Running Head: QUESTIONS                                                     1
QUESTIONS                                                                 2






Questions assignment
Student Name
Institution Affiliations
Date


Question 1: Family Security Policy
Parenting and child-rearing in the United States of America have become difficult with the changing economic situations. Therefore, it provides a platform for bipartisanship between the Republicans and the democrats in Joe Biden's administration. The two sides of political leadership both present family policy to the house. The approach tries to equate the left and the right sides as both sides of the legislation agree on the difficulties of raising kids in modern-day America. Mitt Romney proposes to the house reforms on the current programs helping parents. In the proposal, Matt suggests that the tax credit and welfare benefits mix be rolled into a single-family benefit with the following allocations.
· US$ 1400 cash payment at birth
· US$ 4200 per year for children 5 years and below
· US$ 3000 per year for children 6 to 17 years
The Covid-19 stimulus package proposed by Biden's administration, on the other hand, suggests that families will receive 
· US$ 1400 cash payment at birth
· US$ 3600 per month for children 5years and below 
· US$ 3000 per month for children 6 to 17 years
The proposal presented by the republicans through Matt Romney outbids the Democrats' proposal through Biden's administration for the Family Security Policy. The policy offers an opportunity to reduce significantly poverty and equally reduce the current system of penalizing marriages. The approach is a tactic for boosting middle-class families. As much as the policy is good, it faces objections from some members of the house. Ramesh Ponnuru argues that the policy is weak as the number of American kids and the families are too large. It seems as if people are being bribed to have small families. Small families impact the general population growth of the nation as desires to have small families result in population decline. Mike Lee and Marco Rubio say that the program encourages dependency and unemployment since the family policy only gives a parent who is already providing for their children and families. Besides, Romney's plan might discourage working, as the conservatives believe. The family security policy plan, according to Romney, is set to favor work and marriage. The subsidy is set to face only high-income earners, unlike the old system, which discouraged work since the benefits disappeared when the beneficiary found a job. According to Romney's argument, America needs kids from both the rich and the poor. Therefore, public policy alone cannot deliver this dream and hence the essence of family security policy. It is worth taking the risk for the small incentive so that American parents can raise children who are welcoming in society. Many Americans support Romney since they believe that helping a child is beneficial to the nation's family economics, health, vitality, and sustainability. 
The arguments provided by the authors of the articles offer little evidence of ethical aspects that arise from the security policy. According to Buskirk (2021), the family security policy is basically about money. It is very hard for ordinary citizens to support the idea of having kids because they know how hard it is to afford to take care of them without having to work. The general assumption of the policy is that family is a harbor in the heartless world for making easy money for the success of other big fish. Also, the majority of the American population with the ability to support children is the young families compared to the elderly. Many people in their 20s, 30s, and 40s have the highest probability of favoring the policy because the majority of them are working class and have kids, and therefore have the highest chance of getting the money. The writer highlights hypocrisy in the bill by citing examples of citizens who oppose the bill because it is put forward by someone who is not their political appointees. Republicans at the citizen level oppose the policy because it was proposed by a democrat and vice versa. Generally, in my conclusion, the approach is good and therefore exhibits low unethical aspects. 
Ethical policies are guidelines that promote moral conduct to benefit all involved parties. Ethical public policies make all citizens of the country happy and have trust in the government. The Family security policy, as I have concluded, is more ethical than unethical because it has the following values of ethical decisions; Trustworthiness, Respectful, Responsibility, Fairness, Citizenship. When making moral choices, the following are required.
· Commitment- one has to show the commitment to doing the right thing regardless of the price.
· Consciousness- being conscious means one has to act steadily and apply ethical principles to everyday behaviors.
·  Competency-being competitive requires one to apply the ability to collect and evaluating info, developing alternatives, and foresees potential significances and dangers.
Making good decisions requires both ethical and effectiveness
· Ethical choices- it helps in generating and sustaining trust, it also establishes admiration, obligation, equality and kind and all these are reliable with good nationality. All these ethical decisions deliver an excellent substance for creating better choices through setting the ground directions for our behaviors.
