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SITUATION:
Some parents are refusing to vaccinate their child, therefore increasing the risk of the communicable disease to spread. The rate at which parents take their child for immunization is falling from year to the next. Research has been done on this matter as to why most parents fail to allow vaccinations for their children and it has been found that their delay, refusal, or hesitation is a concern for the occurrence of childhood diseases that can be easily prevented through vaccination.
Proposal: make it hard for parents to refuse immunizations by making it mandatory. All the children that attain the age of vaccination to be vaccinated against the diseases like smallpox, polio, diphtheria, measles, and tuberculosis. If parents refuse to have their child vaccinated, they should be fined a certain amount of money that will compel them to accept the process of immunization. 
BACKGROUND:
Having a child immunized is not only for their own safety and health but for the safety of the whole community. The communicable disease can spread very fast within a community and having vaccinations for all children would really reduce such cases from happening. In each of the American states, the local government has the law that dictates the vaccination requirements of children entering school. However, some parents hesitate or even refuse to vaccinate their children because of religious reasons. In all these states, there are medical exemptions for patients that are allergic and thus a vaccine could comprise their immune system. Nevertheless, 30 states have lenient laws that allow parents to refuse vaccinations due to religious reasons (McKee & Bohannon, 2016). Such states that have lenient laws are reported to have increased rates of unvaccinated children which in return increases the spreading of preventable diseases in the community. 
In the UK, vaccination was made mandatory by a Vaccination Act in 1853 (Omer, Salmon, Orenstein, Dehart, & Halsey, 2009). According to Omer et al. (2009), vaccine mandates have developed into penalties and incentives in the UK and even the United States. In the US, some states require parents to comply with childhood immunization before their children are permitted to attend schools. According to Walkinshaw (2011), West Virginia and Mississippi are among the states that only exempt vaccinations on grounds of medical complications. However, in some states, parents are exempted just by asking while on others, the exemption is only given after the parent is made aware that they are putting their child and the community at risk (Walkinshaw, 2011). 
It is with no doubt that most American kids get vaccinated. The problem is that the 10% that does not put the entire population at risk of contracting a preventable disease. Like in Australia, Canada, and the UK, mandatory vaccination is meant to rope in the stragglers. Belgium, since 1967 has a mandatory vaccination for children below the age of 1.5 years. The government of Belgium did not have to enforce the vaccination program because the citizens perceived it as a way of the state taking care of the population (Walkinshaw, 2011). 
 ASSESSMENT: FINANCES AND STAKEHOLDERS
There has not been any research done in the countries mentioned above regarding the financial impact of the program. However, it is noteworthy to say that the program would be a success given that people would turn their children in for vaccinations. CBAs and CEA account for the cost benefits of the vaccinations administered to the public. CBA notes that an increase in the number of children taking vaccines would imply that the research be extensive and the production as well which in return calls for funding from the health sector. An incomplete vaccination process can lead to the deaths of many children.
For the purpose of finance and cost of vaccines that are not free, the government would be a good stakeholder. Furthermore, vaccinations are a unique health intervention since it affects the health of the community and the individuals simultaneously. For this matter, participation and collaboration of the public health professionals, physicians of the health cares and the parents of the children that are meant to receive the vaccines are important because they are also stakeholders. In countries where the program is a success, the concerns of the stakeholders played a key role. For instance, in the UK, the decrease of the diseases like rubella, mumps, and measles was related to parental euphorbia of autism related to the diseases. Additionally, The National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act of 1992 calls for the identification of the concerns that parents might have when it comes to immunization safety and administration (Breen, 1999). 
The bill might go against the people who refuse to vaccinate their children due to philosophical and religious reasons as stated earlier. For this matter, the religious leaders and activists will be the main opposers of this bill. 
RECOMMENDATION 
In considering the importance and the benefits that this bill could bring to the state, the program needs to be heard by the legislator. The program will be communicated to the legislator early in advance and the costs implications tabled. The evidence provided in this report will act as a basis for potential acceptance of this bill by the local government. 
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