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Introduction

The Foundation Scholarship examinations provided by the Political Science department
for 2019-20 will be similar to those provided for 2016-17 through 2018-19, and
different from those provided for previous years.

The examination “Political Science 1” requires students to write an essay on a topic
related to one of the broad areas of political science covered in Senior Fresh (SF)
modules—international relations, comparative politics, or history of political thought—
but addressing materials that are outside the Michaelmas Term SF module syllabi. An
additional reading list will be provided to cover these topics. Students will therefore
focus on one of these topics in advance and write one essay on that topic in a two-and-
a-quarter-hour examination. The exam will contain only one essay question for each of
the three topics for which reading lists have been provided. Students may, at their
discretion, prepare more than one topic in advance, but they will answer only one essay
question in the examination.

When writing essays for “Political Science 17, students are expected to know relevant
materials and concepts from the related SF modules, but they must demonstrate
engagement with and mastery of the materials contained on these additional reading
lists. Similarly, students may choose to do additional reading, beyond the materials
contained in the provided reading lists, on these political science topics, but, again,
students are expected primarily and above all to demonstrate engagement with and
mastery of the materials contained on these reading lists. There is no requirement to do
any additional outside readings and indeed these reading lists are already extensive and
demanding. Indeed, given that these reading lists are extensive, students may wish to
select and prioritise their readings from among the readings set out. If a student wishes
to refer to additional readings outside these reading lists (or materials contained on
module syllabuses), the student is recommended to provide a reference, indicating
author, title, and year of publication if possible.

No special tutorials are to be provided by academic staff on the topics to be examined
in “Political Science 1.

Reading lists for these topics this year are contained in this document, as well as sample
questions. Students, however, are advised to prepare broadly for a variety of possible
questions addressing this material.

Readings for these topics will be available on reserve in the library (in the case of
books) or available as hard copies or electronic articles through the library (in the case
of articles). Please search for the title of the academic journal through the library
website to find any electronic version in the first instance, although some
papers/journals may only be available in hard copy.

The examination “Political Science 2” is also a two-and-a-quarter-hour examination.
It requires students to write three essays, two of which will relate to materials covered
in the three Michaelmas-Term SF Political Science modules, and one of which will be



a more general question about the nature of politics. There will be a total of twelve
questions on the exam. Nine of these questions will relate to the three Michaelmas-
Term SF Political Science modules—three for each module. The other three questions
will be more general questions about the nature of politics. Each student must answer
two of the nine module-related questions and one of the three general questions, for a
total of three questions.

To repeat: students must answer three questions out of a total of twelve questions
on the Political Science 2 Foundation Scholarship examination, two of which
MUST be from the questions drawing on materials from the Senior Fresh modules,
and one of which MUST be from the general questions.

For the questions relating to the materials in the SF Political Science modules, a mastery
of the materials taught in those lectures and contained on those syllabi (including of
course any optional or additional reading suggestions) up to the end of the Michaelmas
Term is sufficient preparation.

Sample questions for the “Political Science 2” examination are contained in this
document.

As a reminder, this guidance relates only to the content and format of the Foundation
Scholarship examinations provided by the Political Science Department. Many students
also have questions about which papers they should choose to sit for the Foundation
Scholarship examination. For those questions, please consult the regulations of your
specific degree programme (BESS, PPES, Law and Politics, European Studies,
Political Science and Geography, History and Political Science etc.) Some “Frequently
Asked Questions” are also answered on the Political Science Department’s website.

We wish all students good luck with the Foundation Scholarship examinations.
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INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS
William Phelan
Topic: The Foreign Policy of the European Union

The International Relations question for the Political Science 1 paper will focus upon
the European Union’s foreign policy—its relationship with states and non-state actors
outside the European Union. This topic does not include the topic of EU “enlargement”
except as discussed in the readings below. Please note this Topic is not about “Brexit”,
and students should avoid making “Brexit” the main subject of their analysis.

Readings:

Berkofsky, Axel. 2014. “The European Union (EU) in Asian Security: Actor with a
Punch or Distant Bystander?” Asia-Pacific Review 21 (2): 61-85.

Bradford, Anu. 2013. “The Brussels Effect.” Northwestern University Law Review 107
(1): 1-68 (pages 1-35 in particular).