· Effective decisions- for it to be effective, it needs to complete what we want to be accomplished and develop our purpose. A decision that produces inadvertent and disagreeable outcomes is considered to be unsuccessful. The main element of creating successful choices is to think about the findings in relation to their capabilities to accomplish our most essential goals. Therefore, it only means that we need to realize the contrasts between instant and short-term goals and long-range goals. 
In a short conclusion, family security policy as presented by Biden administration and Matt Romney is an ethical policy set to help many Americans. Besides, the policy has united two giant political enemies and now the democrats and the republicans can sit on one table and agree. The policy also offers an opportunity to reduce significantly poverty and equally reduce the current system of penalizing marriages. It tries to equate the left and the right sides as both sides of the legislation agree on the difficulties of raising kids in modern-day America. The approach is a tactic for improving middle-class people. 
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Question 2: Dealing with Covid-19
The Covid-19 pandemic hit the globe like a stray bullet. The economy of many nations declined, and others even collapse. As others have picked up where they left at the beginning, others are still moving towards the negative side of the pandemic effects. The US is one of the top countries that was worst hit by the pandemic. The New York Times on 26 March 2020 reported that over three million Americans lost their jobs. “more than three million Americans filed for unemployment benefits.” It was so unfortunate that many people lost their jobs, but the scenario was unavoidable. The problem arose on how the country handled the situation. President Trump’s administration offered more cash benefits to people who lost their jobs. The US public policy failed and caused far worse damage than what Covid-19 caused. Millions of people lost their lives and many more their daily earnings that left a significant mark on people and their families and the united states economy. 
While the aftermaths of Covid in Europe were capsizing the US economy, things took a much different route in tackling Covid-19. Although many failed to control the spread of the disease, they chose to protect jobs. For example, 
· The government of Denmark offered up to 90% salary compensation to its employees. 
· The United Kingdom paid for the wage bill of the companies that needed help.
· Germany used Kurzarbeit Scheme to pay workers who were ultimately not working.
These are just a few countries in Europe that employed suitable measures of public policy to deal with the cases of increasing unemployment. 
Despite the differences, all the countries used in dealing with the effects of Coronavirus all employed the preventive conditions set by the World Health Organization to prevent the spread of the disease. Across the world, the following were put in action;
a) Everyone should keep their hands clean and away from their faces
b) Wash hands regularly with soap water (or sanitize in the absence of water running water)
c) Mandatory wearing of the mask at all time whenever in public places
d) Avoid direct contact with infected people and avoid unnecessary visitors. 

Proper policy making is an essential part of positive economic growth. Creating employment opportunities and preserving existing jobs is not essentially about cash. Job opportunities provide other benefits such as health insurance, retirement benefits, and a sense of purpose, identity, and independence. If one loses their job, then the benefits disappear as well, and the damage gets worse if other opportunities do not present themselves sooner. As European countries preserved jobs, the United States was paying the laid-off workers US$ 600 per week, the sole cause of economic downfall (New York Times, 2020). In Europe, Denmark, for example, employed unique ways of preserving their economy. Sweden imposed few social-distancing restrictions, which allowed economic activities to progress during the pandemic. There immunity policy of Sweden was somewhat exceptional in that it allowed the disease to spread slowly. During this period, the elderly and the vulnerable were shielded from Covid, and the rest suffered until the majority of the population became immune to the disease. Although cases of Covid-19 increased drastically in the country, the approach greatly influenced the country’s economic policies and public attitudes. Efficiency, scrupulousness, trust, and openness made Sweden successful and strong. Another unique factor about policymaking in Sweden is public involvement after decades of growth into a well-functioning competitive free market republic. The world economic index indicated Sweden as one of the most powerful nations with 25 free economies. With the free open market policy, Sweden was able to sustain flexibility, competitiveness, and smooth flow of trading activities in the face of the pandemic as other neighboring nations were struggling with keeping people safe and secure. 
