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PATRIOT

The government for a very long time have been systematically abusing the land rights, gun rights, freedom of speech as well as other liberties. Our intent as a group is to work together and defend ourselves if a need arises. The law enforcers have called us names; militias, extremists, antigovernment and even domestic terrorists. The constitution does not say that one cannot stand and defend themselves; for a while we’ve allowed the government to step over the line and rule us and that was never the intent. (Samuel, 2016). It is important to note that free speech does not convert one to be terrorist just for the reason that one has a disagreement with the government. The federals have been accusing us of abuse of grazing rights and refusal to pay grazing fees for the past three decades. last month, the officials sent federal armed agents who came pointing guns at us and threating to kill us over cattle. With this, the government is out of control. These predicaments are as a result of our age group, as well as my parents’ age group did nothing. We are now used to this kind of undemanding lives where the whole lot is easy. We have forgotten what freedom and liberty really means (Primoratz, 2016).

Moderate to a Patriot

Human nature, being what it is, if they propose to conduct their activities well, they out to be willing to break their promises, to mislead, dissimulate as well as use of violence, sometimes in punishing ways and on large scale when social circumstances require such actions. The supreme interest of an individual supersedes any moral contemplation with which one may come into struggle. Patriotism in comparison to moderate is not to be contrasted with morality; it is rather an essential moral feature, indeed the foundation of morality. On several occasion patriotism may necessitate me to support and work for the realization of some enterprise as central to its overall venture when the realization of some innovativeness would not in the interest of mankind. Moderates are too perilous since they function within the boundaries of morality. This amounts to partial positions which are risky for decision making (Hoyt and Siomn, 2016). 

MODERATE

I would describe myself as a hard-core liberal. I am not also willing to admit who the terrorists are and I am in great gear in assisting to kill Christmas. This group by the name No Names is made up of Democrats, Independents, Republicans who whose dedication is in challenging the philosophy of hyper-partisanship that is misrepresenting our discussions and stopping the community from unravelling the serious challenges that we are facing as a society. We have been discredited by people whom have said that independent or center voters so not exist. We have been called wolves in sheep’s clothes. Some politicians especially the hard-core, are against everything we stand for. They are against us getting along. They do want Republicans to speak to the Democrats. They only view the win for the Republicans and a loss for the Democrats. We are having faith on the president succeeding. Whether Democrat or a Republican, for the reason that the community is more important than opinions of a political affiliation.  There is a desire to divide and repudiate the rightfulness of anyone who doesn’t follow to a hyper-partisan opinion in politics (Alexiadou, 2015).  

Cons of a patriot and a loyalist

Patriots are known to be radical individuals who are obsessed with the problems of other people. These are individuals who are self-centered, selfish, judgmental and do not respect the opinions of the sitting authority. They are known to go against the regime and only believe that their opinions are the only ones that are valid. They are known not accommodate opinions of others which puts the minority at risk of being domineered. Patriotism bleeds extremism which by the end of the day leads to anarchy (Kaplan,1990). Moderates are fence sitters and not seem to have an opinion of their own. They are the most dangerous people since most of the time they always seem to incline to winning sides. These are non-principled individuals which is even against the morals of Christianity where one is required to be either hot or cold. There is no room for middle ground. This is the group which is known for betraying the rest of the individuals (Hoyt and Siomn, 2016). 

LOYALIST

As a loyalist, I focus on having some level of security, to feel supported by other people, to have assurance and guarantee, to test the assertiveness of the rest towards me as well as fighting against apprehension and insecurity.  I prefer being loyal to my friends as their beliefs. I would rather go down with the ship and still stick to a friendship (Kaplan,1990).  I am loyal to ideas, structures as well as principles even to the conviction that all philosophies or powers that be out to be questioned or even dared. I believe in fighting for myself and I will always defend my community and family more tenaciously than I would defend myself. I have known myself to worry and think a lot. I also fear to make important decisions even though I resist from anyone else making a decision for me. I believe in affirming, trusting of self and others, independent yet symbiotically independent and cooperative as an equal belief in self leads to true courage, governance, positive thinking as well as rich self-expression (Samuel, 2016).  

Moderate to Loyalist

Majority if not all of the moderates can be considered as fence sitters who in most cases make up the largest group. It is imperative for people to act with integrity, honesty with a sense of fairness, justice and respect for the dignity of the individuals, groups and communities. One should take responsibility of their own actions and the consequences that does accompany them. Moderates should form a group identity which should be based our he idea of fealty or the status quo. In this way, they’re have a voice in which they can be heard and will actively involve themselves in changing their circumstances. This way they’re will respect the authority at hand and will be their civic and moral duty to respond to the needs of the leadership (Hoyt and Siomn, 2016). 
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