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         The Threshold Concept that I will be dealing with in this paper is the concept of Human Nature as referenced by John Locke and Thomas Hobbes, and how it relates to their view on how legitimate authority is created. To do this, I will first define my Threshold Concept of human nature and go in depth on how it relates to political theory. Then, I will explain how understanding my Threshold concept helped to further propel me towards comprehending Hobbes' and Locke's theories on why legitimate government is created. After that, I will discuss the troublesome knowledge that arises with my concept, as we as modern humans have never experienced human nature within the state of nature, invoking "Alien Knowledge". Finally, I will discuss the malleable behavior of human nature and how once the threshold concept is established in a student’s mind, it is easier for them to accept that different philosophers will have different theories on why government is formed based on their beliefs about humans behavior in the state of nature.
       Human nature as a Threshold Concept is defined as the way that humans act naturally in a given situation. The state of nature is defined as “a thought experiment that political theorists use in order to try to imagine what life would be like without government” (DiStefano). It became clear quickly that human nature is something that can be interpreted differently by different theorists based on their opinions of humans in general. Once this concept was relayed to me in lecture, I had a concrete idea of what human nature actually is, and I was able to apply it to the different theorists that we studied in the course. It has become obvious throughout the quarter that human nature is a malleable concept that can be interpreted in many different ways, as the philosophers that we have studied have proven. However, once we have the baseline understanding of what human nature is, we as students can better comprehend why government is formed based on each philosopher’s view of human behavior in the state of nature. With the basic understanding of human behavior within the state of nature, it becomes easier to comprehend the theories presented by Thomas Hobbes and John Locke as to why government is formed. 
       Once we as students have a basic understanding of human behavior and how it varies from philosopher to philosopher, we can begin to accept and understand each one’s point of view on humans existing within the state of nature. According to the philosopher Thomas Hobbes, human nature within the state of nature is inherently insecure and fearful. Because humans in the state of nature exist in constant fear of one another, Hobbes believes that the state of nature is synonymous with the state of war. To exit the state of war and gain protection from each other, humans will relinquish all of their rights, with the exception of the right to self preservation, to instill a sovereign that will have absolute power over the governed. Because of my knowledge of human nature, I can understand Hobbes’ perspective as to why humans enter into an all powerful sovereign. 
       John Locke believes that human nature in the state of nature is reasonable, and that the state of war is only enacted if a harm is inflicted upon a citizen within the state of nature. Because Locke believes in a milder human existing in the state of nature, he asserts that humans will enter into a Commonwealth to protect their right to property and pursue the benefits of a mediating sovereign. John Locke’s interpretation of human nature within the state of nature is one that argues for a more reasonable human being, and one that wants to enter into a Commonwealth not only for protection, but for the purpose of reaping the benefits of a public authority.
       By comparing Hobbes’ and Locke’s views of the human behavior in the state of nature, it becomes obvious that human nature is a concept that can be interpreted in completely different ways. This is where the threshold concept becomes so important. Once we as students have a baseline understanding of what human nature is, it becomes easier for us to comprehend the different interpretations that philosophers propose in their arguments for why government exists. Without crossing the “threshold” of this concept, it would be harder for us as students and thinkers to accept that these philosophers have such differing views regarding human behavior in the state of nature. Once the basic knowledge of human nature’s malleable behavior is established, it is much easier to apply that knowledge to the theorists that we have studied throughout the quarter. 
       With the threshold concept of human nature, some troublesome knowledge occurs regarding the experience of human nature within the state of nature. Alien Knowledge is defined as “that which comes from a perspective that conflicts with our own” meaning that it is information that is a foreign concept to the student (Perkins, pg. 9). Because I have never experienced human nature in the state of nature (as I have never existed within a state of nature) I have no definite way of knowing how humans will behave. According to Jan Meyer and Ray Land, it becomes difficult for me to answer the question of “how will humans behave in the state of nature?” because I have no experience dealing with this concept. Although Thomas Hobbes and John Locke give compelling arguments as to how humans will behave in the state of nature, I cannot trust that their views are accurate because I have no real way of knowing whether or not humans will actually behave that way in the state of nature. The only way that I would be able to observe human nature in a state of nature would be to create one, which would be virtually impossible in a society where all people have preconceived notions of authority and sovereign. For this reason, it is hard to accept Hobbes’ and Locke’s theories on how government is formed, because I have no knowledge as to how humans behave in the state of nature. 
       With my understanding of the threshold concept of human nature, I can better comprehend the ideas and theories proposed by Thomas Hobbes and John Locke as to why and how government is formed. Because I know that human nature is something that can be interpreted and applied differently based on conjecture and opinion, it becomes easier to accept each philosopher’s views on humans existing within the state of nature. However, I believe that there is no concrete way of predicting how humans will behave in the state of nature, as it would be nearly impossible to create a state of nature without the influence of society and modern authority. Once the idea of a malleable human nature is established as a Threshold Concept, it becomes easier as a student to apply and interpret it to different philosopher’s ideas as to why government is formed out of the state of nature.

