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Policy analysis is a wonderful career. The government employs analysts to determine the fate of the nation towards different prompts that it has to take. In this way, people find careers. The development of such a career is very vital in the holders’ lives. Often, it becomes hard to keep doing the same thing or remain in the same levels every other time. As a result, people would always desire to change roles and develop their career deliverables. To get the developments that one needs in a career, it is prerequisite that they advance their academics and/or the expertise that one has. Economists are policy analysts who investigate on factors in an economy and monitor their play to make sure that what is best is held but what harms the economy is done away with. There are many economic theories that have been proposed and keep changing each other time. Discussed below is a factor – protection policy – which has great impact on the economy but its core intervention has never been agreed upon among policy analysts. 
There are many economic arguments that tend to divide analysts, thus confusing people. In this discussion, focus is centralized on the protection policy. The protection policy is an economic restriction that the government of a country holds to bar all imports into the country. It may include the imposition of tariffs rates and quotas on imports. Also, in other cases, total bans are pursued. People have argued from different perspectives to justify this policy, but yet still, there are huge divisions up to today. 
Major differing arguments for the protection policy are a) to protect infant industries and b) to ease the balance of payment, BOP. As an economist, I stand on the second argument for the following justifications. The protection policy is implemented just to ease a country’s balance of payment. This is the only reason as to why the policy is implemented. Looking at the developing and underdeveloped economies which are mostly attributed to the policy, they have huge balances of payment but infant industries are in all economies, whether developed or not. To ease these BOPs, developed and developing country governments’ they need to protect their economies from foreign products (imports) because of the competition they bring against the locally produced commodities. Worse off is that these foreign commodities earn their countries high Gross Domestic Values while the net benefits to the local economies are very little. This means that they degrade the local economies at the end of the day. To save the economy from this trauma, the government bans imports for a given period of time until the BOP is settled. The governments can still impose huge tariffs and quotas to leverage the BOP. 
Whenever a country experiences an imbalance of trade, it means that its BOP is affected by this state of disequilibrium. It is essential for an economy to maintain a state of balance between what is taken in (imported) and what is taken outside (exported) if the BOP is to remain at manageable levels. 
To counter the first argument, every economy has infant industries. These industries are initiated to increase the country’s GDP through the income investment accruals. Exposing infant industries to the competitive world is actually a strategy that roots quality standards and keeps the companies focused to hit high and high. There is no point in time that these kinds of industries will need to be protected. Considering that even the local economy is huge, competition would still come from other local players in the industry such as the government. Does this mean that there will be the need to institute internal protection policy? That can be absurd. 
The protection policy is a strategy that will relieve countries from their foreign debts. This is done by easing the balance of payment as justified by the above factors. Infant industries will, at no point, need to be protected because they are already players in the economy and if there is the need to protect them from competition, they should also be protected from reaching the market segments. 
Through an extensive research conducted, it is very clear that the reasons for the implementation of the protection policy are many. Other than the major discussions, economists also talk of the industry diversification argument. When talking about diversification, the overall meaning is just an expansion that will see the economy grow at large. Thinking in this line of economic thought, unbalanced economy is brought about by excessive specialization which triggers people’s hearts to desire to be fed, or worked for. This is what is called dependency and it is a venom to the economy of a country. This is because in times of danger and other tragedies, the country may not be able to import hence, therefore, suffocating its citizens. When looking keenly at this argument, it appears unrealistic. In the ancient times, people were all comfortable at their natural habitats with whatever nature provided. Every ecosystem has always its way of sustaining its population. This means that despite the desires and new needs that erupt can still be fulfilled within the bounds of the same economy. Again, looking at the current (21st century), no country that is so endowed to have all the resources that it needs, not the USSR nor the USA. This means that this argument for diversification which focuses on sufficiency is not viable. This argument stands to disclose interaction which is nearly not possible with the kind of world that we are living in. Isolating a country or an economy from the rest of the world is an invalid dream. This argument id thus, weak. It should be understood that the protection policy is not meant for the complete abandonment of global economic relations. 
To promote employment is yet another argument for this policy. The primary idea of this argument is that the imposition of tariffs results in minimal cyclical employment. This argument was held at the times of the great depression in Britain. Today, imposing tariffs on certain commodities will have a multiplier effect. Income increases in the referred industry and this is meant to allocate, ore jobs when more entities erupt. For the cases of free trade, this situation appears erroneous. Taking in account the law of trade, when imports are reduced, it is definite that the exports to make will also decline. This will lead to monopoly cases in major businesses in the country and despite the tariffs, the country will not be able to contract. 
On the pauper labor argument, protection is preferred for developed countries solely to protect labor interests. In the absence of this protectionism intervention, competition of labor will be unhealthy due to the differences of pricing the same. From its definition, this argument is merely not dependable because it means that only developed countries implement the policy which is not the case. Developing states mostly implement the intervention and this is not argued for in this matter. Bearing in mind that there are a couple of production factors, what will make labor so special that it is considered as the prime factor? It is even not the higher factor of production. Again, labor is rewarded highly not because it is scarce but because it is effectively productive. 
The dumping argument, lastly dwells on the factor of surplus production. In this case the importing country is seeking to import to the other nation at reduced price in order to secure markets. In this case, high tariff rates are imposed to discourage dumping. There is some truth in this concept but then it is not dependent on. 
Literal knowledge
	The persuasion presented above is meant to make a clear prose that is the importance of the protection theory to a country. Given an obligation by the state authority to establish the importance of the above named intervention, it was ideal that research is done and facts presented to the authority. This was meant to write a proposal to the congress advising on the policy. Deep analysis after research was, therefore, very important as it shone light to the real matter. I did a prior research and the above communication was the presentation that I had to make to the state commission (audience) credited with the matter. I have tabled down facts and made a clear presentation of the same. The genre that I used was speech and that is why the entire topic is labelled as persuasion. 
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