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Thought Questions 
1. What do you think of the reasons Chirac offered for this new law? How well do they justify the law?  What reasons, moral or otherwise, might be brought against such a law?  What do you see to be at stake here?  
[bookmark: _GoBack]	Chirac’s reasons for entering the new in French public schools appear to be step to creating uniformity in the nation but do violate the right of religious people. Religion is a culture that requires people to behave in a particular manner, indulge in various practices and follow a particular code of living. Therefore, the reasons given by Chirac do not outweigh the rationale behind religious practices hence violate Muslims and people from other religions significantly. From a sociological perspective, it could be argued that the law tries to alienate people from their culture and cultural practices denying them the right to show and revel in their identity. From a personal perspective, the main objective of Chirac government is to promote secularism to the nation. 
2. Someone may wear a religious symbol because she believes that God has commanded her to or because she thinks that this is a way she can please God. Should such a person’s submission to God override her obedience to the state? Why or why not?
	Notably, most religions often advocate for obedience to the state commands and state laws. However, state commands should not override an individual’s submission to God. From a religious perspective, most of the religious practices have been existence for years and are often regarded as vital for different religions. Illustratively, headscarves by Islamic women have a particular meaning and role it plays and is of great significance to the Islamic religion. Therefore, Muslims could protest against such a law that demands the removal of headscarves since it shows that the state does not respect the culture of its people. Additionally, since God is considered to be powerful than the state, then there would be no reason to override submission to God due to states command. Overriding such submission will only lead to less satisfaction in the manner one is serving God and the fading of vital religious practices. 
3.   Do you think that this law was likely to help promote national unity as Chirae seemed to think it would? Why or why not?
	It is more likely that the controversial law in France could enhance national unity in the nation. It should be noted that the law eradicates inequality based on cultural orientation. The absence of headscarves and other religious symbols hinders students from being perceived from a particular cultural perspective. Instead, everyone will be considered to be a citizen of France rather than a Muslim, Christian or Jew. Therefore, the law discourages identities based on cultures promoting a single identity among all students that is as French citizens. This may decreases biases or discrimination against each other based cultural practices hence creating a more united nation whose people have a similar identity irrespective of their cultural orientation. 
4.    How would you react if a similar law were proposed in the United States?
	American is among the most diverse countries or nations in the world with people from different parts or the world, religions and cultures. Therefore, such a law would go against the tenets of the American nation. As a result, such a law would be faced with rejection since it denies people the right to exercise their religious freely and revel in their cultural identities. As a result, this kind of law would face opposition and could result in demonstrations and campaigns against the law. The American nation was founded and is characterized by diversity which makes it unique and a great country with variety of cultures and religions. Therefore, by trying to promote national unity rather than diversity, such a law would go against the tenets America was established on by the forefathers.  
5.    Philosopher Dianne Gereluk argues that permitting students to wear symbolic clothing provides them values of others. What the French law?" Dianne Geretuk argues that permitting students to 8 provides them the opportunity to reflect on their own values and the others. What do you think of this, and what bearing does this have on the French law?”
	It is true that permitting students to wear symbolic clothes enables them reflect on their own personal and cultural values as well as those of other people. By doing this, students understand how to respect values and traditions of other people since such freedom creates room for diversity. Therefore, by prohibiting students to wear symbolic clothing, the French law denies the students and French people a chance to diversity. It will hinder the French students from understanding other cultures which makes it hard to become competitive in the modern world which is getting significantly diverse.  Therefore, the French law discourages diversity among its students and people. 

