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Module overview 

 

POL253 is an intermediate-level module on British government. Students with no prior 

knowledge of British government may wish to take POL108: Background to British Politics 

before attempting POL253, but it is not a prerequisite.  

 

POL253 considers the relationship between government and governed in contemporary 

Britain, and in particular the key questions of what mechanisms exist to hold those in power 
accountable to the citizenry, and how effective those are against a backdrop of growing 

complexity in both the nature of government and the challenges it has to face. Students will 

consider electoral, party-political, judicial and professional accountability systems, as well as 

how appreciating the economic, technological, sociological and transnational contexts in 

which policymakers operate affects what they can reasonably do.  

 

Students may wish to take POL253 alongside its Semester A companion module, POL260: 

Power and Legitimacy in British Politics, though this is not compulsory. POL253 provides 

useful background knowledge for POL373: Parliamentary Studies and POL396: British 

Economic and Social Policy since 1945. 

 

Teaching, assessment and feedback 

 

The formal contact time for POL253 comprises eleven weekly one hour lectures and eleven 

weekly one hour seminars during Semester B, plus a one hour revision lecture during the 

revision week at the start of the summer exam period. In addition, students are expected to 

complete approximately 8 hours of independent study each week. Independent study time 

should be spent writing assignments, completing background readings, and doing the 

assigned written seminar activity before each seminar. Students should attend all lectures 

and seminars, and should come to seminars prepared to discuss their work. 

 

Students will complete one formal written assignment over the course of the module, and a 

two hour unseen examination during the summer exam period.  

 

The assignment, due at the end of week 8 and comprising 40% of the module grade, is a 

2,500-word essay answering a choice of questions.  

 

The examination will range across all topics covered on the module. Students will have two 

hours to answer two questions from a choice of eight. A mock examination paper is 

attached at the end of this module guide.  
 

Seminar tutors will provide feedback on the formal written assignment within three weeks 

of the submission deadline. Individual seminar tutors will make clear what precise format 

their feedback will follow, but in each case they will attempt to link their comments to the 

mailto:j.strong@qmul.ac.uk


SPIR undergraduate marking scheme for second year modules. Seminar tutors will also offer 

informal feedback in the form of comments in seminar discussions, and will be available to 

discuss student progress in more detail during their weekly office hours. Students are 

strongly advised to make an appointment to see their seminar tutor during office hours at 

least once over the course of the module.  

 

Module schedule 

 

POL253 follows a staggered structure, meaning that you will have a lecture on a topic, then 

a week to do the required seminar activity and further reading for that topic, and then you 

will attend the relevant seminar. As not all QM modules follow this approach, I have 

reproduced the module schedule below. Please make sure you come properly prepared for 

each seminar.  

 

Week Lecture Seminar 

1 Elections and voting Introduction to POL253 

2 Political parties Elections and voting 

3 Parliamentary oversight Political parties 

4 Judicial oversight Parliamentary oversight 

5 Technocracy, civil service and 

outsourcing 

Judicial oversight 

 

6 Writing your analytical essay Technocracy, civil service and 

outsourcing 

7 Reading week 

8 Economics: Capital flows and financial 

markets 

Essay Feed-Forward 

9 Technology: Big data, fake news, and 

governance 

Economics: Capital flows and 

financial markets 

10 Transnational: Terrorism and climate 

change 

Technology: Big data, fake news, and 

governance 

11 Society: Fragmentation in the age of 

Brexit 

Transnational: Terrorism and 

climate change 

12 Conclusions Society: Fragmentation in the age of 

Brexit 

 

Introductory readings 

 

All students are strongly encouraged to read King, Anthony (2015) Who Governs Britain? 
(London: Penguin) at an early stage in the module. Students – especially those with little or 

no background in the study of British Politics – may also wish to refer to Flinders, Matthew 

et al. (2011) The Oxford Handbook of British Politics (Oxford: Oxford University Press) for 

introductions to many of the topics discussed in the module. This is available digitally via the 

QM Library search engine.  

 

  



Topic 1: Elections and voting 

 

Lecture (week 1) 

 

To what extent, and in what ways, are British governments held accountable at the ballot 

box? In theory, the great advantage of the British electoral system (discussed in more detail 

in POL260) is the ease with which governments can be thrown out of power if they under-

perform. How powerful is this mechanism in practice? To what extent does the way voters 

behave shape the effectiveness of electoral accountability?  