The public decision-making process is driven by integrity, respect, responsibility, sportsmanship, and servant leadership. Integrity involves leaders to know and do what is right. In the US, leaders did what was suitable for the people who lost their jobs by offering them monthly benefits. Although it was challenging to manage a sudden expense, the government was committed to its standards under challenging situations and stood up for what it believed was fair and suitable for its citizens. Besides, the actions were sincere and did not mislead the public. Unfortunately, the surge in the case of the pandemic did not provide an opportunity for economic improvement. Respect is a value that entails treating others in the same way you expect to be treated. People in a leadership position need to be considerate, attentive, encouraging, and accepting. Regardless of the economic status of individuals, Denmark and Sweden protected all from job losses, imposing the right feelings to the public about their government's role. Sweden allowed the disease to spread and offered protection to the old and the vulnerable in the community showing how considerate it is. Policymakers also need to be responsible; responsibility involves embracing other people's opportunity to contribute. Understanding that positivity for success is a group process and not an individual's effort helps. The Trump administration lacked this quality as in imposed decision on the citizen without considering long term repercussions.
Further responsibility requires perseverance. Through difficulties and discouragements should not prevent one from pursuing a group/personal goal. Sweden's policy was scary, but it pushed the country through the pandemic, and the economy of Sweden still stands strong. The last quality is servant leadership which requires both leaders and servants to serve a common goal. Both the government and citizens need to be involved in the policy-making process, and both parties must agree before the decision is made, considering that it will affect everyone. In Europe, many countries ought to protect jobs because economic status affects every individual in the country. Working allows the circulation of resources, whether food, money, raw materials, and others. Allocating people's financial benefits is a one-way process. People need to be empowered to grow and succeed beyond their expectations and be recognized as an essential link in the nation's economic achievements. This is where the policymaking of the Trump administration failed, and they place citizens on the sideline. When these core values in the policymaking process are neglected, the country starts having a balance between liberty and security. The policymaking on Covid-19 resulted from inequitable healthcare resource allocation, intrusion into peoples' private lives through surveillance, and problems of coercion in the implementation of rules of social distancing and personal isolations. 
 
References 
The Editorial Board. “Why Is America Choosing Mass Unemployment.” (March 2020). Accessed online at. https://www.nytimes.com/2020/03/26/opinion/covid-economy-unemployment-europe.html?action=click&module=Opinion&pgtype=Homepage  
Kim Anthony B. “Sweden’s Unique Approach to Battling COVID-19 Is Preserving Economic Freedom.” (April 2020). Accessed online at. https://www.heritage.org/international-economies/commentary/swedens-unique-approach-battling-covid-19-preserving-economic  



Question 3: Influence of Organizational Rhetors on Public Policy Making
Public policymaking refers to actions the government takes to solve problems in the general public and improve citizen's quality of life. Organizations use rhetoric processes to influence public policy. Organizational rhetors are unpredictable situations that explain how an organization communicates and pioneers customers to make purchase decisions. The pharmaceuticals industries are known to use rhetoric strategies that distinguish them from other organizations to facilitate consumers' purchase decisions of certain types of drugs. In the United States of America, all medications must pass through the Food and Drugs Administration (FDA) for approval of public safety. the FDA has many responsibilities in ensuring the safety of American citizens. The drug section of the FDA provides the increasing availability of generic drugs, which aid in creating healthy market competitions by making treatment affordable to all citizens through increasing access to healthcare facilities. The FDA is linked to all healthcare facilities, pharmacies, and pharmaceutical industries to ensure drug safety in the market. Although Pharmaceutical industries and pharmacies require approval for the advertisement of new drugs and medical technologies, some drugs have found their way into the healthcare market sector without the FDA's permission, which has caused the public's panic due to the health effects of the drugs. Public policy making affects society's values, and therefore, the impact of organizational rhetors of the food and drug market influences the health sector by the general community. 
