The Effects 64% Giecharge permiting L
of Regulations DAY, Sty e '

regulations

on the U.S. 5o, Feh |

Manpower ------------

Direct costs -~~~

° ] _*i health (testing, etc.)
Salmonid Industry e |
4% Food -------- Farm-level
safety changes --------

Permits /
licenses -----

Michigan Findings

Statewide results

Considered the most
problematic regulation
by the farmers

o $ 91,094

LOST REVENUE PER YEAR: - $ 990,000

Thwarted
expansion
attempts ional

P awgona Ove’og

REGULATORY COSTS PER YEAR: (St'(c)?;e)wide $ 5521@86

O
\{(\ @O . .
s o £y Regulations substantially
1 9 /O increased on-farm costs
Re?”";‘tt”tyl Average N and constrained the
COSts o1 tota | . T
e o, A ‘ industry’s ability to meet
| %o S market demand.
ational e, /VQ[/'On al ave®
N \\) OQ@
& N
$0.90 § N
' S 31% 7
Average regulatory 0
costs per pqu nd l(\’,) Lost revenue due For .mor.e.infor'mation check the
of production \Sé\ to regulatory S?Z%qg)ﬁjc 3&335? Engle et al.
) b quacult. Soc.

2 costs
WESTERN REGIONAL Ney oS AAEC-197NP | VSG-19-10
AQUACULTURE CENTER O/‘/On0| o\le(

Design by Scite® — Science Crunchers

W Virg"“a . Virginia Cooperative Exiension programs and employment are open fo all, regardless of age, color, disability, gender, gender identity, gender expression, national origin, political affiliation, race, religion, sexual orientation, genefic information,

Coopel.'atlve Sea m“t veferan sfatus, or any ofher basis profected by law. An equal opportunity/affirmative action employer. Issued in furtherance of Cooperative Extension work, Virginia Polytechnic Insfiture and State University, Virginia State University, and the U.S

VIRGINIA TECH Extension Department of Agriculture cooperating. Edwin J. Jones, Director, Virginia Cooperative Extension, Virginia Tech, Blacksburg; M. Ray McKinnie, Administrator, 1890 Extension Program, Virginia State University, Petersburg
h - Virginia Sta sity

Virginia

Virginia Tech