 

Seminar (week 2) 

 

Seminar questions:  

 What factors explain how British voters vote? 

 Is voting an effective means of holding governments to account?  

 

Required reading: 

 

Cowley, Philip. "Why not ask the audience? Understanding the public's representational 

priorities." British Politics 8.2 (2013): 138-163. 

Green, Jane, and Sara B. Hobolt. "Owning the issue agenda: Party strategies and vote 

choices in British elections." Electoral Studies 27.3 (2008): 460-476. 

Henderson, Ailsa. "Satisfaction with democracy: The impact of winning and losing in 
Westminster systems." Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and Parties 18.1 (2008): 3-

26. 

Heath, Oliver. "Policy Alienation, Social Alienation and Working-Class Abstention in Britain, 

1964–2010." British Journal of Political Science (2018): 48:4, 1053-1073. 

 

Further reading: 

 

Anwar, Muhammad. "The participation of ethnic minorities in British politics." Journal of 

Ethnic and Migration Studies 27, no. 3 (2001): 533-549. 

Campbell, Rosie, Sarah Childs, and Joni Lovenduski. "Do women need women 

representatives?." British Journal of Political Science 40.1 (2010): 171-194. 

Dommett, Katharine. "A miserable little compromise? Exploring liberal democrat fortunes in 

the UK coalition." The Political Quarterly 84.2 (2013): 218-227. 

Heath, O. and Goodwin, M. (2017), The 2017 General Election, Brexit and the Return to 

Two-Party Politics: An Aggregate-Level Analysis of the Result. The Political 

Quarterly, 88: 345–358. 

Martin, Nicole. "Are British Muslims alienated from mainstream politics by Islamophobia and 

British foreign policy?." Ethnicities 17, no. 3 (2017): 350-370. 

Murray, Rainbow. "What Makes a Good Politician? Reassessing the Criteria Used for 

Political Recruitment." Politics & Gender 11.4 (2015): 770-776. 

Saggar, Shamit. "Immigration and the politics of public opinion." The political quarterly 74 

(2003): 178-194. 

 

  



Topic 2: Political Parties 

 

Lecture (week 2) 

 

In this lecture we’ll look at the role political parties play in the UK system of government. 

We’ll consider the nature of the party system and its evolution over time, the way internal 

party rules interact with electoral politics to shape who the UK’s leaders are, who party 

members are and what they think, and how parties are funded and regulated.  

 

Seminar (week 3) 

 

Seminar questions: 

 How does the party system interact with voting behaviour to shape who can form a 
government in the UK? 

 What are the key features of how Labour and Conservative Parties appoint their 

leaders? How similar are they? How different are they? 

 How important are party members in holding governments to account? 
 

Required reading: 

 

Bale, Tim, Paul Webb and Monica Poletti (2018) ‘Grassroots: Britain’s party members: Who 

they are, what they think, and what they do’, Mile End Institute 

https://www.qmul.ac.uk/media/qmul/media/publications/Grassroots,-Britain's-Party-

Members.pdf  

Bogdanor, Vernon. "The constitution and the party system in the twentieth 

century." Parliamentary Affairs 57.4 (2004): 717-733. 

Norris, Pippa, and Joni Lovenduski. "‘If only more candidates came forward’: Supply-side 

explanations of candidate selection in Britain." British Journal of Political Science 23.3 

(1993): 373-408. 

Sobolewska, Maria. "Party strategies and the descriptive representation of ethnic minorities: 

The 2010 British general election." West European Politics36.3 (2013): 615-633. 

 

Further reading 

 

Campbell, Rosie, and Sarah Childs. "All aboard the pink battle bus? Women voters, women's 

issues, candidates and party leaders." Parliamentary Affairs68.suppl_1 (2015): 206-

223. 

Clarke, Harold, et al. "Modelling the dynamics of support for a right-wing populist party: the 

case of UKIP." Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and Parties 26.2 (2016): 135-154. 

Evans, Elizabeth. "Two heads are better than one? Assessing the implications of the 

Conservative–Liberal Democrat coalition for UK politics." Political science 63.1 
(2011): 45-60. 

