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Political Obligation
Why should I obey the law? Apart from the obvious prudential and self-interested reasons (to avoid punishment, loss of reputation, and so forth), is there a moral obligation to do what the law requires just because the law requires it? If the answer is yes and the mere illegality of an act renders its performance prima facie morally wrong, then I am under a political obligation. Political obligation thus refers to the moral duty of citizens to obey the laws of their state. In cases where an act or forbearance that is required by law is morally obligatory on independent grounds, political obligation simply gives the citizen an additional reason for acting accordingly. But law tends to extend beyond morality, forbidding otherwise morally innocent behavior and compelling acts and omissions that are discretionary from an independent moral point of view. In such cases, the sole source of one’s moral duty to comply with the law is his or her political obligation.
History of political obligation
Political obligation refers to a moral requirement to obey national laws. Its origins are unclear, however it traces to the Ancient Greeks. The idea of political obligation is philosophical, focusing on the morality of laws, rather than justice. Discussion of political obligation grew during the era of social contract theory, in which Thomas Hobbes and John Locke were crucial in explaining the idea and its importance. Political obligation is distinct from legal obligation.
The earliest understanding of political obligation can be traced back to the teachings of Socrates. One account recalls his imprisonment and death sentence for "corrupting the morals of the youth".Instead of escaping, he chose to stay and accept his punishment, as he found it morally wrong to evade his punishment. In Crito, Socrates describes the struggle man has with the rule of law and the connection it has with political obligation.
Types of obligations
Obligations refer to the expectations from citizens in a given society. It also means the legal or moral responsibility of a citizen.
Economic and financial obligation
This is the obligation that a citizen must perform in he area of payment of tax, the citizens taxes are used to provide social amenities and constructions of roads. The tax is the means by which government generate funds.
Civic and political obligations
This is the obligation that states that citizens must obey the law of the land. It is the duty of every citizen to obey the law and its constituted authority, and also to vote during election.
There are consequences when one refuses to abide by the political obligations of a country. This is often in form of monetary or legal punishments.
Characteristics Of Political Obligation
· Management of public affair
· Political legitimacy
· Resistance of authority
Management of public affairs
Its not easy to run any government, its difficult because any wrong move or incorrect policy would entail serious consequence. If right steps taken by government for people would bring good result for development of a nation. Thus, it becomes a duty of every person to take interest in management of public affairs. Political obligation is part of both government and public.
Political legitimacy
A study of the concept of political obligation necessarily leads to the inestigation of the related  theme of political legitimacy and effectiveness. The stability of democratic political system not only depends upon economic development, but also upon its legitimacy. Legitimacy includes the capacity to produce and maintain a belief that the existing political institutions or forms are the most appropriate for society and is said to rest on the general will.
Resistance to authority
The idea of political obligation not only tells people to obey authority, but also tells them to be critical about the way authority is exercised.the people should scrutinize the action of their ruers and resist an invasion on their liberties.

Theories of political obligation
Theories of political obligation fall into five general sorts: consent, gratitude, fair play, association, and natural duty.

Theory of Consent

The consent account is perhaps the easiest. Here, you have obligations because you consented to them. You agreed to obey the law and support the state by some statement or action you took. This could mean something as obvious as saying, “I agree to obey the laws and support the state.” But it needn’t be that explicit. You might have appeared in a crowd, with an agent of the state standing up front. The agent said, “Anyone who doesn’t consent, raise your hand.” By not raising your hand, you (perhaps) consented, thus creating political obligations.

This was Locke’s preferred method and it remains perhaps the most obvious. By explicitly binding ourselves to a political authority, we agree to abide by that authority’s rules. We consciously decide to undertake a moral obligation and then are, for some period, bound by it. (It seems clear that “consent” demands awareness of consenting. We can’t become bound via consent and not know it.)

