Question 1
Using your readings by King, Jr. and Thoreau as a jump off point, please think about what a “citizen” is.  First,define what makes YOU a "good citizen."  How would you define a "good citizen" of the United States?  How does Thoreau define a good citizen?  Would Martin Luther King, Jr. agree with your definition, or with Thoreau’s definition?  Please explain why.  (500 words minimum)
Your Answer:

A citizen is a member of a nation/society. To be a good citizen requires action, self-education, and at times non-compliance. A good citizen does more than vote because as said by Thoreau, “even voting for the right is doing nothing for it.” It is one thing to hold an opinion, it is another to voice it occasionally, and still another to petition and protest, and maybe even disobey a law to see that our point is understood and heard. 
We live in a time when much of what happens in our legislative system isn’t made public on major media networks. We have to search for information concerning what was voted upon, how our representatives voted, and how it could possible affect our daily lives. 
Thoreau accepted the motto, “A government is best which governs least.” I do also. As a people, as long as it has not been schooled out of us, we are more than just bodies to be acted upon. We have minds and wills and as long as those minds and wills are not interfering with the God-given rights of others, we should be free to think and act. 
I don’t think that we are required to disobey every minor injustice or infraction of freedom in order to be a good citizen, but, as stated by Thoreau, “if it is of such a nature that it requires you to be the agent of injustice to another, then, I say, break the law.” I will admit that I am often guilty of saying, like the white moderates referenced by King, “Wait for a more convenient season.” I may be one like Thoreau references who “dread[s]the consequences to their property and families of disobedience to it.” Maybe I am not a good citizen. I would hope that if injustices like those taking place in Hitler’s Germany were taking place here that I would have the courage to say something, to do something. But fear is strong and the desire/need to protect my family is even stronger. Still I want to believe I would.
 
[bookmark: question_6119474]Question 2
Explain your personal philosophy regarding your individual rights, freedoms, morality, values and responsibilities, especially to the LAWS, your COMMUNITY, and your COUNTRY.  What responsibilities come with being free? Who decides what these responsibilities are? Do these responsibilities require enforcement? If so, by whom? (500 words minimum)
Your Answer:

When I was growing up, my parents taught me that there are two rules to follow that should trump any other in terms of laws in our communities and the way we engage other people. The first was “do what you say you are going to do,” and the other was “don’t infringe on others or their property.”  However, if I am not breaking either of those rules, I should be able to act as I see fit. 
I think that morality is what really prevents people from doing wrong and you can’t legislate morality.  Making something “illegal” is a last-shot effort at trying to enforce a moral rule, but if the morals don’t exist, the law will not do much good. For example, I have made the personal decision not to smoke weed. If it were made legal tomorrow, I wouldn’t start because it is not the legality that is preventing me from smoking it now. Often in our societies we give up small rights to maintain a sense of order. For example, I think that as I work, I should get to keep what I earn. However, I like to drive on roads, so I would be willing to pay a tax of some kind so that the government can maintain them.
 
[bookmark: question_6119475]Question 3
What should be done with people – preachers, iconoclasts, educators, or anyone else – who seemingly undermine the values of the society where they live such as Thoreau was doing in New England, or Martin Luther King, Jr. in the South? What seems to be the proper relation between the individual and the community, and between the local community and society in the broader sense? Consider Kay Anderson’s attempt to stop Michael Moore from speaking at UVU a couple of years ago because “this man does not represent the values of this community.”  
Your Answer:

What should be done with them? Nothing should be done with them. The government should not act to stop these people from exercising free speech or living the lifestyle they choose so long as they are not impeding other’s rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness (otherwise stated: property).  
Nations that answer this type of question with any response by force are obviously not “free” countries. Even in this country our government has taken action to impede the right of its citizens by creating so-called “free speech zones”.  
We should be considering the points of view of people who have problems with our government or communities, if for no other reason than to make sure we are in the right—that we can have ALL the information and still believe like we do. If we never explored other people’s opinions and values, and only considered those of our own community, how can we understand what we really believe.
I think often about Cindy Sheehan. During all of that controversy, I was a young Marine and I remember voicing the opinion that she was minimizing the sacrifice her son made for our country by making it her political agenda. In subsequent years, my opinions have changed. Why? Maybe because I became a father. Maybe because I was deployed to Iraq myself. Maybe because I was introduced to a viewpoint that I had not considered before. Now to a small degree, I understand her, and hurt for her.  How could I have done that if I had never examined my own opinions against that of others?

