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Many Americans believe that the term privatization is a bad word, to the point where they never think to critically analyze why or why not a service should be offered using a corporate model. In fact, there are a variety of ways in which privatizing the National Weather Service would positively influence the American people.
To begin, the NWS is far too reliant on government funding. It is inherently a political arm of the government - which means it is subject to the agenda of the executive branch (Rumore). Furthermore, privatizing the NWS will lower taxes on Americans while also raising the standards of weather forecasting. While the NWS is currently dependent on the government, good weather business can help the communities they are in by providing jobs and spreading out experts. Instead of meteorologists needing to work in one a few key centers to examine the weather, they can work in every county, diversifying jobs as well as localizing weather.         
When Americans hear the word privatization, many forget that citizens already look to corporations to advance new fields. When we think of the newest phone technology to when we might land on Mars, we look to companies to advance technology. Be it SpaceX or Apple, Privatization allows competing services to drive technological innovation. The same is with weather services, where privatization funds advancements in weather technology, quickly developing the field. 
            All of this is not even mentioning that consumers have already chosen corporations as their go to consumption of weather news. CNN? FOX? Weather.com? The apps you have on your phone? They're all private already. It can be biased for all of one’s sources to come from one place. Consumers recognize that - and allowing weather services to reaffirm one another via multiple readings from different sources would assure Americans of the accuracy in their weather. The NWS already relies on private companies to distribute their findings, and sometimes even to gather them, it’s something the private sector can do ("Policy Statement"). 
         Thus, we argue in favor of privatization. If you're not convinced yet, then I ask you to consider what my colleagues have to say. 
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The National Weather Service is altogether too reliant on the government. At present, it is affected by the winds of political change in a way that no publicly depended on organization should be. There have been ten total government shutdowns have occurred in our nation’s history. During the last thirty-nine years, there have been nine government shutdowns that caused the NWS to close its doors. Because it is a government agency, the NWS has to cease work in some areas during a shutdown.
	The quality of national weather forecasts decreases greatly during these periods. “Non-essential” employees, those who are in charge of fact checking, cannot work during a shutdown. Consequently, the quality of national weather forecasts decreases (Marchand). The federal government has deemed those who fact check as “non-essential.” While the NWS may be able to continue operation without them, these employees are critical to maintaining the accuracy and the reliability of weather forecasting. When “non-essentials” are taken out of work poorly forecasted inclement weather can and will have drastic negative impacts on the population. 2013 is a perfect example of this. Six years ago, the government shutdown stopped aviation radiation monitoring, causing thousands of passengers to experience potentially devastating levels of in-flight radiation (Wilkins).
	Trump tweeted inaccurately about a recent hurricane, and NOAA was quick to come to his aid after the NWS denounced the tweet as false. As the NWS is a part of NOAA, these two bodies shouldn’t contradict. Essentially, contradictions between government agencies shouldn’t be an issue. NOAA went against the NWS to back a claim made by the president (Leon).
	“The NWS needn’t be compromised by shutdown drama and bureaucratic complacency” (Marchand). Simply put, weather should not be politicized by the increasingly dysfunctional and partisan American government as well as a lack of government pressure for bureaucrats to exceed in their work. The NWS, a resource used by almost every American, should be above this. 	Comment by Joseph Knisely: The content here is good but the order in which you present it is kind of confusing. Consider reworking	Comment by Joseph Knisely: Didn’t know this, that’s terrifying
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	Privatizing the weather industry would not only allow us to no longer rely on the government for weather data, but it would also allow us to have more accurate forecasting from different companies. What most people do not realize is that there are already private weather companies, such as: Spire, ClimaCell, IBM’s the Weather Company and Panasonic (UHCL). Private weather companies began to show up once the market pricing for weather satellites decreased, allowing other industries to afford them besides the government. 
	By privatizing the entire weather industry, it would become a free market (ErinThread). This means that companies would be in constant competition with each other. Ultimately, this would lead to them constantly improving their weather technology to improve their forecasting (PBS) in order to get more consumers. 
Overall, by creating a free market within the weather industry, it would lead to an improvement in weather forecasting in general. Because of this, consumers like you and me would be more informed on the weather occuring in our area that day and be able to accommodate for that--thus making the privatization of the weather industry a good choice for the government to allow. 
Privatization has already begun in the industry, and it will just keep advancing. We already access data from private weather companies everyday. When you check your phone in the morning to see what the weather is like for the day, that is a private company that is making the data from the National Weather Service to fit your needs. These needs include making it easier to read, and only receiving weather data from your location. 
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What are the costs of the National Weather Service (NWS), and who pays for it? In FY18, NOAA’s final funding increased by 4% YoY, totaling to $5.909 billion. Specifically, NWS saw a funding increase of 3% YoY, totaling to $1.157 billion.[footnoteRef:1] The cost of the NWS has been consistently increasing over time. Since NOAA and NWS are part of the Federal Government, their funding comes from the US Government Budget, and the public bears NWS’s costs through federal taxes, whether or not they use their services. In a free market, only those who want to use these services will pay for them. Why should consumers bear the costs of services they do not use? 	Comment by Joseph Knisely: Good use of sources but this is not the proper way to cite in-text. Look up MLA in-text citation guidelines and use that format [1:  https://www.aip.org/fyi/2018/final-fy18-appropriations-national-oceanic-and-atmospheric-administration] 

