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Abstract 

This paper considers the explication of the federal government’s focus on the allocation of more 

funds to global warming issue while distributing lesser amounts to essential services such as 

education, agriculture, and healthcare. One of the key findings of the paper is that the current 

expenditure on global warming stands at $22.2 billion, which is more than a $10 billion increase in 

comparison with the past ten years. The second finding is that most of this expenditure is divided 

into three areas, including clean energy technology, international assistance, and climate change 

adaptation, preparedness, and resilience. The third finding is that the budgetary allocations to the 

fight against global warming have been on the rise while some essential sectors such as healthcare, 

education, and agriculture receive lesser resources. Many citizens are dissatisfied with the whole 

pattern of expenditure because it does not consider their interests as they pay taxes. It is 

recommended for the government to cut down its allocations to developing countries, regulate 

inappropriate expenditure, and predetermine the cost of undesirable weather patterns as they relate 

to taxpayers and the government.    

  



The U.S. Government Expenditure on Global Warming 

I. +Introduction 

The escalating level of the climatic change around the globe has led the U.S. government to the 

point of increasing its budgetary allocations to handle global warming. Accordingly, the federal 

government understands the threat of global warming and has been determined to mitigate it 

through increasing expenditures on the program. However, the high level of expenditures on global 

warming means that the government has to spend less on essential services such as education, the 

provision of food, and healthcare. Some of the key areas of expenditure in terms of dealing with 

global warming include clean energy technologies, international assistance, U.S. Global Change 

Research Program (USGCRP), and the natural resources adaptation. In 2014, the budgetary 

allocations for global warming comprised $22.2 billion , which was one of the highest expenditures.  

1.1 Research question 

Why is the U.S. spending so much on global warming while dedicating lesser resources to essential 

services such as education, food, and healthcare? 

1.2 Hypothesis  

Over the years, the U.S. government has shifted its commitment from spending highly on essential 

services such as healthcare and education to allocating highly to unessential programs such as 

global warming. Accordingly, global warming is a world program, but the U.S. seems to have 

decided to shoulder it solely, as exhibited by its high expenditures.  

1.3 Methodology  

The primary source of the information to be utilized in this paper is the Budget Authority 

allocations. It offers the exact amount allocated to the expenditure on global warming and the 

specific areas that the federal government targets in the course of its expenditure. Secondary 

sources include articles that offer critical information on government expenditure on both global 

warming and the essential programs such as food provision and healthcare.  

2. Cost of U.S. Expenditure on Global Warming Fighting Efforts and Domestic Concerns 

The U.S. budget focuses on supporting numerous researches related to climatic change, voluntary 

deployment programs, international aid efforts, deployment programs, and the development of a 

cleaner environment . The specific costs are dedicated to the different areas discussed below. 

However, efforts have raised different concerns among citizen, as most of them emphasize that the 



government should try to prioritize the most pressing needs affecting citizens instead of trying to 

address needs that are far away from the enjoyment of common people. The U.S. Government 

Accounting Office (GAO) is yet to figure out the real benefits that the common citizen can earn 

from the billions of dollars spent on the address of global warming in the U.S. and other parts of the 

world . GAO notes that the amount of government spending on global warming is not going to 

reduce soon. It will keep on rising, but the benefits to the U.S. citizen would not come easily from 

these programs. These views are divided based on the different elements of the government 

expenditure on global warming as discussed below.  

2.1 Clean Energy Technology 

 It entails a number of technology researches, deployment activities, as well as development 

and grant programs, which promote the success of the global warming mitigation efforts. The 

government understands that the best way to ensure that the global warming is mitigated is to 

intensify the level of research activities in the area. Clean energy elements that the government has 

been looking forward to introducing through its budgetary allocations include solar and wind 

energy, water and geothermal power, and biomass. For instance, the government spent an estimated 

$6.1 billion on clean energy technologies in 2012 and has subsequently spent $8 billion on the same 

activities in 2014 . It is reflective of its increasing commitment to expenditure on global warming. 

