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Q. "Cooperative Federalism and the Homeland Security Grant Program" section in your textbook. Does this process seem fair to you? How do you think elected officials at all levels of government would react if the grants were distributed based on risk alone
According to the cooperative, the term federalism refers to the marble cake in which federalism theory which was initially suggested by Morton Grodzins- a political scientist. Morton believes all the levels of government that is; local, state and federal ought to carry out together all the government functions. This is fair since it is possible to find out that all the facets of a policy are handled by different levels of government which results in duplication of tasks and wastage of resources.
For example, FEMA (Federal Emergency Management Agency) takes responsibility for coordinating together with state emergency preparedness and the assistance of the first responders who are available locally such as rescue squads, police, and firefighters. According to Morton, the government officials should still work together with FEMA in emergency situations.
I believe that if the grants were distributed based on risk alone to the elected officials at all levels of government, they would not like since, in case of low risk, these officials would not get anything. For a place to have high risk and qualify to be given a grant, it had to hold negative publicity. I also understand that politicians would not like it if they were not provided with a grant due to low risk. In response, they can create a scenario that would increase the risk and the possibility of being granted a grant. Besides, Morton takes cooperative federalism to be democratic and to ensure that all societal interests are taken care; all the levels of government should work as one to meet these needs.

Should Congress continue to use highway grant money as an incentive for states to keep the drinking age at 21? Explain.
The alcohol law in the United States concerning the minimum age of purchasing alcohol has changed over time. The law changes with the minimum drinking age. There have been increased volatility in the United States as a result of drinking ages since the repeal of prohibition of 1933. From 1976, several states raised the minimum purchasing age from 18 to 19, others to 20 and 21. This was meant to reduce the driving fatalities on the roads that are caused by alcohol. In 1984, Congress passed the national minimum drinking age act which required several states to increase the minimum drinking age to 21 by 1986. Otherwise, the federal government will lose a 10% funds. 
I feel it wise for Should Congress continue to use highway grant money as an incentive for states to keep the drinking age at 21since it is aiming at reducing the fatal accidents that are caused by irresponsible drinking and driving. The use of highway grant money as an incentive for states to keep the drinking age at 21 will help to keep the elected government officials on toes in following the new Act. Usually, when there is fund allocated for something, the government officials get a way to have their share from public funds. There are very few government officials who would be willing to lose this money, therefore; they are likely to rule against the line of corruption. It is unfortunate that the Congress has to use the grant as a manipulation to save lives.
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