
 Keep the Budget Clean from Attacks on Science: 

 A Guide to Meeting with Your Elected Official 
 

 

There are several attempts moving through Congress right now to dismantle public science and the 
current science-based system of creating public health and safety protections. And the federal budget is 
one of the most vulnerable channels for some congressional members looking to hook on attacks on 
science. We need to be vigilant during the federal budget and appropriations processes to prevent them 
from being usurped by anti-science and anti-public protections ideology.  

 

An essential way to do this is to meet with your elected officials’ or their staff and make sure they know 
you are following how they treat science-based safeguards during the budget process-- and call on them 
to oppose any spending bills that cut the funding or undermine the ability for agencies that advance 
science, keep our air and water clean, and protect our children’s health. Leverage your expertise and 
your voice as a constituent to send a clear pro-science message, which is critical in these crucial battles 
to preserve the role of science in our democracy.  

 

Talking Points: 

Deep cuts to many science-based programs that we depend on for public health and safety, for 
scientific progress, and more will have dangerous impacts on this state, your constituents, and the 
American public at large. Use a couple of examples in the House spending bill of what we lose if we 
allow draconian cuts to federal science (We encourage you to pick a couple that would most resonate 
with your state and have impacts in your field): 

- Slashing funds for energy innovation. That includes eliminating the Department of Energy’s 
Advanced Research Projects Agency (ARPA-E), and cutting almost half of the funds for the 
Energy Efficiency & Renewable Energy program. This means the United States will fall behind 
the fast pace of energy innovation, and severely limit the agency’s work collaborating with 
businesses to make our nation more sustainable. 

- Hindering research that helps us understand our planet and how to live safely on it. The House 
bill proposes a 19% cut to climate change research at the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA), and a 23% cut to NOAA’s satellite program, which we depend on for 
weather forecasting and many other critical activities of national importance.  These cuts, and 
the 11% cut to NASA’s earth science budget, would create long-lasting repercussions for 
scientific research, national security, and emergency preparedness. 

- Weakening the Environmental Protection Agency’s ability to protect us. The proposed cuts to the 
EPA from the House spending bill would bring EPA budget to the lowest level since 2008. Many 
of the remaining cuts directly impact communities of color, such as a 15% cut to the Office of 
Environmental Justice. EPA’s research division would lose more than $100 million in funding for 
clean air and climate change research.  

- Cutting programs that feed the hungry and provide assistance to rural and urban residents. The 
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP)—a cost-effective program with a track 
record of success in alleviating hunger and poverty—could be cut by $150 billion, or 20% over 10 
years. Such a decrease would directly lead to suffering and hunger for tens of millions of 
Americans across the country.  

 

 

 



 

We need to keep the final spending deal clean of anti-science riders. The appropriations process is no 
place to tack on bills or amendments that would undermine the role of science in policymaking or 
federal agencies’ ability to use the best available science to keep American families safe and healthy 
without any real deliberation or debate. 

- That includes the deceptively titled “Regulatory Accountability Act” and similar anti-science 
proposals. These ideological riders’ sole purpose would be to render the public protections 
system ineffective through constraints such as endless delays and procedures, stacking science 
advisory boards with industry representatives with conflicts of interests, permitting the 
administration to ignore scientific or public input in the regulations process, or requiring that 
agencies implement rules that cost the least to industry regardless of the cost to the public.  

- Dangerous riders currently being considered would: 
o “Legislate” that the burning of trees for energy is positive for climate change, which flies 

in the face of scientific evidence 
o Permit the administration to ignore scientific and public input as Scott Pruitt’s EPA 

attempts to withdraw the Clean Water Rule 
o Delay implementation of science-based standards, like the EPA’s 2015 update to 

ground-level ozone, which is solely based on public health benefits 
- The federal budget cannot be a vehicle for sliding in attempts to redefine role of science in the 

Endangered Species Act—which would allow political and industry interference to disregard 
what we scientifically know is essential to protect our ecosystems and wildlife such as the sage 
grouse. 

 
Ask:  Do you know the senator/representative’s position on those cuts and harmful riders, and 
whether he/she will oppose any spending bill that cuts funding to these critical agencies and programs 
that protect renewable energy, science, and public health or includes ideological riders?  

- If yes, ask the staff to pass along your appreciation 
- If they are in favor of cuts or harmful riders, ask the staff to make sure the legislator knows you 

are strongly opposed, and ensure that they are aware of the consequences to their constituents  
- If they are undecided or non-committal, ask if there is anything you can do or information you 

can provide to help the legislator make their decisions.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Steps for a successful meeting: 

Flow of the meeting (assumed 30 mins) 

- 5 mins: Introductions and small talk; find something positive to say about the member who you 
are meeting with (for example, thank them for something they recently did that mattered to 
you)  

- 10 mins: Explanation of the bills – what is it, why it matters, how Senator can help 
o Make a specific request (ask) of the legislator, to take an action or to tell you what 

stance they take. For example, “Will you oppose any spending bill that cuts funding to 
critical agencies and programs that protect renewable energy, science, and public 
health, or includes ideological riders?” 

- 10 mins: Questions/Open discussion  
- 5 mins: Wrap up – repeat request, thank you, exchange contact info 
- 1-2 days later: Follow up e-mail/card/letter 

 

Before the meeting  

- Identify your key message with 1-2 sentences that clearly identify what you want the Senator to 
do and why. If the Senator only remembers one thing from the meeting it should be this 
message. 

- Select the roles/speaking parts for each of the meeting participants. 
 

During the meeting  

- Thank the staff for their time and express appreciation for something positive the Senator has 
done recently. (This can be especially effective if it’s an issue that would be at risk if we impede 
the regulatory process.) 

- Introduce yourself as a constituent, explaining your scientific expertise, and noting any 
professional/personal connections you have to the Senator or staff member.  

- Stress how the issue will affect your state and, if possible, tell a concise personal story that 
highlights your experience with the issue and why you care about it. 

- If you don’t know the answer to a question, be honest and say you don’t know and make sure to 
say that you’ll get the answer for them following the meeting. 

- Wrap the meeting by reiterating your specific request for the senator, thanking them for their 
time, and asking if there is anything you can do to support the senator to do the action you are 
asking for.  
 

After the meeting 

- You can create a “leave behind”- no longer than 1 single-sided page - that restates the points 
you made during the meeting and provides information for the office to get back in contact with 
you.  

- A day or two after the meeting, send the office a thank you letter or e-mail that reiterates your 
key points and answers any outstanding questions. Always thank the legislator for his or her 
time, even if the meeting did not go well. 

 


