chamber. The first bill I co-sponsored in the 
Senate was to repeal ObamaCare, the costly overhaul 
of our nation’s health care system that destroys jobs 
and impedes our economic recovery. Democratic 
leaders in the Senate have expressed their willingness 
to ban earmarks for two years after the Senate Repub-
lican conference adopted a moratorium. I have also 
co-sponsored the REINS Act, a common-sense 
measure that would increase accountability and trans-
parency in our outdated and burdensome regulatory 
process. These bills, along with a balanced budget 

amendment, would help get our country back on a 
sustainable path and provide certainty to job creators.

While Republicans are proposing a variety of ideas to 
rein in Washington’s out-of-control spending, unfortu-
nately, President Obama’s budget for the upcoming 
fiscal year proposes to spend $46 trillion, and even in 
its best year, the deficit would remain above $600 bil-
lion. Worst of all, the President’s budget completely 
avoids addressing the biggest drivers of our long-term 
debt – Social Security, Medicare and Medicaid.

Rather than tackle these tough, serious issues, Presi-
dent Obama is proposing a litany of tax hikes on small 
businesses and entrepreneurs, to the tune of more 
than $1.6 trillion. These tax increases destroy jobs, 
make us less competitive internationally and hurt our 
efforts to grow the economy and get our fiscal house 
in order.

A balanced budget amendment would be a necessary 
step in reversing Washington’s tax-borrow-spend man-
tra. It would force Congress to balance its budget each 
year – not allow it to pass our problems on to the next 
generation any longer.         

      

Marco Rubio is the new U.S. Republican Senator from 
Florida who trounced sitting Governor Charlie Crist in 
the November 2010 election.    
 
___________________________________________ 
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Getting It Right
Kimberley Strassel, the SIRC Presidents’ Day Dinner 
Speaker was attracted to the Wall Street Journal editorial 
board position because of the WSJ’s simple motto: Free 
markets – free people. She also writes a fair number of 
the unsigned editorials for the WSJ on the subject of US 
policy, even as she has a regular column each week un-
der Potomac Watch – about the politics of it all.
Getting It Wrong
Her talk initially focused on a fair number of negatives on 
the Obama Administration’s “getting it wrong” most of the 
time.  A big one was ObamaCare trying to take over one 
sixth of the U.S. economy and overspending a trillion or 
more in the process, not to mention costing 800,000 jobs 
and causing private insurance premiums to rise up to 9% 
- all the while pretending to cut costs.
Her next problem was Financial Reform – under the 
guise of Dodd Frank (she wasn’t even happy with Con-
gress’s meddling into unintended consequences via Sar-
banes – Oxley). Next she cited the 928 new rules already 
from Obama’s EPA plus 703 more in the works.
All of the above contributed, in her opinion, to “Capital 
being on Strike”: the private sector holding up on new 
investments and no new hiring from all the new laws, 
regulations and uncertainty created in the markets. In 
contrast there was a colossal expansion of Federal hiring 
-- over 150,000 federal employees, and federal salaries 
growing 25% while the cost of living only rose 9% in four 
years under Pelosi’s Congress. Add to that an 84% in-
crease in discretionary spending by the federal govern-
ment and a two-year federal budget deficit of $2.7 trillion.
Good News Ahead
Believe it or not, she now sees some good news – mainly 
from the American public “getting it right” by throwing out 
some of the rascals and electing a bunch of new reform-
ers in 2010. She now is more optimistic over the “mission 
of capitalism” and the public’s new awareness of the cor-
ruption nexus between government and some craven 
lobbyists – e.g. GE’s play for more government subsidies 
of its “green” strategy.
Under game-changing support from the Tea Party, there 
is hope to retake the Senate and even the White House 
in 2012. But bear in mind the major Democratic strategy 
to try to paint the Republican reformers as radical zeal-
ots.  (It worked in Nevada last November as Harry Reid, 
a sure loser, came back to win by those tactics.)
Keep the Independents on Your Side
The key is the Independent vote – who need to see the 
Republicans as the adults offering calm and sensible so-
lutions – not just being vindictive. Take the Budget De-
bate of late. Some criticized the House for only cutting 
$60 billion. Yet it was only a part of a fiscal year and only 
discretionary spending.  Overreaching by cutting too 
much too early could turn off the independents next elec-
tion. And next year’s budget debate will include entitle-
ment cut proposals – the former “third rail” of politics. 
Bush dared to raise those issues in his second term and  