Relating back to our previous arguments, what happens if the government shuts down? What happens when restrictions in funding disincentivize the NWS to pursue new technological advances? What happens when the NWS, who is the sole agency responsible for producing services in a billion dollar industry, fails? There are many risks to not privatizing the NWS, and these risks are more likely to become reality rather than theoretical. But to make answer these questions and form a proper, logical argument, it is necessary to learn from real world examples of privatization.
One real-world example is the Commercial Space Launch Amendments Act of 2004,[footnoteRef:2] which legalized privatization of space travel and allowed companies to join the space race that was once monopolized by NASA. This act allowed the formation of private companies such as SpaceX and Virgin Galactic, gave NASA support from these companies, and led to positive stimulation of the US economy. In 2014, NASA produced a research report that analyzed the results of 10 years of privatization. These are the key benefits that NASA outlined: [2:  https://www.faa.gov/about/office_org/headquarters_offices/ast/media/PL108-492.pdf] 

“Private companies showed major positive economic indicators throughout all areas of the space industry, including; $190 billion in revenues from Global Satellite Markets, $133 billion in profits from Terrestrial Mining, $100 million raised by small satellite companies in venture capital and angel investments, $73 billion in revenues from global geospatial services, and the ability for Telecommunication companies (a $4.9 trillion industry) to access communications satellite services.”[footnoteRef:3] [3:  https://www.nasa.gov/sites/default/files/files/NASA_Partnership_Report_LR_20140429.pdf] 

Through these statistics, we can see that privatization of the space industry resulted in massive economic benefits. 
Along with this, NASA stated that it benefited heavily from support of private companies in its sector: “NASA used its Space Act Agreement to enter into partnerships for the development and demonstration of new commercial cargo space transportation systems… [and] partnerships for the development and demonstration of transportation systems to low-Earth orbit.”[footnoteRef:4] So not only did privatization result in economic growth, it also allowed NASA to benefit from the influx of resources and wealth in the space sector. We can see that there are massive benefits to privatization of government agencies, and it would be foolish to say that privatization of NWS will be anything but a positive for the U.S. Not only will the NWS be allowed to form these crucial private-public partnerships and gain access to increased resources, wealth, and support functions; but will also result in similar economic growth indicators seen through privatization of the Space Industry due to capitalization of the Weather Industry. These results will benefit the public, the fed, the NWS, and ultimately the U.S. economy. [4:  https://publicpolicy.wharton.upenn.edu/live/news/1619-the-implications-of-the-privatization-of-space#_edn7] 
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