Proponents of this program affirm that it sets the pace for the acquisition of green energy around the 

country and hence reduces destructions to the environment. However, opponents emphasize that 

this program does not make sense, as most individuals are still in the low-income category and 

cannot access all the suggested sources of new energy. Therefore, the increase in expenditure on 

such programs is not justified because of the continued changes in the climate across the globe.  

2.2. International Assistance   

 The U.S. likes being recognized as the big brother in terms of fighting global warming. 

Therefore, it takes a leading role in multilateral and bilateral agreements focused on the mitigation 

of global warming around the globe. It focuses on taking the war against climate change to other 

countries, especially developing ones, which always comes at a cost, as the U.S. has to ensure they 

receive adequate funding for their respective programs. Therefore, the budget includes resources for 

a target set of programs committed to ensuring effective balance across all the pillars of global 

climatic change efforts. Three fronts on which the U.S focuses its global efforts in fighting climatic 

change include sustainable landscapes, adaptation, and clean energy. The overall costs spent on 

international assistance have continued escalating over the years. For instance, the budgetary 

allocation in this sphere has risen by over 20%  in the past ten years, indicating the government’s 

increasing commitment to the environment instead of programs. Proponents of international 



assistance programs state that the U.S. government is justified in the expansion of its global 

warming budgetary allocations to cover other countries because they also have a role to play in the 

mitigation of this problem. On the other hand, it is quite difficult to agree with this view because 

these countries are also supposed to try to stand on their own in the fight against global warming 

instead of relying on the U.S. for support .  

2.3. Climate Change Adaptation, Preparedness, and Resilience  

 The federal government has embraced efforts for preparing and building resilience to any 

form of climatic disasters that might occur. It allocates specific amounts to the promotion of change 

adaptation, preparedness, and resilience across the country. The Interagency Climatic Change 

Adaptation Task Force leads the process of adaptation and ensures that climatic change is fought 

from every corner of the world and its effects are mitigated in the best ways possible. Apart from 

adaptation, the government sees the need to prepare for all changes in the environment brought 

about by global warming. Resilience programs have also continued expanding the level of the 

budgetary allocations that the government has to put in the program. For instance, the allocation for 

this element of the global warming rose from $2.5 billion in 2012  and it escalated to 2.68 billion in 

2014. Those in support of this program argue that they are instrumental in preventing any future 

expenditure that might emanate from disasters caused by climatic changes. The prevention of a 

disaster is cheaper compared to the costs that might be incurred in its management when it occurs. 

However, opponents state that some of the disasters exist since time immemorial. For instance, 

hurricanes are bound to arise, and it is quite difficult to prevent them. Therefore, it is illogical to set 

aside large amounts of money for preventive measures instead of spending resources on other 

essential programs. 

3. Consequences 

 The consequences of the expanding expenditure on unessential activities such as global 

warming include the reduction of the government’s expenditure on essential services such as 

education, healthcare, food supplies, and the increasing government debt. The problem here is that 

the U.S. government appears to be preoccupied with the activities of regulating destructions to the 

environment while forgetting the needs of its citizens.  

3.1 National Debt  

 One of the most significant consequences of the soaring expenditure on global warming 

activities is the rise in the national debt. It is worth noting that the federal government is always 

required to meet its deficits in the budget, and the rising expenditure on global warming continues 



to put it in a sorry state. For instance, the national debt in 2014 has been estimated to stand at $13 

trillion, which is 20% rise in comparison the year 2012 . Such debt arises from increasing 

expenditures on unnecessary activities such as the reduction of global warming in the country and 

other parts of the world. The national interest rate is also at a higher point of 7%, which is quite 

undesirable. The government’s efforts to deal with the threat of the rising national debt have 

become tougher in the wake of each day because of the rising demand for the expansion of global 

warming activities across the country. The worst part about this policy is that the taxpayer would 

continue bearing the burden of funding the national debt without gaining anything out of it. It would 

have only been rational in instances where the expenditures on global warming were beneficial to 

the ordinary citizen.  