Coppolaro, Luca. 2016. The Making of a World Trading Power: The European
Economic Community (EEC) in the GATT Kennedy Round Negotiations (1963-67).
London: Routledge.

Cronberg, Tarja. 2017. Nuclear Multilateralism and Iran: Inside EU Negotiations.
London: Routledge.

Damro, Chad. 2012. “Market Power Europe.” Journal of European Public Policy 19
(5): 682-99.

Duke, Simon. 2009. “Consensus Building in ESDP: The Lessons of Operation Artemis.”
International Politics 46 (4): 395-412.

Haukkala, Hiski. 2015. “From Cooperative to Contested Europe? The Conflict in
Ukraine as a Culmination of a Long-Term Crisis in EU-Russia Relations.” Journal of
Contemporary European Studies 23 (1): 25-40.

Hill, Christopher; Smith, Michael; and Vanhoonacker, eds. 2017. International
Relations and the European Union. 3™ ed. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Hoang, Ha Hai. 2015. “Normative Power Europe through Trade: Vietnamese
Perceptions.” International Relations 30 (2): 176-205.

Keukeleire, Stephan, & Delreux, Tom. 2014. The Foreign Policy of the European
Union. 2" ed. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

Kinzelbach, Katrin. 2014. The EU’s Human Rights Dialogue with China: Quiet
Diplomacy and Its Limits. London: Routledge.



Krotz, Ulrich. 2009. “Momentum and Impediments: Why Europe Won’t Emerge as a
Full Political Actor on the World Stage Soon.” Journal of Common Market Studies 47
(3): 555-578.

Kortz, Ulrich and Wright, Katerina. 2018. “CSDP Military Operations.” In The
Handbook of European Defence Policies and Armed Forces, eds. Hugo Meijer and
Marco Wyss. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Manners, lan. 2002. “Normative Power Europe: A Contradiction in Terms?”” Journal
of Common Market Studies 40 (2): 235-258.

Mckenzie, Lachlan and Meissner, Katharina L. 2017. “Human Rights Conditionality in
European Union Trade Negotiations: The Case of EU-Singapore FTA.” Journal of
Common Market Studies 55 (4): 832-849.

Moravcsik, Andrew. 2009. “Europe: The Quiet Superpower.” French Politics 7 (3/4):
403-422. http://www.princeton.edu/~amoravcs/library/french politics.pdf.

Morgenstern-Pomorski, Jost-Henrik. 2018. The Contested Diplomacy of the European
External Action Service: Inception, Establishment and Consolidation. London:
Routledge.

Toje, Asle. 2011. “The European Union as a Small Power.” Journal of Common Market
Studies 49 (1): 43-60.

By way of contrast, the following books deal with U.S. and Chinese Foreign Policy,
respectively:

Brooks, Stephen G. and Wohlforth, William C. 2008. World Out of Balance:
International Relations and the Challenge of American Primacy. Princeton: Princeton
University Press.

Shambaugh, David. 2014. China Goes Global: The Partial Power. Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Sample Questions:

What sort of global power is the European Union?


http://www.princeton.edu/~amoravcs/library/french_politics.pdf

HISTORY OF POLITICAL THOUGHT
Peter Stone
Topic: Ostracism in Ancient Athens

In the 5" century BCE, the Athenians employed a democratic practice known as
ostracism. Once a year, the people would assemble to vote directly on whether to
ostracize a citizen that year. If the vote was affirmative, the people would vote again to
determine who was to be ostracized. The ostracized citizen was forced to leave Athens
for ten years. The Athenians employed ostracism in an effort to protect the democracy
from would-be tyrants and other individuals the citizenry deemed dangerous.

The Athenian practice of ostracism seems uniquely alien to democrats today. In recent
years, however, political theorists have been revisiting the democratic institutions of
ancient Athens, with an eye to finding ways to revive democracy today. The History of
Political Thought question for the Political Science 1 paper this year will give you a
chance to revisit ostracism. How did the ostracism function in practice? Did it help or
harm Athenian democracy? What features of the practice were critical? And could
democrats today learn anything from the practice of ostracism?

Readings:

Note: The Forsdyke book will be available on reserve at the library. All other readings
below are available online.

