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Why Congress Should Support and Sustain  

Current Funding and Personnel Levels for FDA 
 

Background on the Value of FDA – Spring 2017 
 

Incredibly important Mission: FDA is responsible for overseeing goods and services that represent 20% of 

consumer spending in the U.S.  FDA’s mission (safe foods, safe and effective medical products) is a core function 

of government that benefits every American every day. While there are many valuable federal programs, very 

few, if any, can make this statement.  State and local agencies do not (indeed, cannot) do what FDA does; nor can 

private organizations or individual consumers duplicate what the agency does. FDA uses a relatively small budget 

and staffing level to stimulate innovation and provide maximum public and individual benefit.  

 
Favorable Cost-Benefit: FDA actions produce a favorable cost-benefit, and help to make America more 

prosperous. FDA-regulated industries have remained world leaders in discovery and innovation in large part 

because of the stability and oversight provided by FDA. Industry, patients and consumer are united in supporting 

the agenda.  No other federal regulatory agency enjoys the breadth of support that the FDA does. Part of this is the 

public health function: food and medical products that aren’t safe result in death, disability and severe economic 

losses.  Without a level playing field and industry-wide standards and enforcement, incentives for discovery and 

innovation disappear.  With FDA carrying out its core functions, the medical products and food industries 

overseen by the agency have become world leaders, job creators and contributors to a positive balance of trade.  

 
Well-Trained FDA Staff is Indispensable:  The products overseen by FDA cannot be evaluated without 

specialized scientific and technical knowledge. One of the most important reasons for FDA to exist is that the 

public does not have the needed training or tools to assess whether cantaloupe is contaminated with listeria or a 

statin is reducing cholesterol. Unlike most federal public health agencies, which have grantmaking as a core 

function, FDA’s budget is almost entirely devoted to staff costs.  To fulfill its expanding mission and keep up 

with evolving science and technology, both the agency’s budget and staff levels must be supported. The essential 

services provided by FDA require science-based decisionmaking derived from specialized expertise and a well-

trained, up-to-date staff. More than 80% of FDA’s budget supports employee costs, so the budget can’t be cut 

without compromising the staff needed to do the agency’s job. 

 

Concern about Direction of President’s Budget Proposal for FY18 

 

Currently, FDA’s funding is $2.7 billion in BA appropriations (food safety and medical products) plus about 

$1.35 billion in medical products user fees (excluding tobacco user fees). A new set of user fee agreements 

covering FY 18-22 have been negotiated over the last two years and Congress is in process of adopting those 

agreements.  The President’s initial budget proposal for FY 18 takes a different approach by adding $1 billion in 

new medical product user fees and, presumably, offsetting that with a comparable cut in the agency’s budget 

authority (BA) appropriation. While we appreciate that the Administration is not proposing to cut the FDA, it is 

important that the agency maintain, and even slightly grow, its current appropriations.  The agency provides 

primarily a public benefit – and it is important there be a significant public commitment to the agency in the form 

of appropriations. 

 

Further, this “new user fee for BA swap” could have devastating consequences for the FDA. Given the way that 

the appropriations committees “score” the President’s proposals, a request for a billion dollars less in BA funding 

will be treated as a 37% cut in the agency. Faced with this threat, we urge appropriators and authorizers to speak 

out about the need to provide FDA with additional BA funding to offset the Administration’s proposal.    
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