3.2 Education  

 Education is an essential service all over the globe. However, the government’s continued 

emphasis on the promotion of global warming mitigation efforts has reduced the overall amount 

dedicated to education. The key areas of education that have been affected include the K-12 

students, as they are receiving fewer allocations because of the reduction of subsidies to their area . 

More so, allocations to higher education have also been impaired because of the rising levels of 

expenditure on unessential activities such as global warming exercises. The number of students, 

especially in public schools, is quite high. However, they are being denied the opportunity to realize 

their dreams through budget cuts that give them no chance to access education in the best ways 

possible. The amount of expenditure on education has been a slump for the past ten years, and in 

2014, there was a proposal to cut it down by over $65 billion . The argument for this action has 

been that the government needs to save and utilize this money in other areas. There has also been an 

argument that the reduction in the expenditure on education would set the opportunity for increased 

development and growth of the sector. The question here is why the government denies education 

relevant resources and spends this amount on an irrelevant exercise such as global warming. Only 

the federal government could answer the question, as it looks forward to promoting efforts against 

environmental destruction caused by global warming.  

3.3 Agriculture  

 Agriculture is a key part in terms of providing the essential service and food to many people 

across the country. As much as the government looks forward to addressing global warming, it must 

also ensure that it is improving agricultural practices. Nevertheless, it has not been the case so far, 

as the federal government has continued to dedicate its efforts to the promotion of environmental 

protection research. The cuts on agriculture are realized through different approaches. The first one 

is the government’s continuing plan to end farm subsidies. Most individuals practicing farming 



have had to pay higher for farm inputs because of the government’s declining commitment in terms 

of serving their interests in the most satisfactory manner. Another element of agricultural decline in 

the budget is the cut down in food subsidies by 33% . The government has perceived it more 

essential to engage in global warming campaigns while cutting down its food subsidies. It affects 

low-income earners in the country because they cannot access other sources of quality foods. The 

lack of commitment by government programs makes it quite difficult for people to live standard 

lives. The overall cuts in agriculture came to around $65 billion in 2014 . The government fails to 

recognize the fact that many people depend on the different products from the agricultural sector for 

their survival. Therefore, the burden is still on taxpayers because they might be called upon in one 

or another instance to feed those in need of food.  

3.4 Healthcare    

 Without proper healthcare, it is difficult for individuals to live appropriately, as it is an 

essential need. As much as healthcare is a crucial service for everyone in the country, the 

government has seemed to move away from its seriousness and the effect of poor healthcare on all 

citizens. For instance, the federal government has been planning to cut down the healthcare 

expenditure by more than $400 million over the past two years . It could be directly emanating from 

the U.S. decision to increase its expenditure on global warming that does not offer direct benefits to 

American citizens. The amount that Medicaid has been receiving over the past two years has 

seemed to decline gradually with the government’s increasing focus on the reduction of budgetary 

allocations to healthcare. It is dangerous to reduce budgetary allocations to services such as 

healthcare and increase commitment to activities such as global warming, as it puts the whole 

country in a difficult situation. Consequently, many individuals from the lower income category 

would not have the privilege of accessing healthcare. Cutting down budgetary allocations to 

healthcare has had a negative effect on public hospitals. Moreover, it has made it difficult for 

individuals to enjoy the required standards of health because most of them do not have the money to 

attend quality private hospitals that have all the desired resources.  

