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The act of questioning authority, the search for a legitimate authority that follows, and how it relates to political theory will be examined in this paper. The idea that one particular entity holds the power to command other entities is critical to the questions of political theory.  Political theory questions forms of authority and asks whether or not they are legitimate, whether or not they should hold the power that being an authority figure grants. Rather than the idea of “legitimate government” being the threshold concept, or the notion of “authority” itself, it is the importance of authority’s relationship to man’s investigative nature that is the threshold concept. In essence, authority must be examined. 
The writings of Emma Goldman, Jean Jacques Rousseau, Peter Kropotkin, and John Locke are most applicable to this concept of authority. While all of the readings, to a certain extent, dealt with authority and the legitimacy of certain authority figures, these four authors discussed themes and presented questions that relate more aptly to why authority exists at all, or if it should. This question of why authority exists illustrates the conceptual difficulty of authority. 
Emma Goldman strongly questions authority’s existence, demanding an explanation for its existence. The concept of authority has become what Meyer and Land call irreversible, in that since its rearing, this vast looming creature of authority has never left. With a nod to Rousseau, the first man to say that that was his created for himself the authority to designate such land as his own, and none else’s. Since that man made a declaration that his fellow man followed, the cycle hasn’t ended. Peter Kropotkin describes a world where nature functions not only fluidly, but prosperously without any designated authority. He sees individuals with authority over only themselves coming together with altruism and mutual aid. If this is all able to be accomplished without authority, why did it come about? How was it formed? Whether authorities were established for good or ill will, and by good or bad people, must they be sustained? Is the existence of an authority worth the consequences? These questions need to be asked. Asking these questions is necessary to understanding authority and political theory. 
Political theorists will ask why a particular political authority is legitimate, but it’s the act of questioning authority that flips the mental switch of the political theorist. This concept of questioning and second-guessing authority is troublesome because it changes the way we think about political theory. Once this formulaic litmus-test is applied to government after government, authority after authority, political theorists realize the fundamental truth about authority: that it needs to be questioned, so that we may understand its purpose. Once “Is the authority which we submit to legitimate?” is asked, the goal of a legitimate authority is established. If those who question their authority find it illegitimate, they have a newfound urge to perfect their situation, an urge that sprouts from the troublesome knowledge that authority is meant to be questioned for a legitimate one to be established or sustained. 
In the class blog, students have discussed the legitimacy of authority many times. In dissecting Emma Goldman, many students pointed out her anti-authoritarian views and many other students questioned authority’s legitimacy themselves. It is not the concept of a legitimate authority that is the threshold concept, however, because legitimacy is a threshold concept all on its own. Understanding that authority is meant to be questioned, investigated, poked and prodded, is the threshold concept. It is an essential part of its existence. 
This idea of authority is conceptually difficult because it has, in a sense, become ritualized knowledge. Man generally adhered to the laws “because they said so” without any second-guessing of his government. Modern humanity gives the government the free benefits of their doubts. Children generally adhere to their parents because it has become ritualized; obedience to authority has become as simple as a mathematical equation. The state of nature is an important thought experiment to include because it is during this time that man would find the concept of authority to be most troublesome. Locke addresses the right to rebel against authority, which for those who have so ritualized the concept of authority, may seem to be the troublesome knowledge.
Authority itself has become ritualized knowledge. Meyers and Land cite such examples of ritual knowledge as dates, names, and repetitive mathematical formulas like the Pythagorean theorem. “’I’ before ‘e’ except after ‘c’” would be an example of ritualized knowledge with regards to English grammar. Before attaining the intellect required to self-reflect on one’s role as a citizen, humans always have an authority over them. From birth till death, be it a parent, a family member, a police force, a boss, a government, or a deity, modern man lives with an authority over him. The sky is blue, a2+b2=c2, and there is some authority to report to, somewhere. This prevalent notion has molded authority itself to become ritualized. Questioning authority is at risk of becoming inert knowledge; such a transition would be damaging to its continued practice in modern governments. Inert knowledge is described by Meyers and Land as knowledge “sitting in the mind’s attic, unpacked only when specifically called for.” If the notion of critically examining authority were to be thrown in this attic alongside the boxes of high school test questions and junior high state history, its practice may grind to a halt. If humans start to see questioning authority as merely “something the Founding Fathers did” or “that guy from V for Vendetta”, they will cease to see the practical benefits that come from lifting the flaps of their governments and seeing what they find. Authority itself only seems alien to man in a state of nature – ideally Rousseau’s, but Locke’s and Hobbes’ fit as well – and questioning authority only seems alien to he who has lived in complete and total, utter subjection his entire life, without an ounce of freedom. Though neither of these states of being seem to have ever actually existed, the drastic, almost unrealistic circumstances involved in both make it easy to see why the knowledge would seem alien to man caught in those situations. 