Cartledge, Paul. 2006. “Ostracism: Selection and De-selection in Ancient Greece.”
History &  Policy, July  20. http://www.historyandpolicy.org/policy-
papers/papers/ostracism-selection-and-de-selection-in-ancient-greece.

Christ, Matthew R. 1992. “Ostracism, Sycophancy, and Deception of the Demos:
[Arist.] Ath. Pol. 43.5.” Classical Quarterly 42 (2): 336-346.

Forsdyke, Sara. 2005. Exile, Ostracism, and Democracy: The Politics of Expulsion in
Ancient Greece. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Kagan, Donald. 1961. “The Origin and Purposes of Ostracism.” Hesperia: The Journal
of the American School of Classical Studies at Athens 30 (4): 393-401.

Kirshner, Alexander S. 2016. “Legitimate Opposition, Ostracism, and the Law of
Democracy in Ancient Athens.” Journal of Politics 76 (4): 1094-1106.

Krentz, Peter. 1984. “The Ostracism of Thoukydides, Son of Melesias.” Historia:
Zeitschrift fur Alte Geschichte 33 (4): 499-504.

Malkopoulou, Anthoula. 2016. “De-Presentation Rights as a Response to Extremism.”
Critical Review of International Social and Political Philosophy 19 (3): 301-319.

Malkopoulou Anthoula. 2017. “Ostracism and Democratic Self-Defense in Athens.”
Constellations 24 (4): 623-636.


http://www.historyandpolicy.org/policy-papers/papers/ostracism-selection-and-de-selection-in-ancient-greece
http://www.historyandpolicy.org/policy-papers/papers/ostracism-selection-and-de-selection-in-ancient-greece

Raubitschek, Antony E. 1951. “The Origin of Ostracism.” American Journal of
Archaeology 55 (3): 221-229.

Rosenbloom, David. 2004a. “Ponéroi vs. Chréstoi: The Ostracism of Hyperbolos and
the Struggle for Hegemony in Athens after the Death of Perikles, Part I.” Transactions
of the American Philological Association (1974-2014) 134 (1): 55-105.

Rosenbloom, David. 2004b. “Ponéroi vs. Chréstoi: The Ostracism of Hyperbolos and
the Struggle for Hegemony in Athens after the Death of Perikles, Part I1.” Transactions
of the American Philological Association (1974-2014) 134 (2): 323-358.

Sample Question:

What does the Athenians’ practice of ostracism tell us about their understanding of
rights?



COMPARATIVE POLITICS

Lisa Keenan

Topic: Public Opinion: Formation and Shifts

This year’s Comparative Politics question for the Political Science 1 paper will focus
on the topic of public opinion.

Issues to consider include the following:

* How do individuals form their opinions about the world?

* How can public opinion shift?

* Are such shifts likely to be long-term or short-term? Why?

* Does one explanation of public opinion formation make more sense in certain contexts
than others (e.g. Brexit, the 2016 general election, the 2018 abortion referendum in
Ireland)?

* To what extent does the media shape public opinion?
Readings:

Andersen, Robert and Fetner, Tina. 2008. “Economic Inequality and Intolerance:
Attitudes toward Homosexuality in 35 Democracies.” American Journal of Political
Science 52 (4): 942-958.

Asher, Herb. 2017. Polling and the Public: What Every Citizen Should Know. 9" ed.
Thousand Oaks, CA: CQ Press.

Brewer, Paul R. 2002. “Framing, Value Words, and Citizens’ Explanations of Their
Issue Opinions.” Political Communication 19 (3): 303-316.

Chong, Dennis and Druckman, James N. 2007. “Framing Theory.” Annual Review of
Political Science 10: 103-126.

Clawson, Rosalee A. and Oxley, Zoe M. 2012. Public Opinion: Democratic Ideals,
Democratic Practice. 3. ed. Thousand Oaks, CA: CQ Press, chs. 1, 3, 6, 7, 12.

Dalton, Russell J. 2019. Citizen Politics: Public Opinion and Political Parties in
Advanced Industrial Democracies. 7" ed. Thousand Oaks, CA: CQ Press, ch. 5.

