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	In this paper I will be portraying the threshold concept of normativity. I first will describe how a normative claim is central to the development of every theorist in history as is portrays what ought to be relating to legitimacy or illegitimacy of their respective governmental ideals. Next, I will show how Thomas Hobbes helped me comprehend the threshold concept of normativity through his clear and relatively extreme idea of his state of nature and what ought to happen in order to get out of it. After, I will show how the threshold concept of normativity is alien knowledge, as for most people it is an unknown topic of political theory. Also, another type of troublesome knowledge I will show is tacit, as the idea of normativity shows inconsistency and leads to confusion as it often can be hard to distinguish from theorist to theorist and makes it hard to pin down what they proposing a system must look like in order to be legitimate. Last, I will incorporate class’s ideas about normativity from the blog post and show how it has been troublesome for a number of other students.
	The threshold concept of normativity is key in understanding what ought to be for each theorist in order to prove a legitimate government. Political theory is based upon normative theories about how government must be run depending on the point of view of the theorist. It is crucial to understand the threshold concept of normativity because all it encapsulates all of political theories by showing what ought to be depending on their view of humanity. By understanding normative claims, then one can comprehend the idea of political legitimacy and realize the differing viewpoints from the proposing theorists. Normativity varies greatly from theorist to theorist however. On one end, Emma Goldman’s claim is that all government is coercive and oppressive, therefore illegitimate. Her normative idea is that all government must be expelled and replaced by a society where individuals thrive of freedom and discover the beauty of their nature. In comparison with other theorists that have been presented throughout the class, Goldman and Kropotkin are the only theorists that believe government must be abolished. They believe that society ought to function on its own without and coercion from authority. Oppositely, Thomas Hobbes believes that a sovereign most possess complete power in order to maintain order in society. His normative claim stems from getting people out of a horrific state of nature to protect their safety and life in general. I will elaborate more on Hobbes in my next point. However, Goldman and Hobbes are just two examples of many theorists that differ on their normative claims that relate to their view of political legitimacy. Once a person can understand the concept of normativity, all of political theory is opened up. It is the central idea that theorists use in order to show their theory of what is best for societies. Normativity is a key threshold concept because of how big of an influence it has in political theory and it is necessary in comprehending each theorist and their belief of what a legitimate system should look like.
	Before I understood normativity, I thought that Hobbes’ idea of political legitimacy was completely oppressive and unfair towards its citizens. However, after I understood normativity, I realized that Hobbes proposes his powerful sovereign because his view of the state of nature is so extreme, that a sovereign would be legitimate. For Hobbes, it is absolutely necessary to understand normativity because Hobbes uses extremes in order to show what ought to be in order to protect citizens. His state of nature is so horrible that it validates his view of what a government must look like in order to uphold its legitimacy. Fear, danger, and short lives are prevalent in Hobbes state of nature and cause him to come up with a solution of what ought to be in order for a society to function and for its citizens life to be protected. Hobbes’ view of normativity is establishing an all ruling sovereign that none of its subjects “can be freed from his subjection” (Hobbes, 111).  Hobbes understands a legitimate government to be one that protects the life of its citizens and completely eliminates the possibility of returning to the dangerous state of nature. Due to Hobbes, I was able to understand the threshold concept of normativity much more clearly. Hobbes presents a drastic account of what ought to be and establishes his view of a legitimate government based upon the changes that he believes must be made. Although I was initially skeptical of Hobbes’ view of a government, once I understood the idea of a normative concept I was more inclined to view Hobbes as legitimate. His view of what ought to be becomes necessary in order to maintain a functioning society and create a legitimate government which upholds the fundamental right to self-preservation for all the citizens in is society. After reading and comprehending Hobbes, I was able to grasp the idea of normativity as I realized although his change from the dreadful state of nature to a government possessing complete power was what ought to happen in order for a legitimate system to be established.