4. Conclusions 

 In conclusion, the decision by the federal government to continue extending its budgetary 

allocations to unnecessary activities or services such as global warming has continued raising 

different views among Americans. Many of them find it difficult to understand the government’s 

priority and concern about their essential needs. For instance, budgetary allocations have been on 

the rise since 2006, as the government feels that it is crucial to protect the population from the 

effects of global warming . One of the key areas of global warming in which the government spends 

most of the taxpayers’ money is the promotion of the clean energy technology. In tandem with this, 



the government aims at introducing individuals to the best forms of energy such as biomass that 

would help in the reduction of global warming and its effects. The federal government spends more 

in the area as it tries to reach out to more people informing through informative exercises. The 

development of such technologies is costly, but the government has persisted with the course. The 

second element of expenditure on global warming efforts is international assistance, which comes in 

the form of the government’s bilateral and multilateral agreements to support their efforts in the 

mitigation of the continuing negative effects of global warming. It offers assistance to developing 

countries to give them the opportunity to address the problem. The last vital part is climatic change 

adaptation, preparedness, and resilience programs that ensure that any event is handled in the easiest 

manner possible when it happens. However, the key question that lingers in the minds of most 

American citizen  is whether the government is keen on the provision of essential services to its 

citizens at affordable prices even as it continues to increase its budgetary allocations to global 

warming. Most of them believe that it is a high time the government thought about its commitment 

to the pressing needs of the common citizen before getting into unnecessary activities.  

5. Resolutions 

 However, not all is lost as this trend could be gradually regulated through reduced 

commitment of funds to the fight against global warming and increased focus on essential services. 

The first key resolution to the problem would be for the government to determine the cost of 

extreme weather to both the government and taxpayers. The government has continued to justify its 

actions with the assertion that negative weather patterns that need to be addressed urgently always 

likely to follow the global warming. It could be resolved by pre-determining the real cost of 

extreme weather caused by global warming to both taxpayers and the government . They would be 

sure about the expected outcomes of their expenditure. Again, it would play an instrumental role in 

controlling unnecessary annual increments in the expenditure relating to global warming because 

such costs would be fixed earlier. An initial understanding of the trend among taxpayers is critical 

because it would give them the confidence that the government is using their taxes for the right 

actions in the country. It would stop unnecessary justifications for the increment in the global 

warming expenditure over a short period. It is a perfect arrangement between taxpayers and the 

government and it would ensure that most of the cash is dedicated to essential services affecting 

ordinary Americans.  

 The second reliable solution would be for the government to cut down the amount it spends 

on international assistance relating to the address of global warming. It has been one of the primary 

justifications for the rapid increment of the expenditure on global warming while overlooking 

essential services affecting common citizens . The federal government should take the bold step of 



cutting down the amounts given to developing countries through bilateral and multilateral 

agreements focused on fighting the menace. It should recognize the fact that such allocations come 

from what taxpayers want to receive in return for their taxes. It is not wise to take the taxpayers’ 

money to other countries to promote the fight against global warming, especially when it does not 

benefit them directly. Reducing the amounts allocated to other countries would be helpful in 

ensuring that the whole budget is cut down. The reduced allocations of money to other countries 

would play an assistive role in improving the amounts allocated to essential services such as 

agriculture and education. The government has to realize that many students are looking forward to 

quality education and achievement levels in public schools. Therefore, it should provide improved 

allocations to the educational area. Thus, it should move out of these arrangements because they 

strain the budget further forcing it to forgo essential services that Americans need for daily survival. 

 Lastly, this issue could be resolved through the regulation of inappropriate government 

spending. A committee could be put in place to monitor government spending and ensure that it is 

directly focused on the needs of the common American citizen . It would begin with the priority of 

the government and its commitment to the assurance of better living among the citizens without 

engaging in wasteful spending on programs such as global warming, as they do not necessarily 

benefit everyone. Inappropriate allocations of funds to units such as the fight against global 

warming would be automatically regulated through such a committee looking forward to correcting 

the government in case of any deviation from the problem. An effective committee that has a keen 

understanding of the economy and its key areas of success would offer the government an 

appropriate direction that needs to be followed in the implementation of its budgetary allocations . It 

should not just engage in allocating resources to activities that would not offer maximum benefits to 

citizens across the country, but should focus on activities that are highly essential and directly 

helpful to American citizens. 


