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Introduction
In the U.S, the federal system gives a shared power between the state and national governments. There has been a lot of research and written documents regarding the vices and punitive virtues of both the unitary and federal systems. This paper outlines the debates on competition among subnational governments by the advocates of federalism, as well as the government size, accountability, cultural identity, and efficient administration. Many might favor federalism over the unitary form of government but the federalism system has its disadvantages. For this matter, through the analysis of the above-mentioned debate rationales, this paper will give the pros and cons of the U.S federal system. The most dominant political trend of this time is decentralization. 
Accountability
The influence of the federal government went up after the Civil War on its operations as well as the relative size compared to the state governments (Feeley & Kesari, 2017). The reason behind this form of federal system was to provide social services, secure civil rights, and regulate the industries and business that traversed state borders. Federalism entails the division of power among the several national entities (Feeley & Kesari, 2017). For this matter, in the United States national government, state government, and local government are able to make and pass laws (Morone & Kersh, 2016). The unitary government system is the alternative of the federalism. In this form of government, the central government is given all the power by the constitution and it is allowed to delegate power to its constituent units if necessary (Feeley & Kesari, 2017). For this matter, in case of a failed policy, the central government is forced to take accountability. This is not the case with the U.S federal system where no one- state, national and local governments, wants to take responsibility for their actions. This is one of the evident challenges encountered by federal government systems. Federalism is composed of many forms of governments that make laws and policies from local to national level. For this matter, every entity is prone to blame game which in return forms some sort of a gridlock between involved entities (McKay, 2017). There is a chance for underdevelopment in matters regarding cross-state policies because different agencies feel like they are in a position (ethical) to make decisions on some matters than others. 
However, debates on the advantages of federalism also touch on the advantages it has on accountability. According to Morone and Kersh (2016), the accountability of the local level governments is enhanced via federalism. Decentralization of decision making is beneficial to the local government in that politicians are more obliged to local people. Arguably, the local agencies tend to be more democratic, flexible, and responsive to the needs of their citizens (Morone & Kersh, 2016). Additionally, federalism gives some certain power to the people under local entities and this allows them to be involved in affairs that affect them. Still, with this kind of argument, it does not necessarily mean that local accountability can guarantee accountability. For instance, local citizens tend to accord subnational and national agencies the responsibility for certain policies without the understanding that these policies can have a great impact on the overall nation (Garcia-Milà, McGuire, & Oates, 2018). 
Administration Efficiency
Administration and governing of resources are a factor of importance when it comes to federalism. Regional governments in the U.S might be forced to pay special attention to specific regions than others. These forms of governments tend to incorporate similar and miniature groups which attract a close-knit authority structure for management purposes. According to Garcia-Mila, McGuire, and Oates (2018), the size of a region will have an influence on the number of civic or business chamber association, number of political parties, number of media outlets. For this matter, the smaller the region, the more problematic it is to withstand more than one agency. On the other hand, the administration is efficient in bigger regions or constituencies because of the heterogeneity. Again, heterogeneity brings about political competition, greater publicity, and more transparency.  
Additionally, the intrusiveness and growth of a government are dependent on the size of the government (Feeley & Kesari, 2017). Local governments are given the political authority by the constitution and in so doing, the civil and market society have no regulatory burdens as opposed to the unitary systems. The people who are against unitary systems claim that the small divisions of political power in a federal system offer good governance (Morone & Kersh, 2016). Moreover, the federal system lessens bureaucracy which aids in administration as compared to other forms of government. Regardless of the fact that there are ranked levels of regulations and policy making, federalism offers services to diverse communities. Local governments are able to understand and respond to issues facing their diverse citizens which would be otherwise difficult for the national-level government. The safety and security of citizens are better met when regional and local officials are allowed to use their power to meet population needs (Morone & Kersh, 2016). 
Cultural Identity
In the making of policies in a federal government, the local governments are allowed to make laws and policies that relate to their cultural identities (Feeley & Kesari, 2017). By doing this, the local governments preserve the diverse culture of the people in the community. In other words, the local citizens feel close to their culture through the policies that they make. Local patriotism is the first level that people feel before they are able to have national pride. Additionally, the laws made in one geographic region might not be applicable in other regions which makes them unique (Garcia-Milà, McGuire, & Oates, 2018). 
Similarly, through federalism, minority cultures are not suppressed since they are free from the overall rule of the national-level government (Morone & Kersh, 2016). Through the division of political power, minor cultural enterprises are accorded help that enables them to gain economic parity with other cultures. However, this has its shortcomings in a situation where people migrate from one state to another. According to McKay (2017), there is always competitions between subnational governments due to the differences in economic developments. For this matter, constituents of one state may be forced to move from one region to another which might not have laws supporting their culture (Garcia-Milà, McGuire, & Oates, 2018). This is a hindrance of development which is brought about by federalism. 
Conclusion
[bookmark: _GoBack]The federal system used by the United States has its pros and cons. The concept of federalism shows that every agency or entity in the country is given the freedom to make laws and regulations that aid them in a better placed economic position. In federalism, there are many entities that are responsible for policy making and in case of any failure or governmental turmoil, citizens may be confused about who is to blame. There will always be advantages of federalism but at the cost of accountability and uniformity in economic developments. Due to federalization, some states remain to be rich and others poor which adds to the disadvantages of decentralizing policymaking. 
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