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Dr. Sylves, University of Delaware, has been working in areas dealing with politics and disasters since 1988, teaching the history, development and emergence of the emergency management field as a discipline, and building a structured degree program. 

A series of unfortunate events involving the University of Delaware recently occurred. First, students who spent their spring break in Mexico brought Swine Flu (H1N1) back to the campus late in the semester. The university had to take action to protect lives, property and investments. Then, Dr. Sylves was rear-ended by a truck on the highway. The emergency crew which showed up amazingly included a student who inquired, “Dr. Sylves, are you OK?” At that moment, Dr. Sylves realized that he had been saved by someone whom he had taught.

In the small world of first responders, emergency service personnel undergraduates are looking for electives and are curious about emergencies, disasters, government, politics and sources of funding. Graduates from the University of Delaware program are active in the field and include a Chief of Staff for FEMA and others who work for government agencies and private companies.

The ability to develop and establish emergency management politics of disaster courses through community colleges and universities has expanded since 1990. “Disaster Policy and Politics” by Lucien remains an excellent resource; however, a lack of other textbooks on the politics of disaster for emergency management undergraduates has been an issue. Textbooks have been supplemented with FEMA EMI training, developed at the request of Dr. Wayne Blanchard, assisting with educational progress in this multi-disciplined field of expertise. The sessions and evaluations from the FEMA Higher Education conference have been used to modify the coursework and contribute to the growth and development of new material for training and course structure. 

Additional materials included in the course are: Presidential Disaster Declarations and FEMA downloads from 1953-2008, including a history for every state and county in the USA. This site is so easy to visit that even a 3rd grader can access it for their show and tell presentations about disasters, discussing monies expended and turndowns for money requested. http://www.peripresdecusa.org/mainframe.htm 

Congress provides the laws to empower you to perform emergency management. Taxpayers pay your salary, and you are accountable to them. Where competition in the marketplace is fierce, how does this provide equally for the public? There is a walk through policy process for federal, state and local jurisdictions, where executive President - Governor Relationships exist.

Bruce Lindsey, Analyst in Emergency Research Policy with Congressional Research Service, or CRS. CRS administers funding for disasters, and also the Obama budget for FEMA. It is encouraging to see academia and professionals come together at the FEMA HE Conference. Through this process, professionals have the unique opportunity to learn from each other. The politics of disaster course contains ethical implications of disaster and financial recovery tactics. 

Through the legal framework, budgeting for emergency response and homeland security, and for enacting law and policy are enacted.  To underscore this, the 2010 budget is constrained and dictated by budgets. When reviewing policy, a reviewer reading a discussion by a policymaker about program X without any provision for a plan or a funding justification of the program is not inclined to validate the program. There is a game between administrations -- no it’s a dance -- of how many accounts are funded. Administration may create a budget that looks good but does not conform to current situation.

Here are the HIGHLIGHTS for the 2010 budget:
1. First look preliminary numbers will change 
2. $7.2 Billion for FEMA, which is a 3% increase over 2009
3. Shifting of the funds with state and local programs cut down to $3.8 billion, from last years’ $4.7 billion
4. Embedded is a 70% decrease in fire
5. National domestic consortium and reductions is cut by half.
6. Disaster relief fund shows a 43% increase 
7. Does this improve response or go to other programs?

In 2010, there are state and local reductions in equipment funding. Staffing for emergency has been increased. CRS wonders if the equipment needs are now met and if we should train, hire and retain staff at the same levels, and if the 2011 budget will return to traditional spending amounts? These are important questions for Emergency Managers, because the amount of money that local jurisdictions will receive is based on their requests. “Who is making the budget decisions? Obama has been in office 150 days. Is the transition team doing what it needs to do? OMB and FEMA are the policy makers.” The budget is submitted to Congress, where traditional funding is reviewed, the case goes to administration where they agree or disagree. Once formulated, the budget moves to Congress. 

Professor Sylves concludes that congress needs nine months to get the budget in place and if Congress doesn’t have it in by October 1, the hearings continue, there are proposed additions, and cuts, and then changes are made in the legislation.