House of Commons Library (2018) Leadership Elections: Conservative Party 

https://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/SN01366/SN01366.pdf  

House of Commons Library (2016) Leadership elections: Labour Party 

http://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/SN03938/SN03938.pdf  

Saggar, Shamit. "A late, though not lost, opportunity: ethnic minority electors, party strategy 

and the Conservative Party." The Political Quarterly 69, no. 2 (1998): 148-159. 

https://www.qmul.ac.uk/media/qmul/media/publications/Grassroots,-Britain's-Party-Members.pdf
https://www.qmul.ac.uk/media/qmul/media/publications/Grassroots,-Britain's-Party-Members.pdf
https://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/SN01366/SN01366.pdf
http://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/SN03938/SN03938.pdf


Stewart, Marianne C., and Harold D. Clarke. "The (un) importance of party leaders: Leader 

images and party choice in the 1987 British election." The Journal of Politics 54.2 

(1992): 447-470. 

Poletti, Monica, Paul Webb, and Tim Bale. "Why do only some people who support parties 

actually join them? Evidence from Britain." West European Politics 42, no. 1 (2018): 

156-172. 

Van Heerde-Hudson, Jennifer. "Newspaper reporting and public perceptions of party finance 

in Britain: Knows little, learns something?." Journal of Elections, Public Opinion & 

Parties 21.4 (2011): 473-495. 

 

  



Topic 3: Parliamentary oversight 

 

Lecture (week 3) 

 

In this lecture, we’ll consider how effective parliament is at holding the government to 

account. We’ll consider the everyday mechanisms parliamentarians use to elicit information 

from and offer challenges to government ministers. We’ll also discuss parliament’s 

fundamental power to impeach individual ministers and to force a government from office.  

 

Seminar (week 4) 

 

Seminar questions: 

 

 What mechanisms does the House of Commons use to hold government to 
account? 

 What are the strengths and weaknesses of those mechanisms? 

 How effective, on balance, is the House of Commons at holding the government to 
account? 

 

Required reading: 

 

Benton, Meghan, and Meg Russell. "Assessing the Impact of Parliamentary Oversight 

Committees: The Select Committees in the British House of 

Commons." Parliamentary Affairs 66.4 (2012): 772-797. 

Flinders, Matthew (2000) ‘The enduring centrality of individual ministerial responsibility 

within the British constitution’, Journal of Legislative Studies, 9:3, 73-92.  

Kalitowski, Susanna. "Rubber stamp or cockpit? The impact of parliament on government 

legislation." Parliamentary Affairs 61.4 (2008): 694-708. 

Puwar, Nirmal. "Thinking about making a difference." The British Journal of Politics and 

International Relations 6, no. 1 (2004): 65-80. 

Russell, Meg, and Philip Cowley. "The policy power of the Westminster parliament: The 

“Parliamentary State” and the empirical evidence." Governance 29.1 (2016): 121-137. 

 

Further reading: 

 

Bird, Karen (2005) ‘Gendering parliamentary questions’, British Journal of Politics and 

International Relaions, 7:3, 353-370. 

Catalano, Ana. "Women acting for women? An analysis of gender and debate participation in 

the British House of Commons 2005–2007." Politics & Gender5.1 (2009): 45-68. 

Childs, Sarah. "A feminised style of politics? Women MPs in the House of Commons." The 

British Journal of Politics & International Relations 6.1 (2004): 3-19. 
Cowley, Philip and Mark Stuart (2003) ‘Parliament: More revolts, more reform’, 

Parliamentary Affairs, 56:2, 188-204. 

Kalitowski, Susanna. "Parliament for the People? Public Knowledge, Interest and Perceptions 

of the Westminster Parliament." Parliamentary Affairs 62.2 (2009): 350-363. 

Kelso, Alexandra. "Parliament and political disengagement: neither waving nor 

drowning." The Political Quarterly 78.3 (2007): 364-373. 

King, Anthony (1976) ‘Modes of executive-legislative relations: Great Britain, France and 

West Germany’, Legislative Studies Quarterly, 1:1, 11-34. 



