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	In this paper, I will be talking about political legitimacy as a threshold concept. First, I will examine why it is a threshold concept in political theory and how it can change our view of political theory. Then, I will explain the number of different criteria for political legitimacy, which makes this concept different for every individual. Then, I will articulate why this concept is troublesome knowledge, and more specifically why it is alien knowledge. Finally, I will look at the work of Hobbes and Goldman to show how understanding this threshold concept contributes to understanding their theories as a whole.
	Political legitimacy is a threshold concept in political theory because it brings attention to many other important aspects of political theory, and thusly changes the way we perceive political theory. This concept demonstrates what governments ought to look like in order to be deemed legitimate. Because political theory is very normative, meaning it shows us how things ought to be, but not necessarily how they are now, any concept that alerts us of how things ought to look like is important to understand. Political legitimacy examines what governments should do in order to be considered legitimate. While there may be no one right answer, understanding that this is a normative concept contributes to political theory as a whole and its normative nature. Once we determine whether or not a government is legitimate, then the question of obligation is raised, another core concept in political theory. If a government is legitimate, do citizens have an obligation to follow the laws set forth by the government? Conversely, if a government is pronounced illegitimate, do citizens have an obligation to abide by the laws proposed by an illegitimate ruler? The ideas of obligation and normative theory depend on the concept of political legitimacy. This makes political legitimacy a threshold concept in political theory. 
	As stated earlier, political legitimacy is not a stable concept. There are a number of different criteria for political legitimacy which include, but are not limited to; divine right, might makes right, inheritance makes right, patriarchy, white superiority, merit, proper procedures being followed, and benefits of those who are ruled. Every person believes in different criteria, or a combination of different criteria for the legitimacy of government. For one person, white superiority may be all the justification they need for a ruler. Their pale skin color is all the affirmation necessary to know that they are worthy of being an authority figure. But to another, divine right may be the criteria they choose to follow to deem a person fit to be a ruler. There is no right answer, every person who looks at political legitimacy can see it in a different light. That makes it a very subjective concept, and can make it difficult for students to understand.
	Since political legitimacy is not a stable concept, it can be considered troublesome knowledge. It would be classified as alien knowledge, which means it “comes from a perspective that conflicts with our own” (Land 7).  Here in the United States, we have been raised to believe that our government is legitimate. We tend to believe that our leaders are chosen based on merit, and in our society, we should let the best man win, and whoever wins is worthy of being in government. But in political theory, a number of theorists would argue that the American government is not legitimate because it does not fit with their certain criteria for legitimacy.  Some may not deem our government legitimate because our leaders did not inherit their power from other family members. And because, in their eyes, inheritance makes right, our form of government cannot be considered legitimate. This makes many students uncomfortable because it contradicts everything they have been accustomed to believe about our government. That discomfort, combined with the alien knowledge, makes political legitimacy a troublesome concept. 
	Many authors we have read this quarter have very different views on political legitimacy. Thomas Hobbes, for example, is considered a consent theorist. He finds governments to be legitimate when they have the consent of the governed. This was shown in The Leviathan when all members of a commonwealth agreed to a covenant which states they give their rights to govern themselves over to a sovereign power (Hobbes 109). This was a hard topic for students to understand because there are very few, if any, governments which could be considered consent based in our world today, including our own. Hobbes’ criteria for political legitimacy did not match any of the criteria we use today. This made his theory very troublesome, and difficult to understand at first. It was only after we accepted his consent based view of legitimacy that we could examine the rest of his theory. And the rest of his theory on what an ideal government should look like did differ greatly from many of students’ views as well, but it was easier to accept this aspect of his theory after his views on political legitimacy were accepted.
 On the other hand, Emma Goldman finds that governments can never be legitimate due to their inherently evil nature, therefore political legitimacy does not exist. Goldman finds all coercion by any authority to be wrong, because it inhibits the individual from reaching their full potential (Goldman 17). All governments are inherently coercive, and therefore, no form of government can ever be legitimate. Ultimately, political legitimacy does not exist for Goldman. This idea was also difficult for students to grasp, because Goldman is blatantly denying the concept of political legitimacy. The rest of her theory was difficult to digest for many as well. Goldman is suggesting a life with no government, religion, or property at all, which comes as a stark contrast to the life we are living here in the United States (Goldman 22). However, understanding her view that no authority, including government, is ever worthy of ruling over other people helps tame the rest of her theory, and makes it much more understandable and less extreme.
[bookmark: _GoBack]	The concept of political legitimacy is different for every person. It is a threshold concept because it is a normative concept, which is vital to political theory as a whole. It also draws attention to the idea of obligation, another critical idea in political theory, which in turn, changes how students see political theory as a whole. The number of different criteria makes it a difficult idea for some to understand. Due to the fact that many of the criteria differ from what we have been raised with in this country, it becomes troublesome knowledge. Understanding the concept of political legitimacy aids our understanding of different theorists, including Hobbes and Goldman. Political legitimacy is a vital concept for the understanding of political theory as a whole.