Feldman, Stanley. 1982. “Economic Self-Interest and Political Behavior. American
Journal of Political Science 26 (3): 446-466.

Gelman, Andrew and King, Gary. 1993. “Why Are American Presidential Election
Campaign Polls So Variable When Votes Are So Predictable?” British Journal of
Political Science 23 (4): 409-451.

Levin, Sam. 2017. “*Legitimized in Their Hatred’: A Weekend of Violence in Trump’s
America.” The Guardian, 31 May.



https://www.theguardian.com/usnews/2017/may/31/portland-train-stabbing-racial-
violence-trump-america.

McCall, Leslie and Kenworthy, Lane. 2009. “Americans’ Social Policy Preferences in
the Era of Rising Inequality.” PS: Political Science and Politics 7 (3): 459-484.

Pearson-Merkowitz, Shanna; Filindra, Alexandra; and Dyck, Joshua J. 2016. “When
Partisans and Minorities Interact: Interpersonal Contact, Partisanship, and Public
Opinion Preferences on Immigration Policy.” Social Science Quarterly 97 (2): 311-324.

Pollock 111, Philip H. 1994. “Issues, Values, and Critical Moments: Did ‘Magic’
Johnson Transform Public Opinion on AIDS?” American Journal of Political Science
38 (2): 426-446.

Silver, Nate. 2017. “The Real Story of 2016.” FiveThirtyEight, 19 January,
https://fivethirtyeight.com/features/the-real-story-of-2016/.

Stone, Jon. 2016. “Brexit: Surge in Anti-Immigrant Hate Crime in Areas that VVoted to
Leave EU.” The Independent, 31 July,
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/crime/brexit-hate-crime-racism-immigration-
eureferendum-result-what-it-means-eurospectic-areas-a7165056.html.

Swales, Kirby. 2016. Understanding the Leave Vote. London: NatCen Social Research.
https://whatukthinks.org/eu/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/NatCen_Brexplanations-
report-FINAL-WEB2.pdf.

Zaller, John R. 1992. The Nature and Origins of Mass Opinion. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, chs. 6-7.

Sample Question:

Does self-interest adequately explain public opinion? Discuss with reference to key
alternative explanations.
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https://www.theguardian.com/usnews/2017/may/31/portland-train-stabbing-racial-violence-trump-america
https://www.theguardian.com/usnews/2017/may/31/portland-train-stabbing-racial-violence-trump-america
https://fivethirtyeight.com/features/the-real-story-of-2016/
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/crime/brexit-hate-crime-racism-immigration-eureferendum-result-what-it-means-eurospectic-areas-a7165056.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/crime/brexit-hate-crime-racism-immigration-eureferendum-result-what-it-means-eurospectic-areas-a7165056.html
https://whatukthinks.org/eu/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/NatCen_Brexplanations-report-FINAL-WEB2.pdf
https://whatukthinks.org/eu/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/NatCen_Brexplanations-report-FINAL-WEB2.pdf

POLITICAL SCIENCE 2

Students must answer three questions in total. Students must answer two of the
nine questions relating to the material covered by SF modules in Political Science,
and one of the three general questions.

Section A: Answer Any Two Questions from the Following Set (Questions 1-9)

Relating to POU22011 (History of Political Thought A):

1. Is there any reason for a non-Christian to take seriously the political ideas
of Augustine and Aquinas?

2. Examine the relationship between the Plato’s metaphysical theory of forms
and his political elitism.

3. Etc.

Relating to POU22021 (International Relations A):

4, Is Keohane’s explanation of international cooperation the same as Axelrod’s
explanation of cooperation between egoists? Answer drawing on readings
and IR theory.

5. Under what circumstances do domestic lobby groups matter in international
politics? Answer drawing on readings and IR theory.
6. Etc.

Relating to POU22031 (Comparative Politics A):

1. “Unelected judges have no right to overrule democratically elected
politicians”. Discuss with reference to at least two countries.

8. Discuss the thesis that social class is no longer the dominant cleavage in
European politics.

9. Etc.

Section B: Answer One Question from the Following Set (10-12):
General questions:

10.  Harold Lasswell defined politics as “Who gets what, when, and how.” Is
this an adequate definition of politics?

11. Is politics a characteristic of all human relations?

12. Etc.
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