Leston-Bandeira, Cristina, and Louise Thompson. "Integrating the view of the public into the 

formal legislative process: public reading stage in the UK House of Commons." The 

Journal of Legislative Studies 23, no. 4 (2017): 508-528.  

Lovenduski, Joni. "Prime Minister's questions as political ritual." British Politics 7.4 (2012): 314-

340. 

Matthews, Felicity, and Matthew Flinders. "The watchdogs of ‘Washminster’–parliamentary 

scrutiny of executive patronage in the UK." Commonwealth & Comparative 

Politics 53.2 (2015): 153-176. 

Puwar, Nirmal (2004) Space Invaders: Race, Gender and Bodies out of Place (Oxford: Berg) 

Puwar, Nirmal. "The Archi-texture of parliament: flaneur as method in Westminster." The 

Journal of Legislative Studies16, no. 3 (2010): 298-312. 

Russell, Meg and Philip Cowley (2018) ‘Modes of UK executive-legislative relations 

revisited’, The Political Quarterly, 89:1, 18-28. 

Strong, James. "Interpreting the Syria vote: parliament and British foreign 

policy." International Affairs 91.5 (2015): 1123-1139. 

Woodhouse, Diana. "UK ministerial responsibility in 2002: the tale of two 
resignations." Public Administration 82.1 (2004): 1-19. 

 

  



 

Topic 4: Judicial oversight 

 

Lecture (week 4) 

 

In this lecture, we’ll talk about the legal routes through which British governments are held 

accountable. In part that means talking about the (limited) power the courts have to review 

executive action, both in terms of its fairness and transparency, and its impact on human 

rights. We’ll also look at the changing role of the courts in light of two key pieces of 

legislation – the Human Rights Act of 1998 and the Constitutional Reform Act of 2005. 

Finally, we’ll consider how effective the judiciary is as an accountability mechanism, as well as 

the critical question of how accountable the courts themselves are.  

 

Seminar (week 5) 

 

Seminar questions: 

 What changes have taken place in the role of the UK judiciary in recent years? What 

have been the drivers of these changes? 

 How have these changes affected the way British governments are held accountable? 

 How effective are the courts at holding British governments to account? 
 

Required reading: 

 

Bogdanor, Vernon (2006) ‘Parliament and the judiciary: The problem of accountability’, 

Sunningdale Lecture https://ukpac.wordpress.com/bogdanor-speech/  

Delaney, Erin F. "Judiciary Rising: Constitutional Change in the United Kingdom." Nw. UL 

Rev. 108 (2013): 543. 

Ewing, Keith D. "The human rights act and parliamentary democracy." The Modern Law 

Review 62.1 (1999): 79-99.  

Tomkins, Adam (2011) ‘Constitutionalism’ in Flinders, Matthew, Andrew Gamble, Colin Hay 

and Michael Kenny (eds.) The Oxford Handbook of British Politics (e-book available via 

QM Library). 

Woodhouse, Diana (2004) ‘The constitutional and political implications of a United Kingdom 

Supreme Court’, Legal Studies 24:1-2, 134-155.  

 

Further reading: 

 

Delaney, Erin. "Searching for constitutional meaning in institutional design: The debate over 

judicial appointments in the United Kingdom." International Journal of Constitutional 

Law 14.3 (2016): 752-768. 

Kavanagh, Aileen (2011) ‘Constitutionalism, counterterrorism, and the courts: Changes in 
the British constitutional landscape’, International Journal of Constitutional Law, 9:1, 

172-199.  

Kavanagh, Aileen. "The elusive divide between interpretation and legislation under the 

Human Rights Act 1998." Oxford Journal of Legal Studies 24.2 (2004): 259-285.  

Kavanagh, Aileen. "What’s so weak about “weak-form review”? The case of the UK Human 

Rights Act 1998." International Journal of Constitutional Law 13.4 (2015): 1008-1039.  

  

https://ukpac.wordpress.com/bogdanor-speech/


Topic 5: Technocracy, Civil Service and outsourcing 

 

Lecture (week 5) 

 

This week we’ll look at the civil service, the supposedly apolitical army of bureaucrats and 

technocrats employed to get the work of British government done. We’ll consider how 

governments use bureaucracies to develop, assess and implement policies, but also how 

bureaucratic processes become covers for political activities. We’ll consider, also, the trend 

in recent generations towards reducing the size of the British state by ‘outsourcing’ 

government services, and what the implications of this are for how accountable the exercise 

of British government can possibly be.  

