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McCulloch v. Maryland (1819)
In 1816, the Second Bank was chartered by U.S congress. In 1818, a legislation was passed by the State of Maryland demanding the bank to pay tax. However, Baltimore bank’s branch cashier, McCulloch, declined the tax payment. According to the State appeals court, the Second Bank was considered unconstitutional reason being the law had not provided a documented pledge allowing the federal government to give banks a charter. The key issues were if it was lawful that the U.S congress would create a bank. Secondly, if the Maryland law interfered with congress’s power unconstitutionally. The court concluded that McCulloch actions were right according to the constitution proving that Maryland wasn’t expected to tax the national bank (Schwartz, 2020).  
South Dakota v. Dole (1987)
According to the law enacted by the Congress in 1984, Transport secretary was ordered to hold back 5% of the federal highway funds from all States that failed to approve the minimum drinking age to be 21 years of age (Baker, 2007).  South Dakota confronted that act by permitting people with age of 19 to buy alcohol. The issues were, would the congress have overdone it’s spending powers? Did the congress go against the Twenty-First Amendment through the legislation condition that was awarding the state highway funds and ensure each state adopts an even minimum age of taking alcohol? However, there was no holding for this case.
Why did Trump’s attempt to withhold federal funds from “sanctuary cities” that refused to assist with illegal immigration violate federalism and executive branch power?
It violated federalism because there is a Supreme Court precedent that forbids federal government from commandeering state and local officials by compelling them to enforce federal law and doing so violates the 10th Amendment. 
It violated executive branch because it such a thing should be approved by the congress and thus is a threat to separation of powers. It would give more power to the executive (president) hence undermining the doctrine of separation of powers. 
How has dual federalism been harming or helpful to public health during the pandemic?
Since COVID-19 was first reported in the U.S in March, over 18 million cases have been reported. The efforts to manage the pandemic has been a challenge since the U.S government is a federalist system. Governing powers are divided between state and federal governments. The matters of public health falls within the states’ authority. This means that there are inconsistent pandemic-related policies. For the pandemic to be considered a national disaster, becomes a challenge since each state needed to record 10% of infections.
How would cooperative federalism be more helpful or harmful?
Cooperative federalism could be helpful since the states could have worked together to deal with the pandemic. The 10% percent in each state is a large population for the US. Government to declare it a national pandemic. Once the state cooperates, the rising numbers of infections can be handled in unison making sure the states less infections will not have an increased number any time soon.   
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