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Question One 
I think Holmes approach to the issue of funding the no-fly list is bizarre and should be turned on its head. The estimates may be attractive theoretically but on the ground, one realizes that in his approach, Holmes uses interviews on government officials who may be biased in giving out information and therefore the validity of their data can be skewed to serve their interests. Also, the government documents its expenditures at all stages and all departments. It is, therefore, expected that this documentation could have helped Holmes to come up with better estimates on no-fly list expenses for the government rather than giving general observations from interviews. Also, the views of Holmes (2009) that between $300-966 are a broad one and therefore are not exact for stakeholders in the DHS to determine the expenses for the no-fly list. 
What also brings inaccuracies in the figures that Holmes presents is that most of the security funding is classified. Therefore, it beats any logic to claim that the statistics are accurate since the expenditures on the no-fly list are only preserved for the government and within the Department of Homeland Security (DHS). In also coming up with the benefits that are accrued from the funding of the no-fly list, it is difficult to evaluate the benefits that are accrued socially making it difficult to substantiate the figures offered by Holmes to be accurate. 
Question Two 
Going by the results offered by Holmes (2009), the benefits got from maintaining a no-fly list by the government outweighs the costs. It is very clear that when a country maintains a no-fly list, it is very hard for the listed criminal to infiltrate a country and mete either social, economic, or any other crimes that put a country in a precarious situation. For instance, the cost of ensuring that one member of the no-fly list does not make it to American planes, the plane, the passengers, and the luggage that could be in the plane are all safeguarded against possible bombing. The psychological impacts of maintaining a no-fly list as well give stability to the passengers and even terrorists who may want to plot terror events fear potential reprisals. 
The article by Holmes notes that no employer of the No-fly list operates on the lower ends of salary, $50000 per year (Holmes, 2009). But he also indicates that the employees also perform several other security functions other than the specific roles of maintaining and operations of the no-fly list. Therefore, the employees also perform other security functions which then justify the salaries that they get. Accordingly, the burden falls on the taxpayers even though it is noted to be on a slight note. It has to be recorded. However, that airport or rail stations can be adversely affected by terrorist activities which will stall their operations and developments. The airports, for instance, create enormous resources for the government. Therefore, relative to the costs of maintaining detention rooms for the no-fly lists and officers for the work, the benefit cannot be overemphasized. 
Question Three 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Several criteria should be used prioritize budgets for protecting different transport modes. One of the requirements cited is the risk that a transport mode is exposed to. For instance, air transport is always at high risk and the effects in case of occurrence of the risks are fatal. Therefore, it should be given priority ahead of other transport modes. Another criterion is the value of properties that are exposed to risks that may be caused by not maintaining no-fly lists. Therefore, air transport is always given priority in budgeting for no-fly lists then followed by other water and rail and roads follow. Besides, rail and road are not overexposed to external terrorists as much as water and air transport are. 
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