 

Seminar (week 6) 

 

Seminar questions: 

 How is the UK civil service held accountable? 

 How have changes in the nature of public service delivery interacted with these 

traditional accountability mechanisms? 

 On balance, how accountable are UK public services (broadly defined)? 
 

Required reading: 

 

Dommett, Katharine, and Matthew Flinders. "The centre strikes back: Meta‐governance, 
delegation, and the core executive in the United Kingdom, 2010–14." Public 

Administration 93, no. 1 (2015): 1-16. 

Holliday, Ian. "Is the British state hollowing out?" The Political Quarterly 71.2 (2000): 167-176. 

Matthews, Felicity. "Ensuring the Capacity to Deliver-New Labour and the Public Service 

Agreement Framework, 1997-2007." International Journal of Leadership in Public 

Services 4.3 (2008): 37-52. 

Richards, David, and Martin J. Smith. "The Westminster Model and the “Indivisibility of the 

Political and Administrative Elite”: A Convenient Myth Whose Time Is 

Up?." Governance 29.4 (2016): 499-516. 

 

Further reading: 

 

Andrews, R. and Rachel Ashworth (2015) ‘Representation and inclusion in public 

organizations’, Public Administration Review, 75: 279-288. 

Dommett, Katharine, et al. "Did they ‘read before burning’? The coalition and quangos." The 

Political Quarterly 85.2 (2014): 133-142. 

Jenkins, Kate (2008) ‘Politicians and civil servants: Unfinished business – the Next Steps 

report, Fulton and the future’, The Political Quarterly, 79:3, 418-425. 

Puwar, Nirmal. "The racialised somatic norm and the senior civil service." Sociology 35, no. 3 

(2001): 651-670. 

Smith, Martin, and Rhonda Jones. "From big society to small state: Conservatism and the 

privatisation of government." British Politics 10.2 (2015): 226-248. 

Woodhouse, Diana. "Civil Servants and Politicians: A Very British Relationship." Civil Servants 

and Politics. Palgrave Macmillan UK, 2013. 71-89.  



Topic 6: Writing your analytical essay 

 

Lecture (week 6) 

 

This lecture sets out what you need to do to complete the written assignment for POL253, 

a 2,500 word essay responding to a question on one of the topics we have covered so far 

on the module. It will cover different analytical responses to a question, how to structure 

and present your essay to ensure your argument comes across effectively, and where and in 

what ways to introduce different types of evidence to support your argument.  

 

Seminar (week 8) 

 

Please prepare an essay plan covering how you plan to write your analytical essay. Your 

essay plan should do the following: 

 

1. Answer your chosen question in one sentence. What do you think? 
2. Identify four supporting arguments that explain your answer. Why do you think what 

you think? 

3. Identify at least five articles or books from the reading list that you plan to discuss in 

the process of justifying your supporting arguments. What are the main arguments in 

the literature? What are their strengths? What are their weaknesses? 

4. Suggest some appropriate empirical examples to illustrate your reasoning. 

 

We will spend the seminar talking through your essay plans, identifying any areas in need of 

further clarification and discussing how to maximize your performance.  

 

Analytical essay questions: 

 

1. What factors best explain voter behaviour at British general elections? 

2. Do British political parties still matter? 

3. How effective is parliament at holding governments accountable? 

4. Why is judicialization controversial in Britain? 

5. Is the British state ‘hollowing out’?  



Topic 7: Economics: Capital flows and money markets 

 

Lecture (week 8) 

 

This lecture considers how much influence British governments have over economic 

matters. In particular, it looks at the political economy of contemporary British politics, the 

relationship of the UK to the international economy, and the role played by business, 

finance interests and investors in questions of British government. In particular, it will 

discuss two different but related views of the UK’s position with regard to international 

economic forces; that there is ‘no alternative’ but to follow market imperatives, and that 

market imperatives can impose useful discipline over British politics.  

 

Seminar (week 9) 

 

Seminar questions: 

 How much influence do British governments have over the British economy?  

