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	In political theory, the biggest threshold concept I learned was the thought experiment of the state of nature. The state of nature is used to justify reasons for political legitimacy, and once understood, provides a perspective as to why certain theories from Thomas Hobbes were proposed as solutions to this state of nature. The particular theories I will be exploring are Hobbes’ views on how much power a sovereign should have and his subjects’ rights within the commonwealth. I will also explain how understanding the state of nature allows you to see why Hobbes has the views he does regarding the right to rebel. Lastly, I will explain how the concept of the state of nature is troublesome because it is alien knowledge and is foreign from what we can understand because we have not experienced it.
	The state of nature, according to Hobbes, is dangerous. He says that “during the time men live without a common power to keep them all in awe, they are in that condition which is called war; and such a war as is of every man against every man” (Hobbes, 86). To Hobbes, this means that the state of nature is synonymous to a state of war. Without a sovereign power to keep everyone in check with laws and rules, people, being afraid of their security and self-preservation, will do whatever it takes to be safe. If this means killing or stealing from others, so be it, since it is a person’s natural right in the state of nature to use all of the advantages of war to survive. In addition, since there is no one to uphold or even create laws, there is no injustice, and therefore no crimes. The state of nature is a violent, dangerous place where chaos runs freely because there is no one to stop it.
[bookmark: _GoBack]	This thought experiment is vital in explaining why the theories Hobbes proposes are the way they are. In fact, the state of nature is a type of integrative knowledge, meaning that once a student understands it, they begin to see the hidden interrelatedness of different concepts (Meyer, 4). There are several Hobbesian theories that are interpreted completely differently if the reader has a grasp on Hobbes’ idea of the state of nature, allowing them to see that the state of nature is interrelated to a great portion of Hobbes’ theories. 
	The nature of how a sovereign leads is the first example of how our understanding is changed if we have understood a threshold concept. A sovereign, once established, must have all powers over the commonwealth excepting anything that puts a citizen’s right to self-preservation at risk. These powers are “essential and inseparable rights,” (Hobbes, 121) and cannot be divided between counselors and ministers. Prior to understanding the concept of the state of nature, this seems like Hobbes advocates a power-thirsty sovereign, and that for a sovereign to retain all powers and responsibilities instead of dividing them amongst helpers is unnecessary. However, after understanding what the state of nature is like, we see that Hobbes simply proposes these theories as a manner of getting out of the state of nature and into a society in which people have guaranteed security. Hobbes believes that a sovereign with all powers is a necessity because the alternative- the state of nature- is such a terrible place in which no one is safe.
	The abilities and powers of the commonwealth are another example of how the state of nature affects our thinking. Hobbes believes that once a commonwealth is established, the citizens sacrifice all rights except the right to self-preservation to the commonwealth. In no circumstance can a citizen place himself on the same level as the sovereign, and in no situation can a citizen justifiably denounce the sovereign’s actions. This because that “by this institution of a commonwealth, every particular man is author of all the sovereign doth” because they consented to subject themselves to the sovereign’s will (Hobbes, 117). Again we find that without an understanding of the state of nature, this seems harsh and totalitarian. However, once we move past the threshold of the state of nature, we once more see that Hobbes proposes this out of necessity, and that without this seemingly severe limiting of citizen rights, the commonwealth would be in jeopardy of falling apart, leading to a reversion to the warlike state of nature. Take note, however, that though this limits a citizen’s rights, it limits everyone equally. An equal limitation of citizen rights is the only way to ensure the preservation of the commonwealth.
	The final concept altered by our threshold concept is Hobbes’ view on the right to rebel. In Hobbes’ eyes, since citizens agreed to be in the commonwealth and established the sovereign themselves, the sovereign can do no wrong. This means that the citizens have no right to judge the sovereign’s actions because they signed on to accept the sovereign and its actions. A student today in America would view this as a cruel violation of human rights because if a citizen does not agree with something, they have a right and duty to disobey that law they feel is unjust. However, once more past the threshold of the state of nature, we see that perhaps Hobbes understands not every individual law will be completely just. It is necessary to put up with such laws, as long as they do not jeopardize self-preservation, in order to preserve and protect the stability of the commonwealth since the state of nature is so undesirable.
	The state of nature can be very troublesome knowledge to grasp. Since it is a thought experiment and a hypothetical scenario, no one in the modern world has or can experience the state of nature. It is difficult to completely understand something you have not experienced yourself, making the state of nature a type of alien knowledge. For example, if a student were asked how they would react to a certain scenario within the state of nature, they would have difficulty answering objectively as they have a predisposition to the modern day in which the state of nature is nonexistent. No answer they give would be concretely right because we cannot easily track how the world we live in affects that answer. Therefore, because this concept is purely imaginative and subjective and in no way objective, this information is definitely considered troublesome, alien knowledge.
	After mastering the concept of the state of nature, my views on Hobbes’ theories dramatically changed, and even my understandings of the world I live in today were altered. Most of Hobbes’ views went from selfish and totalitarian to harsh but necessary for the good of the commonwealth, and his reasoning behind his theories began to make sense. Though this information is troublesome because it is alien and completely foreign to anything anyone has ever or can ever experience, it is vital to understand the state of nature as a threshold concept before you can truly understand other concepts of political theory by Thomas Hobbes.
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