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Homework #2- Policy Process and Participants

Environmental Issue 
The issue that I am going to focus on is the Green House Gas emissions released through the meat industry.  Specialists are just came out with an estimate in 2012 saying that Livestock is responsible for 51% of our greenhouse gas emissions making this a global issue.  With global warming becoming increasingly apparent in our weather patterns and science it is imperative that we find ways to regulate these emissions. The problem stems from Americas high dependence on livestock.  “The average meat consumption globally is 115 grams per day…the USA consumes over 322 grams of meat per person per day.” (United Nations Environment Programme.) This is a situation in which I am going to be focusing on the lack of policy in place and what we need to do and the goals that we should focus on in order to make a change.  
Policy Process
There has yet to be a single direct policy put into place that targets the emissions of the meat industry.  This is partially because the industry has so much money and power behind it that they can effectively fight many of the things that the EPA would have liked to put into place.  They are definitely in the Option Formulation (Choice of Mechanisms) part of the decision making process.  The goal is clear in which the EPA wishes to regulate the green house gasses being emitted so places that are exceeding the allowed amount will be taxed. This would be a market-based mechanism because there would be a fine if you surpassed a certain amount.  The additional taxation would force the industry as a whole to create cleaner and more sustainable options for producing meat. 
Current Policies and the Need for New Policies 
Some policies that are put in place that should affect the meat industry are the clean air act and the clean water act.  However, these acts do not regulate this industry for a matter of reasons.  One of the reasons is that Green House Gasses are not effectively regulated under the clean air act and it seems that it will be a long wait until the EPA can effectively enforce that regulation.  CO2 is listed as an air pollutant now but there has not been very much leeway in regulating this.  The meat industry is also a large producer of nitrous oxide and methane as opposed to CO2 so that would not affect them as much. 
The meat industry is one of the main contributors of methane, a Green House Gas that is directly related to global warming. The reason that such a significant amount of methane is produced by the meat industry is due to the farming, where over 30,000 cattle are being raised in one area. The mass production of cattle leads to more methane and other Green House Gas’. The amount of methane that the animals produce accounts for ten percent, half, the total methane contributed towards global warming. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]This is where the need for new policy comes in to play. It is clear that the meat industry is a leading contributor of methane, which in turn is a leading contributor of global warming. It is also clear that the style for producing meat is causing this. The policy that must come into affect should be centered on the amount of livestock permitted at one farm and the amount of methane produced. A policy that limits the amount of cattle permitted on one site would drastically improve the amount of methane being produced. The next step to the policy would be to set a limit on the amount of methane that farms were allowed to produce. This would be set as our goal in the policy making process and the next step would be the choice of mechanisms which I am going to talk about later on.  If farms were found to be producing more then the allowed amount then they would be severely fined. If they continued to neglect the rules then their farms could potentially be shut down all together.
Main Goals of Future Possible Policies
	The main goal of the possible policy that I stated above would be to limit the amount of methane and nitrous oxide produced which would then help control global warming. The other goal would be to limit the amount of livestock permitted at a farm. By doing this the conditions of the animals become a lot better and the effect on the environment become less harmful. It is clear that humans will not give up meat but by implementing these policies the damage to the environment is greatly diminished. 
Mechanisms That Will Be Used to Achieve Goal
	Many mechanisms are being used right now to achieve the regulation of greenhouse gasses in the agricultural industry. The mechanisms that would be needed to achieve these goals would require the meat industry and famers to change the way they produce meat. They would need to move away from the mass production method and turn to a smaller more sustainable method. This is where the conflict would emerge because while it is more environmentally conscious, it is also more expensive. The amount humans pay for meat would also increase with the grass fed system. One of the mechanisms would be to move away from a corn-biased diet for cattle and move towards a grass fed. By making the cattle grass fed, it takes them longer to grow which will in turn help limit the rate at which they can grow and reproduce. This directly correlates with the policy that would limit the amount of cattle permissible on a ranch. The result of this would then limit the amount of methane and other Green House Gases released into the atmosphere. 
	Another mechanism that would be needed to achieve this goal would be the use of advertising. In this case the advertising would need to be informative biased. People would need to be aware of why the price of their meat went up. Certain environmental agencies would need to explain that the price increase was due to a new policy that would reduce the amount of methane and help the health of the planet. 
Key Participants
	Right now the key participants in the fight to gain new policies are the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, the Environmental Protection Agency, and various environmental groups across the world. On the other side of the equation would be the National Cattlemen’s Beef Association and the North American Meat Association. 
	Although it may seem indirect, humans are definitely key participants in the ability to control the amount of Green House Gas emissions produced by the meat industry. In reality the meat industry is doing what it does because it is cheaper and it cost the public less to buy meat. In order for any kind of change to come into affect humans will need to sacrifice for the environments sake by paying extra for their meat.  
Conclusion
It is clear that something needs to be done to stop global warming and reduce the amount of Green House Gas emitted into the atmosphere. In order to do this we need to cut down the various sources that release these gases. The meat industry is an example of one of those sources and is one of the leading methane producers. Methane alone accounts for 20 percent of the total contribution for global warming. If the meat industry can reduce the size of cattle allowed on a ranch then the amount of methane released will also decrease. 
In order to accomplish this goal I have listed many factors that will aid in the process reducing methane from meat farms. It is not going to happen over night and nothing will change unless all of the things I listed are abided by. It is also important that people know and are willing to sacrifice for the greater good of the planet. The sacrifice will need to be made by both the producers and consumers of meat. Farmers will need to move to decrease the size of their ranch, closely monitor the amount of methane being produced, and move their animals to a grass fed diet. Consumers will need to accept that their meat price will go up and that meat will become a more coveted dish. However, by limiting the amount of methane being produced by the meat industry then we can help protect our environment and reduce the amount of harmful emissions that are produced.  
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