 What external factors limit that influence? 

 How accountable are the other actors involved in shaping the British economy? 
 

Required reading: 

 

Christensen, John, Nick Shaxson, and Duncan Wigan. "The finance curse: Britain and the 

world economy." The British Journal of Politics and International Relations 18, no. 1 

(2016): 255-269. 

Gamble, Andrew. "British politics and the financial crisis." British Politics 4.4 (2009): 450-462. 

Johal, Sukhdev, Michael Moran, and Karel Williams. "Power, politics and the city of London 

after the great financial crisis." Government and Opposition 49, no. 3 (2014): 400-425. 

Thompson, Helen. "Inevitability and contingency: The political economy of Brexit." The 

British journal of politics and international relations 19, no. 3 (2017): 434-449. 

Watson, Matthew, and Colin Hay. "The discourse of globalisation and the logic of no 

alternative: rendering the contingent necessary in the political economy of New 

Labour." Policy & Politics 31.3 (2003): 289-305. 

 

Further reading: 

 

Allen, Nicholas, and Katja Sarmiento-Mirwaldt. "‘In it together’? The political consequences 

of perceived discommunions of interest in British politics." Research & Politics 2.2 

(2015): 2053168015587567. 

Berry, Craig, and Colin Hay. "The great British ‘rebalancing’act: The construction and 

implementation of an economic imperative for exceptional times." The British journal 

of politics and international relations 18, no. 1 (2016): 3-25. 
Black, Julia. "The emergence of risk-based regulation and the new public risk management in 

the United Kingdom." Public law (2005): 512. 

Gamble, Andrew. "The Economy." Parliamentary Affairs 68, no. suppl_1 (2015): 154-167. 

Hirst, Paul, and Grahame Thompson. "Globalization in one country? The peculiarities of the 

British." Economy and Society 29.3 (2000): 335-356. 

Johal, Sukhdev, Michael Moran, and Karel Williams. "The future has been postponed: The 

Great Financial Crisis and British politics." British Politics 7, no. 1 (2012): 69-81. 



Oren, Tami, and Mark Blyth. "From Big Bang to Big Crash: The Early Origins of the UK’s 

Finance-led Growth Model and the Persistence of Bad Policy Ideas." New Political 

Economy(2018): 1-18. 

Schelkle, Waltraud. "Financial centre and monetary outsider: how precarious is the UK's 

position in the EU?." The Political Quarterly 87, no. 2 (2016): 157-165. 

Shilliam, Robbie. "Forget English freedom, remember Atlantic slavery: Common law, 

commercial law and the significance of slavery for classical political economy." New 

Political Economy 17.5 (2012): 591-609. 

 

  



Topic 8: Technology: Social media, big data and fake news 

 

Lecture (week 9) 

 

This lecture poses a number of questions linked to recent technological developments. How 

far do new technologies threaten or improve the stability of British governments? Does the 

rise of social media as a rival to traditional news sources make public debate more 

accessible or more irresponsible? How can governments best make use of big data to 

govern more effectively and accountably, and what are the downsides if they do?  

 

Seminar (week 10) 

 

Seminar questions: 

 What general challenges do technological developments pose to British 
governments? 

 How has the rise of social media affected what governments do? 

 Is ‘fake news’ a threat to British democracy? 
 

Required reading: 

 

Cadwalladr, Carole (2017) ‘The Great British Brexit robbery: How our democracy was 

hijacked’, The Observer, https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2017/may/07/the-

great-british-brexit-robbery-hijacked-democracy.   

Digital, Culture, Media and Sport Committee (2018) Disinformation and Fake News: Interim 

Report, 

https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201719/cmselect/cmcumeds/363/363.pdf 

Kerr, Peter, Emma Foster, Alex Oaten, and Neema Begum. "Getting back in the DeLorean: 

modernization vs. anti-modernization in contemporary British politics." Policy 

Studies 39, no. 3 (2018): 292-309. 

Margetts, Helen. "Why Social Media May Have Won the 2017 General Election." The Political 

Quarterly (2017). 

Richards, David, and Martin J. Smith. "In defence of British politics against the British political 

tradition." The Political Quarterly 86, no. 1 (2015): 41-51. 

