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Policy Problem:  Too many budget cuts are occurring with the EPA
	The federal government is consistently reducing the federal budget as it relates to the safety of pesticides upon humans and food consumption.  The Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) responsibility is to evaluate the safety of pesticides, enforce laws and regulations, and protect the environment (Harrison, p. 101).  Consistently cutting the budget of the EPA, reduces its ability to evaluate the safety of pesticides.  In order for the EPA to be efficient and effective, proper resources and funding are needed.      
The EPA’s budget has declined significantly since the agency was created in 1970.  In 1972, the EPA’s budget was 36 billion dollars, in 1978 the budget was 19 billion dollars, compared to 8 billion in 2007.  The budget did see an increase in 2008 to 15 billion (Harrison, p. 101-102).  
“In the 1970s and early 1980s, the EPA’s pesticide program was very expensive and found to be ineffective” (Harrison, p. 102).  Congress aware of the cost associated in operating the EPA, cut the budget due to its ineffectiveness (Harrison, p. 102).  This caused the EPA to take shortcuts and take products to market too quickly that had not been evaluated for safety (Harrison, p. 102).  “In 2006, the Bush administration cut the agency’s overall budget, targeting programs that prioritized children’s health protection” (Harrison, p. 102).  
“Budget cuts in 2008, reduced funding for EPA libraries and databases that provide publicly available scientific information about toxic chemicals.  This information is widely used by local, state, national, and international agencies” (Harrison, p. 102).  
The 2001-2002 budget cuts in California caused staffing cutbacks (Harrison, p. 103) and   California’s risk assessment capacity was cut by one third, along with the air sampling and analysis funds were cut by sixty percent (Harrison, p. 103).  These budget cuts also reduced California’s “ability to oversee enforcement of pesticides use guidelines and response to reports of pesticide drift and exposure” (Harrison, p.103).
In 2009 and 2010, California cut the budget again causing employees to take a fifteen percent pay cut.  The fear of job loss, affected morale within the organization (Harrison, p. 103).
	Increasing the funding for the EPA, would greatly impact the resources needed to effectively monitor pesticide drift and promote the safety of the environment.  
	Recently, a lawsuit occurred toward the EPA concerning years of government delay and budget cuts with known harm to infants and children (Pesticide, retrieved November 24, 2025).  According to Margaret Reeves, Ph.D., senior scientist at Pesticide Action and Agroecology Network, “Considering the fact that EPA’s own scientists have publicly expressed concern about EPA risk analyses for organophosphates not adequately addressing exposures to infants and children, it is unconscionable that the EPA continues to regulate Ops based on industry’s economic interests rather than sound, health-protective science” (Pesticide, retrieved November 24, 2025).  
Problem Framing:  Consistent Budget Cutting Unacceptable
	Three issues cause the framing for the budget shortfall as a public policy problem.  
 	First, the trend of budget cutting in the EPA is a policy problem.  The EPA is a large organization with a lot of responsibilities.  Pesticide drift is a serious problem that affects the health risks of farm workers and people in nearby homes and schools.  Consistently cutting the budget will cause the EPA to be less efficient and effective in enforcing laws and regulations.  
	Second, “The agricultural and chemical industries have always dominated decision making at the state and federal levels, helping to reduce budget allocations to environmental agencies and limit environmental reform in both California and the U.S. EPA” (Harrison, p. 103).  
	Third, employees create ethical issues due to cost cutting.  Employees have been known to take shortcuts and proper risk assessments have been failed to be completed due to time restraints and budget cuts.
In summary, consistently cutting the EPA’s budget could potentially create safety risks, distributors will force products into service too quickly, and employee efficiency will suffer in doing their job properly.  Alternate means of financing should be available to mitigate the disadvantages of budget cutting should be considered.  
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Introduction
Policy Problem:  Too many budget cuts are occurring with the EPA.  The federal government is consistently reducing the federal budget as it relates to the safety of pesticides upon humans and food consumption.
Policy Goals
This memo is addressing the policy problem of extensive budget cuts by the federal government towards the safety of people and our national food supply.  Policy alternatives should be addressed by several goals:  impact on preservation of human dignity, impact on equity, impact on efficiency, impact on fiscal state of the federal government, and political feasibility.  
Impact on preservation of human dignity
The ideal policy should address the concern that budget cuts are creating upon the health and welfare of citizens and animals living within the areas associated with pesticide drift.  Farm workers and residents are afraid to speak up about health issue concerns due to repercussions from farmers and government officials (Harrison, p. 101).  The impact of the policies on workers and residents should be considered as it relates to their human dignity and basic rights.  
Impact on equity
The ideal policy should provide funding designed to address the problem of pesticide drift.  Individuals should have resources and support available for fairness and justice (Government, retrieved November 4, 2025).
Impact on efficiency
The ideal policy should allow for the required funding of the budget to achieve the outcomes of the EPA.  In order for the EPA to be efficient and effective, the department needs proper funding and allocations of resources to monitor the safety of pesticides and promote the safety of the environment.  
Impact on fiscal state of the federal government
The ideal policy should minimize the fiscal cost of lawsuits associated with improper pesticide applications.  The EPA’s budget has declined significantly over the years; this has caused EPA employees to take short cuts and take products to market to quickly before proper evaluation (Harrison, p. 101-102).  By providing the necessary funding, this can be prevented and proper procedures could be followed.    
Political feasibility  
The policy has support from the public and interest groups, however it has push back from the pesticide industry.  Agriculture and chemical industries want less regulations because it creates economic constraints and it compromises food production.  This complexity has created an issue where regulations have taken priority over public safety and health (Kimbrell, p. 711).  Proper budget allocations will help combat this issue.  
Policy Alternatives
This analysis considers three policy alternatives: (1) current policy, (2) levy pesticide agriculture and chemical companies and (3) increase the annual budget by three percent.  A description of the key elements of each of the alternatives follow.  
Current Policy
Under the current policy, EPA executives are having to take cost cutting measures to monitor pesticide drift.  This has caused the EPA to be less efficient and effective in enforcing pesticide laws and regulations.  The EPA has also had to cut job positions causing moral issues and a lack of experienced knowledgeable employees within the organization (Harrison, p. 103).
Levy pesticide agriculture and chemical companies
Agriculture and chemical industries have a strong influence on lobbing government reform in Washington (Harrison, p. 103).  Agriculture and chemical companies should have to pay some of the costs associated with testing and evaluating their products as it relates to the safety of humans and the environment.  Levying a tax or fee upon these groups would help offset the budget indifference that the EPA is currently experiencing.    
Increase the annual budget by 3%
In 2008, the annual budget was 15 billion (Harrison, p. 101).  By increasing the budget by three percent or 450 million, this would improve the overall operating expenses and improve the quality and efficiency evaluating pesticide drift problems.


Recommendation
I recommend that you support levying pesticide agriculture and chemical companies.  This option would relive the tax burden on citizens and provide the necessary funding needed by the EPA.  Agriculture and chemical companies should help pay the costs associated with testing and evaluating their products to protect the safety of humans and the environment.  Levying a tax or fee upon these groups would help offset the budget indifference that the EPA is currently experiencing.
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