Mitch Brown
12/5/11
English 298B
Paige Morgan

Major Paper 3 Rough Draft
	
	The threshold concept that I plan on writing about is the idea of consent and more specifically tacit consent. Consent is a concept that is often over looked and I had very little knowledge of the topic before it was introduced in political theory. At first, consent does not seem to be a very complicated idea; you simply say either yes or no, which was my idea of consent before taking this political theory class. I learned that consent actually comes in many different forms and is constantly present in our lives. The idea of tacit consent is especially interesting. At any moment you are tacitly consenting to a multitude of things. By saying and doing nothing to stop these things from happening you have tacitly consented to them. First, I will discuss how tacit consent is a form of both ritual and inert knowledge. Secondly, I will address how tacit consent can be difficult to understand due to troublesome language. Finally, I will examine how a full understanding of tacit consent can drastically change a way of thinking and how it is a threshold concept.
	Tacit consent is something I had no knowledge of before learning about it from the readings of Plato and especially John Locke. When the concept was first presented for me I did not struggle with it. Tacit consent seemed to be a very straight-forward and unimportant idea to me. It meant nothing more than agreeing with something without actually saying it. The idea appeared to be a little different but I assumed it was unimportant. In this sense it was a form a ritual knowledge. It was a concept that had little true meaning to me. I just studied the definition and spit it out when asked. In this sense tacit consent is a form of inert knowledge. Tacit consent was discussed at length in class, but it felt I understood it thoroughly so when this was being done I did not give the discussion my full attention. By doing this I set myself up for this to be doomed as ritual knowledge. I could give a precise definition of what tacit consent was and what it looked like, but yet I had small understanding of what the word actually represented and it’s significance.
	One of the most challenging parts of tacit consent is to understand how Locke is using this concept. The first challenge is overcoming the syntax with which he writes. Locke talks about how anyone who benefits from government has consented to it.  It is a struggle to understand what Locke means by saying “enjoyment, of any part of the dominions of any government, doth thereby give his tacit consent, and is far forth obliged to obedience to the laws of that government”. (pg. 64) Once this troublesome language is deciphered, it is apparent that Locke is trying to say that if someone enjoys or benefits from the rule of government then they have consented to its actions and have agreed to follow their laws. This is a bigger deal than it at first seems to be, the magnitude of this statement is enormous. Locke has just made a statement that affects the entire population. The importance of tacit consent is something that can easily be overlooked if the reader is not careful.
	Before I understood tacit consent I thought that Locke's idea of tacit consent meant that people can agree to do things without deliberately verbalizing their consent. After I understood tacit consent, my comprehension of this concept was very different; I understood that tacit consent can be just as binding as explicit consent although it is vastly different, I realized that tacit consent is very important for government to work, and that it is considered a deliberate action even though that may mean that no action is taken. I had at first thought that tacit consent was really just not disagreeing with something that was affecting you. I did not understand the magnitude of tacit consent and did not realize how imperative it is to Locke. After reading the text thoroughly, learning more about tacit consent in lecture and thinking about how it was used by the authors of the text, my understanding took a drastic change. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	My understanding of tacit consent was wholly transformative. I could not unlearn this concept. Now I constantly recognize instances of consent that would have otherwise never have been apparent if it was not for my understanding of this threshold concept. It caused a large shift in my attitudes about the actions of Socrates. I would not have even come close to completely understanding his actions if I had not conquered this threshold concept. The effects of this concept went far beyond political theory as well. It gave more reasoning to many of the happenings around me. In this sense my understanding of tacit consent was integrative. I would have never known that I practiced tacit consent in my daily life. These kinds of things are often unnoticed such as: following the speed limit while driving, having your bed made at a hotel and having your windshield washed. Events like these occur often in my life and the significance was lost on me before I understood this concept. I think that tacit consent is very difficult for student to understand because they assume that they understand the concept when they do not. This was my major challenge with the concept.
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