 

Further reading: 

 

Anstead, Nick, and Ben O'Loughlin. "Social media analysis and public opinion: The 2010 UK 

general election." Journal of Computer-Mediated Communication 20, no. 2 (2014): 204-

220. 

Awan, Imran. "Islamophobia and Twitter: A typology of online hate against Muslims on social 

media." Policy & Internet 6, no. 2 (2014): 133-150. 
Mellon, Jonathan, and Christopher Prosser. “Twitter and Facebook Are Not Representative 

of the General Population: Political Attitudes and Demographics of British Social 

Media Users.” Research & Politics, July 2017, doi:10.1177/2053168017720008. 

Norris, Pippa, and John Curtice. "Getting the message out: A two-step model of the role of 

the Internet in campaign communication flows during the 2005 British general 

election." Journal of Information Technology & Politics 4.4 (2008): 3-13. 

https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2017/may/07/the-great-british-brexit-robbery-hijacked-democracy
https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2017/may/07/the-great-british-brexit-robbery-hijacked-democracy
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201719/cmselect/cmcumeds/363/363.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/2053168017720008


Segesten, Anamaria Dutceac, and Michael Bossetta. "A typology of political participation 

online: How citizens used Twitter to mobilize during the 2015 British general 

elections." Information, Communication & Society 20, no. 11 (2017): 1625-1643. 

 

  



Topic 9: Transnational challenges: Terrorism and climate change 

 

Lecture (week 10) 

 

This lecture explores the challenges governments face from beyond the state. In particular, 

it focuses on two key transnational challenges; international terrorism, and climate change. 

Though in many ways very different, these challenges pose major difficulties for all 

governments, everywhere. Both raise significant collective action problems, involve deeply 

complex conjunctions of forces, and emerge at least in part from territories beyond the 

British government’s power to influence.  

 

Seminar (week 11) 

 

Seminar questions: 

 How effective is the British government at countering terrorism? 

 How effective is the British government at addressing climate change? 

 What makes confronting transnational challenges difficult for British governments? 
 

Required reading: 

 

Awan, Imran. "“I am a Muslim not an extremist”: How the Prevent Strategy has constructed 

a “suspect” community." Politics & Policy 40, no. 6 (2012): 1158-1185. 

Bache, Ian, Ian Bartle, Matthew Flinders, and Greg Marsden. "Blame games and climate 

change: Accountability, multi-level governance and carbon management." The British 

Journal of Politics and International Relations 17, no. 1 (2015): 64-88. 

Jaspal, Rusi, and Brigitte Nerlich. "When climate science became climate politics: British 

media representations of climate change in 1988." Public Understanding of 

Science 23.2 (2014): 122-141. 

Matthews, Felicity. "The capacity to co-ordinate–Whitehall, governance and the challenge of 

climate change." Public Policy and Administration 27.2 (2012): 169-189. 

Phythian, Mark. "Intelligence, policy-making and the 7 July 2005 London bombings." Crime, 

law and social change 44.4 (2005): 361-385. 

Richards, Anthony. "From terrorism to ‘radicalization’to ‘extremism’: counterterrorism 

imperative or loss of focus?." International Affairs 91, no. 2 (2015): 371-380. 

 

Further reading: Counter-terrorism 

 

Abbas, Tahir. "Muslim minorities in Britain: Integration, multiculturalism and radicalism in the 

post-7/7 period." Journal of Intercultural Studies 28, no. 3 (2007): 287-300. 

Brown, Katherine E., and Tania Saeed. "Radicalization and counter-radicalization at British 

universities: Muslim encounters and alternatives." Ethnic and Racial Studies 38.11 
(2015): 1952-1968. 

Bulley, Dan. "‘Foreign’terror? London bombings, resistance and the failing state." The British 

Journal of Politics & International Relations 10.3 (2008): 379-394. 

Herrington, Lewis. "British Islamic extremist terrorism: the declining significance of Al–

Qaeda and Pakistan." International Affairs 91, no. 1 (2015): 17-35. 

Omand, David. "Countering international terrorism: the use of strategy." Survival 47.4 

(2005): 107-116. 



O’Toole, Therese, et al. "Governing through prevent? Regulation and contested practice in 

State–Muslim engagement." Sociology 50.1 (2016): 160-177. 