But what counts as consent? As I said above, “explicit” consent clearly does. But few of us explicitly consented to be bound to our government. Instead, if consent happened at all, it occurred implicitly. The two most obvious ways this might happen are by living within a state’s claimed borders or by participating in its political process.

Merely living on land within the border claimed by a government may yet create obligations through one of the other four theories, but it’s difficult to argue that they come via consent.

Consent theory is a rich and complex branch of the philosophy of political obligation, one with far more nuances and sub-arguments than I can explore here. What it has going for it is that, unlike the other theories of political obligation, consent clearly works. Those who do consent to be bound are bound. The trouble with consent, however, is its stringent demands. We can explicitly consent to become bound to a state’s laws, but very few of us actually do–and what counts as tacit consent is narrow enough that it likely doesn’t pull in even a majority of citizens.
So consent succeeds as a theory of obligation in the sense that it can create obligations, but it fails as a general theory binding most of us to the actual governments that claim to have authority over us

Theory of Gratitude

The state is an institution by which all of us, through the pooling of our resources, help both ourselves and our fellow citizens. The state keeps us safe, provides us with roads and schools, healthcare, and so on. It stands to reason, then, that having received so much, we all should feel a debt of gratitude toward the state. A debt we must repay through obedience. That is the theory of gratitude.

Gratitude theory takes this idea that those who have given us something, who have sacrificed for us, are owed something in return–and uses it to justify political obligation. This gives gratitude at least one big advantage over theories like fairness. Fairness, in order to work, depends on us “accepting” benefits instead of merely “receiving” them. Gratitude doesn’t. No matter how we benefit from the state–and, in fact, regardless of whether we even want to benefit–gratitude theory applies. Therefore, the theory of gratitude simply means "repayment by obeying".

A.D.M. Walker summarizes his position like this:

The person who benefits from X has an obligation of gratitude not to act contrary to X’s interests.

Every citizen has received benefits from the state.

Every citizen has an obligation of gratitude not to act in ways that are contrary to the state’s interests.

Noncompliance with the law is contrary to the state’s interests.

Every citizen has an obligation to gratitude to comply with the law.

Theory of Fair play

Fair play implies that we’re politically obligated because we all benefit from the collective sacrifices of our fellow citizens and so it’s only fair we return the favor. According to H. L. A. Hart,

when a number of persons conduct any joint enterprise according to rules and thus restrict their liberty, those who have submitted to these restrictions when required have a right to a similar submission from those who have benefited by their submission.

Fair play thus differs from the gratitude account chiefly in who it says we owe obligations to. Gratitude has us owing obligations to the state because it was the state that gave us benefits. Fair play, on the other hand, has us owing obligations to our fellow citizens because of their sacrifices which gave rise to the benefits provided by the state.

If a bunch of friends take a road trip together, and everyone pays for gas, when it’s your turn to pay you probably have a moral obligation to do so. That is fair play.

Theory Of association

It’s easy to think of the association theory as the “We’re all Nigerians” version of obligation. If you live in Nigeria, you’re a Nigerian, meaning you’re part of this country called Nigeria, which is both the collection of all citizens and bigger than all of us. And being a Nigerian means respecting and obeying Nigeria’s institutions, including its laws.
This sets association apart from the other theories we’ve looked at. With fair play and gratitude, for instance, political obligations arise because of something we’ve done—whether accepting benefits or voluntarily participating in a cooperative scheme. With association, the obligations flow from who we are. Association theorists thus often draw parallels between country and family. As a father, I have obligations toward my daughter not because of some agreement we entered into or because I gained in some way from her. I have obligations to her because I am her father. Association simply applies this same sort of thinking to the state. Having political obligations is just part of what it means to be a member of the community. Given that our membership isn’t something most of us chose (we were instead born into it), our political obligations don’t flow from our choices, either. In all, the theory of association is simply based on the relationship between the state and its citizens. ‘Relationship’ in the sense that, since they are citizens of that state, they have a moral obligation to the state.
Theory of natural duty

According to natural duty theories, our political obligations are grounded in a moral duty owed by each of us to everyone else, regardless of their transactional history. There are a number of proposals made on which of the natural duties grounds our duty to obey the laws. Some say that it is the Samaritan duty of easy rescue: if you can make a relatively small effort to help others in very significant ways, you ought to. Others argue there is a duty of justice: you ought to give everyone his or her due. Others believe that our natural duty flows from an obligation to respect each other as people with dignity, the ability to reason and make free choices. What natural duty theorists can all agree on is that wherever this natural duty comes from, you can only discharge it by submitting yourself to the authority of the law.