he was left unsupported by many Republicans scared to 
tackle the issue.  
No Fear of the “Third Rail”
Yet she also noted that many governors and legislators 
campaigned on the need to tackle entitlements. Even in 
Florida, where she pointed out the average age of voters 
is 130, Senator Marco Rubio won in a virtual “landslide” 
by promising to take on these issues. And guess what, 
the seniors and near retirees know that this more an is-
sue for long-term future retirees, not they who are already 
“grandfathered”.  New Jersey Governor Chris Christie 
seems almost too anxious to take on these issues be-
cause he may believe it is now the time to suggest solu-
tions because the public is ready for serious discussion 
and sick of demagoguery by the Democrats. 
Lastly she paraphrased Karl Rove in his talk the day be-
fore by saying that the 2012 Republican nominee – who-
ever he or she is – must have broad appeal – to inde-
pendents as well as Republicans – as Obama is a formi-
dable campaigner. (Editor’s note: of course now he has a 
record to run on – or away from; whereas in 2008 he 
could just demagogue the last administration and prom-
ise the moon.)
Keep Up the Outrage Theme
During the Q & A session, she reiterated her message for 
the Republican candidate to be reasonable, even as he 
campaigns on the subject of entitlement reform. And of 
course it will help for the grass roots Republicans to keep 
up the outrage over the huge number of Obama Admin-
istration’s missteps in trying to govern. 
It was of major significance that Republicans held firm on 
opposing the ObamaCare ramming through Congress. 
The Democrats are hugely vulnerable over the lack of 
any bipartisan support for this legislation. Hence likening 
it to Social Security or Medicare legislation falls flat as 
those two “social” programs had major bipartisanship 
support, while ObamaCare now appears as a blatant 
power display by liberals during their brief time to wield it.  
Repealing that legislation will be much more acceptable 
by the public because of the lack of reasonable action by 
the Pelosi Democrats.
This also points out the crucial nature of the next presi-
dential election.  If Obama wins, he can stall the actual 
repeal long enough that the dribbling in of benefits for 
more Americans (despite the huge costs) will make it 
harder to repeal in 2016.
She also considered the Wisconsin uproar as a water-
shed moment for the public employee unions who may 
be making a last stand for their unrealistic positions which 
the public frankly now sees through. After all, governor 
after governor ran on these irresponsible positions by 
public unions, and the electorate gave them a mandate to 
stop that fiscal nonsense – totally out of phase with the 
rest of Americans who face salary freezes and even cuts 
– not cost of living increases and bizarrely underfunded 
pension systems that may have to be bailed out by 
private sector workers. 
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Forssell, Mark & Shirley McKenzie, Herb & Joan Rhea, Bud & Dorothy Wentworth, Will & Priss
Friday, Marc & Laura McCain, Bill & Susan Robey, Lee & Betty Wettengel, Phillip & Sue
Guira, Alex & Anne McLaughlin, Sam & Barbara Robinson, Mack & Lois White, Don & Beverly
Gilliam, Joe & Laura Meeker, Jack & Jean Rosefield, Sara White, Tom & Hazel
Glass, Curt & Sandy Meng, Bob & Beverly Sapp, Greg & Theresa Witsell, Edward & Ethel
Goldman, Jerry & Suzy Methfesssel, Herm & Joan Schirmacher, Paul & Gerri Wiebe, John & Linda
Goldsmith, Bill & Barbara Meyer, Darby & Renee Schoenecker, John & Kathy Wilson, Frederick 
Haase, Tom & Kate Miller, Dick & Ann Scott, John & Yvonne Winnert, Ken & Mary Lee
Hamlet, Joe & Barbara Moore, Mark & Inge Seaver, Jeanne Wisenbaker, Gary & Jeannie
Hanlon, Dan & Donna Moore, Robert & Joan