Saggar, Shamit. "Boomerangs and slingshots: radical Islamism and counter-terrorism 

strategy." Journal of ethnic and Migration studies 35, no. 3 (2009): 381-402. 
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Topic 10: Fragmentation: British national identity after Brexit 

 

Lecture (week 11) 

 

As we approach the date of the UK’s withdrawal from the European Union, we’ll spend this 

lecture reflecting on social fragmentation and its impact on the ability of governments to 

govern. We’ll consider why the question of Brexit proved so divisive, how the British public 

became divided in the first place, and why reaching a consensus over what to do next has 

been such a challenge.  

 

Seminar (week 12) 

 

Seminar questions: 

 What factors drove the UK’s vote to leave the EU? 

 Why has Brexit proven an unusually emotive and divisive political issue? 

 What other social divisions underpin the Brexit vote? How able are governments to 
respond to these? 

 

Required reading: 

 

Ehsan, Rakib, and James Sloam. "Resources, Values, Identity: Young Cosmopolitans and the 

Referendum on British Membership of the European Union." Parliamentary 

Affairs(2018). 

Ford, Robert and Matthew Goodwin (2017) ‘Britain after Brexit: A nation divided’, Journal of 

Democracy 28:1, pp. 17-30 

Hobolt, Sara (2016) ‘The Brexit vote: A divided nation, a divided continent’ Journal of 

European Public Policy, 23:9, pp. 1259-1277 

Vasilopoulou, Sofia and Liisa Talving (2018) ‘British public opinion on Brexit: Controversies 

and contradictions’, European Political Science Advance online publication, 

DOI:10.1057/s41304-018-0156-9. 

Virdee, Satnam, and Brendan McGeever. "Racism, Crisis, Brexit." Ethnic and Racial Studies 41, 

no. 10 (2018): 1802-1819. 

 

Further reading: 

 

Adams, James, Jane Green, and Caitlin Milazzo. "Has the British public depolarized along 

with political elites? An American perspective on British public 

opinion." Comparative Political Studies 45.4 (2012): 507-530. 
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Barkawi, Tarak and Shane Brighton (2013) ‘Brown Britain: Post-colonial politics and grand 

strategy’, International Affairs 89:5, pp. 1109-1123. 
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S232. 

Harold Clarke, Matthew Goodwin and Paul Whiteley (2016) Brexit: Why Britain Voted to 

Leave the European Union (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press) 
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European Public Policy 25:8. 
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Afghanistan." Politics 35.2 (2015): 128-150. 
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Topic 11: Conclusion 

 

Lecture (week 12) 

 

This lecture summarizes the material covered in the module. We’ll also talk about how to 

prepare for the exam, covering question choice, answer structure, and the use of evidence. 

This should prepare you to start revision during the vacation.  

  



Previous exam questions 

 

POL253 is a new module this year. Last year it formed part of the 30-credit module 

POL243. The below questions are extracted from different versions of the POL243 exam 

paper. They are provided to give you a sense of the sort of questions that can come up, and 

to enable you to practice writing exam essays. Remember that the actual exam paper will 

only have 8 questions. You will be required to answer two.  

 

1. Why do British people vote the way they do? 

 

2. What factors determine why and how British voters participate in elections? 

 

3. Are political parties fit for purpose? 

 

4. Do British political parties perform useful roles? 

 
5. Does the use of executive agencies and private companies to conduct government 

business make government itself less accountable? 

 

6. Is the British state ‘hollowing out’? 

 

7. How accountable is the British civil service? 

 

8. Which provides greater political accountability: parliament or the judiciary? 

 

9. Should British ministers be more concerned about MPs or about judges? 

 

10. Is parliament powerful? 

 

11. Are financial markets more influential than British government ministers? 

 

12. Can British governments really shape the contemporary economy? Answer with 

reference either to technological developments or financial markets. 

 

13. Do technological advances represent more of an opportunity or more of a threat to 

British governments? 

 

14. Do transnational threats lie beyond the British government’s power? 

 

15. Can British governments solve transnational problems?  

 

16. How great a threat does political fragmentation pose to effective British 

government? 

 

17. What are the limits to British governmental power? 

 


