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Terrorism prevention and preparedness entail devising a framework for developing adequate supplementary emergency actions plans for addressing the consequences of terrorist acts. Such frameworks should be consistent and foster efficient integration of relevant authorities to counter the terrorist activities (Clovis, 2006).  Thus, it is evident that the outcomes of terrorism activities are severe and costly for local governments; however, it is also certain that if the local governments engage in determining their risk and acting accordingly they will cause a stall to other programs due to budget reallocations. Since, terrorism activities threaten the lives of people, as well as cause a budgetary strain to other programs to fund terrorism countermeasures, an alternate feasible counter-terrorism strategy is necessary. Thus, in this perspective, local government should be expected to prescribe to a minimum level of preparedness regardless of the effect it has on other local programs that may suffer because of budget allocations.
First and foremost by prescribing to a minimum level of preparedness entails employing preventive strategies that aim at reducing the threat from terrorism especially by preventing individuals from engaging in terrorist activities or backing terrorism. In this case, the allocated resources should be proportionate according to the severity of the projected threats (Powell, 2007). By employing prevent strategy, local governments can achieve specific strategic objectives such as responding in advance to the conceptual provocation of terrorism and the risk from its promoters, preventing people from enrolling into terrorism by subjecting them to appropriate advice and support and addressing the risk of radicalization by working with relevant sectors and institutions.
 Subsequently, prescribing to a minimum level of preparedness is significant in countering terrorism while striking a balance of budgetary allocations. In the wider perspective, the success of countering terrorism cannot be achieved by the involvement of the local governments alone. Countering terrorism requires the cooperation and coordination of activities of partners (Frey & Luechinger, 2003). In this case, the local government will spend minimal resources as other entities such as NGO's, Red Cross among others will chip in and provide assistance by the tailoring the direction and control process to merge the available resources into an effective and feasible response. As such the local governments will not alt other programs budgetary allocations in the expense of determining and acting accordingly on terrorism vulnerabilities.
 Finally, in order to ensure maximum safeguarding of people while prescribing to a minimum level of preparedness, regardless of the shortage of resources, the local government is required to seek a full wrap-around support to address recognized susceptibilities or risks. The engagement of appropriate entities and stakeholders will be significant in safeguarding people as this will ensure that the vulnerable individuals have access to support amenities and services such as education, health and some to specialist guidance to intensify doctrinal intellectual capacity of consequences related to violent ideologies.
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