People across the world demand political systems to be democratic, and without question, they tolerate autocratic leadership in the organizations they work for. Also, governments tend to spend millions in helping organizations such as pharmaceutical industries without considering citizens' views on the organization. The two scenarios bring out organizational rhetoric. Large corporations have great influence and help political leadership in public policy-making processes for the betterment of organizational image. For example, High-tech Pharmaceutical Industries like Merck employs many forms of rhetoric strategies to influence public policy. The company is widely involved in the social, political, and economic sections of the country. For example, Merck makes scientific promises which best benefit the community health-wise. The promises affect the larger social norm of the society through health security. The social science in the promises can be easily transformed into a political tool to protect the interest of the organization at the expense of the public. But this is so that the business can remain economically viable. The politicians' control government decision and the government control the public policies. If pharmaceutical organizations control politicians, the public policies are equally decided by multi-million corporations, whether governmental or non-governmental.
Furthermore, the wealth and the ideological support of pharmaceutical organizations are responsible for funding education and research within the community. Therefore, many schools and universities are allied to the interests of the organization, and hence, giant corporations are responsible for making consequential decisions based on the authority of community legitimacy. When it has reached this point, the organization starts producing low-quality and dangerous products. 
The integrity of the drug safety board FDA is in question about the quality of drugs it allows to reach the market. Many incidences of toxic medications have been reported, and some have been pulled off drug store shelves. A severe case of drug allergies and mismatch of diagnosed drugs has resulted in alarming side effects on the user. An increase in drug poisoning has a devastating impact on the public, and reactions are deemed to take place. Imagine a sick community that is afraid of taking medication due to fear. Since any business organization relies on consumers' presence, we need to understand how consumers interpreted and respond to organizational rhetors. According to Scaraboto, Alberto, and Cost (2012), consumers interact through persuasive messages that affect purchase decisions within the community. Consumers use rhetorical strategies such as setting consumer expectations, claiming expertise, prescribing, and celebrating compliance to influence consumption decisions. The social network has become popular with the advancement in online technology, and therefore relevant in understanding the behaviors of consumers. Consumers communicate with one another on social media platforms and talk about common interests. Through these chats, consumers can influence public policies made by an organization by controlling the flow of products. Angry and hurt consumers are likely to spread doom about the drug type and negatively impact the image of the pharmaceutical company. Large pharmaceutical organizations influence public policies, and consumers affect the consumption rate of a given product within an organization. Therefore consumers play an essential role in influencing the growth of the company. Hence, they need to be well-taken care of in public policy processes. Brizzel and Herzberg (1953) argue that Organizational rhetors must be ethical. Society will reject policies that interfere with cultural values social autonomic establishments. 
To increase consumer confidence in the industry, the organization should implement policies that serve consumer purchase decisions positively. The following points indicate how consumer behavior influences organization success. The factors can be used to control consumer confidence in the pharmaceutical industry. 
Marketing. With high competition in the drug industry, a pharmaceutical company should create commercials on social media to promote the product without harming another company. Product development. Consumer behavior is necessary for the company to make decisions on the type of goods to produces and services to deliver. Most if not all pharmaceutical industries should learn more about their customers' purchase needs and desires to develop the most conducive drug that will top the market segment. 
Customer service. Customer behavior helps the organization on ways to determine how it can best serve its customers. If consumers like visiting the retail shop for purchase, the manufacture can train their employees on efficiency on customer service. 
Although organizations play an essential role in public policy-making processes, they face several barriers. The employees at the Pharmaceutical industry and FDA provide the most significant barrier to effective policymaking. In the interview, Raymond Woolsey points out that the employees are responsible for analyzing drug data and safety are criminals.  According to Phulkerd and Lawrence (101-110), poor inter-organizational networks, poor management of finances, and personal motivation promote the production and distribution of poor and dangerous drugs to the health market. Dozens of drugs enter the market every year, some new and others existing, famous for allergies. If there is insufficient data about the safety of the drug, then it should not be released into the market. 
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