These natural duty theories are criticized because they could lead us to a rather odd result if we followed them to their conclusion. A duty to help those in need, to promote justice or rights might give people reason to obey the laws of their own state. But it gives a similarly strong reason to support other states too. And if, for example, justice would be better served by obeying the demands of a foreign state instead of submitting ourselves to the laws of our own country, then this is what a natural duty theory would require us to do. Or it may very well require us that we disobey the laws of our country for the greater good.
                                             Grounds or Basis of political obligation/ reasons why citizens oblige to political obligations
Respect for might of state: 

Some citizens obey laws only because they have wholesome respect for the might of the sate, which they are aware of or forced to realize they cannot challenge successfully. 

Rationality and usefulness of laws:

People will readily obey laws, if they are found to be rational and useful. Law is only a means to an end and not an end in itself. People will gladly obey laws. If they prove themselves to be useful instrument of human welfare. 

Fear of punishment:

Some citizens consider that obedience is an unpleasant and painful duty. They obey laws because they wish to avoid punishment with its evil effects. Minority who violate the state laws, shall be punished by the state, when the claim of authority is acknowledged due to a fear of dislike of the consequences that could be imposed by the coercive power of the authority.
Fear of disorder and anarchy

Without the cooperation of citizens, the state cannot control the society due to its weakness. Then disorder and anarchy shall prevail in he society. The fear that if disorder and anarchy erupt, their lives and property might be in great danger makes citizens law-abiding. Human beings, who desire to have peace and order can never imagine living in a lawless society.
Religion: 
All religions preach the moral laws and moral conduct of the people. Religion increases the moral value of man as spirit. Ethical religion is made up of laws which bind men all over the world.  People believed the king was the representative of God. Religion preaches to obey the higher authority. The justification of the state’s authority was sought on moral grounds. The religious factor is also responsible for obedience.

                                             Differences between duties and obligations
What does obligation mean?  When examining the term obligation, it can be defined as something that an individual must perform due to an agreement, law, etc. in this sense, a person is compelled to complete a task or engage in any activity due to the existence of rules and regulations. For example, when a person says, ‘I was obliged to do it,’ this means that the individual had no choice,. We are obliged to engage in different activities, in various contexts. For example, as students of Afe Babalola University, during our matriculation ceremony, we took an oath to adhere to the school rules and regulations and also uphold the university’s principles. This can be identified as an obligation, because after taking the oath, we are required to adhere by it. It is not morality that drives us to obey, but the rules and regulations. This highlights that, as students, we are not motivated from within to obey the school rules, but compelled.
What does duty mean?  The term duty, on the other hand, highlights a sense of morality

Which makes an individual engage in n activity. It is a responsibility that comes to the individual that is not compelled by others. The individual has the choice of doing it or not. The existence of rules and regulations as in the case of an obligation , cannot be observed in a duty. It can even be viewed as a societal demand and expectations from individuals . for example, take the case of looking after elders. It is not considered a s an obligation but as the responsibility or duty of the younger generation. 
What is the difference between obligation and duty?
· Obligation can be defined as something that is imposed on an individual due to some framework such as laws, rules and regulations and even agreements.

· Duty comes from the sense of morality which guides the individual to perform a particular task or activity
· An obligation is compelled whereas duty comes from within an individual’

· In an obligation, the individual has no choice. But, in a duty, the individual has a choice.
