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Sam Houston Assignment
Historically numerous political philosophers have closely associated the exercise of politics with the nature of courage. Sam Houston was the first president of the Republic of Texas and the first governor of Texas. In 1861, Sam opposed the Texas Secession, which demonstrated his courage.  Houston also refused to sign a loyalty oath to the alliance (Shawgo, 2018). His rejection to take a vow of loyalty to the union contributed to his removal as governor in March 1861 (Shawgo, 2018). Sam Houston, unlike the previous leader’s portrayed courage. Houston’s courage actions lasted during his terms as a governor and president. Houston's courage is separated into two distinct periods: his term as a governor and senator. During his terms. He was criticized and faced pressures that Kennedy outlined in the profiles in courage (Müller, 2019). Due to his effort, he fit the standards of political courage. The paper aims to evaluate the importance of political courage for a leader and why it is rare.
Political courage enables leaders to stand for the public good despite the pressure of the interest of groups, their political parties, and their constituents. Houston conducted several campaigns where he succeeded in becoming the governor of Texas. He had different opinions on the legislature, and he had no party. At the beginning of his term as a Governor, there was the rise of secession from the union. He again acted against the proposal, he failed to stop the public's proposal to voted, but the Texas government voted to separate from the union. Houston got his place in "profiles in courage" by his denial to support the Kansas-Nebraska Act of 1854 (Müller, 2019). The bill would have allowed the residents to decide on the oppression issues by themselves. He felt the Act would lead to division of the union.
Today, political courage is rare because many elected officials fear personal consequences, criticism, and party pressures. Politicians voting as the party demands, instead of their conscience dictates, has become the norm. The book "profiles in courage by John Kennedy explains that democracy puts faith in people who elect others to not only represent their views but also have them practice their conscientious judgment (Mihai, 2020). Political courage is rare due to safety and security issues. When the safety and security of a nation are at stake, the courage of leaders is also affected. In a political climate, many politician withdrawals from the party and are often silent instead of addressing the challenges affecting the alliance. Preserving democratic principles requires a willingness to defend those complaints and make sacrifices on behalf of the public.
In conclusion, political leaders need to have courage because it enables them to stand for the public good despite the pressure from the interest of groups, their political parties, and their constituents. Political courage is rare because leaders face personal consequences, criticism, and party pressure. There are increased safety and security issues that affect leaders. Political leaders should be allowed to express views about political administration and to be protected against party pressures by their respective parties.










References 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Shawgo, J. S. (2018). The Loss of Texas Unionism: A Comparative Study of the Leadership of Sam Houston and James Webb Throckmorton During the Secession Crisis of 1860-1861 (Doctoral dissertation). 
Mihai, M. (2020). The Hero’s Silences: Vulnerability, Complicity, Ambivalence. Critical Review of International Social and Political Philosophy, 1-22. 
Müller, J. (2019, September). Courage as a Cardinal Virtue–a Philosophical Profile. In Chivalrous Combatants? (pp. 69-94). Nomos Verlagsgesellschaft mbH & Co. KG. 