	The threshold concept of normativity fits closely with alien and tacit troublesome knowledge according to the account presented by Meyer and Land. Alien knowledge, as described in Meyer and Land’s article is outside knowledge that disrupts and differs what we already know. According to Perkins, alien knowledge “comes from a perspective that conflicts with our own. Sometimes the learner does not even recognize the knowledge as foreign” (Meyer, Land, 7). I see normativity as alien knowledge because it constantly conflicts with knowledge we already have in respect to politics. Many people have their own beliefs about what a governmental system ought to look like in order to be legitimate, but most people uphold the democratic ways of the United States and believe in its legitimacy. There obviously is huge discrepancy in how different people view different systems as legitimate, but for the most part, our knowledge of an upstanding system is the one that Americans experience daily. Normativity in political theory strictly contradicts our current knowledge and introduces often foreign ideas to us. The fact that political theory is constantly introducing new normative claims and ideas creates constant knowledge that is often foreign and unknown. The majority of people know little about other possibly legitimate systems, so when a new idea is presented, it conflicts with ones knowledge of the current system they live under which they most likely believe is legitimate. The whole belief of “what ought to be”, which entails the definition of normativity, is in itself alien as it leaves the possibility of theorists to keep developing foreign or alien knowledge that continues to conflict with our own. Another type of troublesome knowledge that normativity can present is tacit knowledge. It often can be hard for one to understand the idea of normativity and then apply it to a proposal by a theorist. The fact that theorists often possess many similarities causes it to be tacit knowledge as it essentially confusion that stems from inconsistency. There can be “complexity of knowledge… because it contains subtle distinctions” (7). Meyer and Land present tacit knowledge as a prime example of how normativity can be problematic and troublesome for a person. Since normative claims in political theory are often differing, many also can possess more similarities than differences. The idea of tacit knowledge being defined as knowledge that in confusing based on inconsistency fits well with normativity because of how inconsistent it is in political theory. One theorist’s view of what ought to be alone can be confusing, yet once one starts to add more and more accounts and normative claims, it becomes very difficult to not be troubled in our knowledge. 
	Last, I will cover how normativity has been viewed by fellow classmates and what they have struggled with in understanding the threshold concept. Interestingly, many students found Hobbes to be the easiest part of the class so far. I believe that many students found Hobbes useful because he uses relatively simple, yet extreme ideas in order to project his view of what governmental legitimacy must look like in order to uphold society. Most people agree that Hobbes’ “argument is logistical” and well presented in an organized manner. Just like most people, I found Hobbes to be a keystone part of political theory due to his normative claims. However, the troublesome part of the threshold concept is agreed upon by a few. Just as I have, a few other students have agreed that all of the varying normative ideas from getting out of the state of nature to developing a legitimate system can difficult to understand. One student asserts that “it is hard to tie the ideas of human behavior and how society is without government to how a political power becomes legitimate.” I agree with this student as the key to normativity is understanding how a political system becomes legitimate depending on the outlook of human nature. After reading in to what other students had to say, Hobbes clearly is a crucial part of being able to understand political theory and normativity within what he believes a system must look like. However, the amount of knowledge that must be known in order to comprehend each theorist’s view of normativity causes difficulty in the realm of political theory. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	The threshold concept of normativity is absolutely central to understanding political legitimacy. As theorists present their account of what ought to be, they all develop their own ideas in order to show what they believe is the most legitimate system for a society. Their normative claims stem from their belief of humanity pre-politically and develop based on how they perceive humans. Thomas Hobbes is a crucial presenter of an organized and coherent normative claim, as he describes his idea of what ought to be very clearly and makes it possible for all to understand what a normative claim entails. Through the threshold concept of normativity, I was able to be open-minded to Hobbes and understand that his idea of a legitimate system is in fact completely legitimate. Normativity, although it can be difficult to comprehend is an extremely important aspect of political theory that leads one to understand political legitimacy.  
	
	
