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POL260 Power and Legitimacy in British Politics 

2019-20 Academic Year, Semester A 

 

Module convenor: Dr James Strong 

Email address:  j.strong@qmul.ac.uk  

Twitter:  @dr_james_strong 

Office:   ArtsOne 2.10 

Office hours:  Mondays 1330-1430 

   Tuesdays 1230-1330 

 

Seminar tutors:  

 

Dr Daniel Gover  

Email address: d.p.gover@qmul.ac.uk 

Twitter:  @DanielGover 

Office:  ArtsOne 2.28B 

Office hours: Mondays 1300-1400 

  Wednesdays 0900-1000 

 

Mr Nicholas Barlow 

Email address: n.j.n.barlow@qmul.ac.uk 

Twitter: @NickJBarlow 

Office:  ArtsOne 2.20A 

  (Dr Papamichail’s office) 

Office hours: Mondays 1300-1400 

Module overview 

 

POL260 is an intermediate-level module on British politics. Students with no prior 

knowledge of British politics may prefer to take POL108 Background to British Politics 

before attempting POL260, but it is not a prerequisite. 

 

POL260 considers the fundamental nature of politics in 21st Century Britain, and in particular 

the key questions of where political power resides, and what makes it legitimate. Students 

will learn about the constitutional, institutional and demographic underpinnings of the British 

political system. We will then reflect on how those forces have shaped the present political 

crisis, and how recent events might affect how British politics works in future. 

 

Students who enjoy taking POL260 may also wish to consider taking its Semester B 

companion module, POL253 Accountability and Complexity in British Government with Dr 

Gover, though this is not compulsory. POL260 provides useful background knowledge for 

POL373 Parliamentary Studies and POL396 British Economic and Social Policy since 1945, 

as well as for dissertation research in the area of British politics. 

 

Learning outcomes 

 

Academic Content: Students who complete POL260 will gain: 

 Understanding of the theories and processes underpinning contemporary British 

political practice. 

 Knowledge of the conceptual and empirical issues raised by the exercise of political 

power in Britain. 

 Reflective insight into the value of politics in British public life. 

 

Disciplinary Skills: Students who complete POL260 will be able to: 

 Describe, explain and critically analyse the institutions, practices, theories and 

processes underpinning British politics. 

mailto:j.strong@qmul.ac.uk
https://twitter.com/dr_james_strong
mailto:d.p.gover@qmul.ac.uk
https://twitter.com/DanielGover
mailto:n.j.n.barlow@qmul.ac.uk
https://twitter.com/nickjbarlow
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 Communicate wide and deep knowledge and understanding using a range of written 

and spoken-word media. 

 Reflect critically on the study and the practice of politics in Britain. 

 

Attributes: Students who complete POL260 will be: 

 Able to engage critically with knowledge produced in different contexts, formats and 

styles. 

 Self-aware and responsible learners capable of completing assigned tasks 

independently, on time, and while reflecting on their own practice. 

 Able to communicate clearly and effectively with a range of audiences, primarily in 

writing. 

 Able to use information constructively and critically, both to make and to interrogate 

arguments. 

 

Level Descriptor: Level 5 (Second Year Undergraduate) 

 

Work is guided, but students are expected to work more independently than at Level 4. They 

are given broad guidelines and introduced to areas that may demand application of a range of 

techniques and/or approaches. They may work to set texts, and attend to defined tasks in 

class, but may also be expected to move beyond prescribed reading to identify and engage 

with other relevant sources and to bring their independent study to bear productively on class 

discussion. Forms of assessments should allow students to demonstrate both detailed 

knowledge and an awareness of the wider issues associated with their study (e.g. 

methodological, social, ethical). They should also allow them to demonstrate the results of 

independent study. 

 

Cognition 

 

Students will be expected to 

 Demonstrate sound knowledge and critical understanding of a range of principles, 

concepts and terminologies associated with the study of political ideas, institutions and 

behaviour (Politics); 

 Apply this knowledge and understanding to describe, synthesise and analyse political 

texts, issues and problems within a range of contexts; 

 Compare critically the appropriateness of different methodological and/or theoretical 

approaches to the analysis of political ideas, institutions and practices (Politics); 

 Demonstrate an ability to discuss issues in relation to wider social, cultural, historical or 

ethical perspectives, and an ability to evaluate different interpretations of political events 

and issues. 

 

Transferable Skills 

 

Students will be expected to  

 Communicate accurately and effectively, orally and in writing, developing structured and 

coherent arguments and showing a good command of appropriate terminologies and style; 

 Apply research skills, including the ability to find, critically evaluate, and use appropriate 

learning resources, technology and procedures in the context of specific tasks; the ability 

to present information clearly and accurately, adhering to scholarly conventions;  
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 Show readiness to collaborate with others to achieve common goals through, for example, 

group work, group presentations and peer-reviewing exercises, and to respond creatively 

to varieties of opinion and approach in group activities; 

 Evaluate their own performance, identify strengths and learning needs. Demonstrate self-

organisation and time-management. 

 

Teaching, assessment and feedback 

 

The formal contact time for POL260 comprises twelve hours of lectures and ten hours of 

seminars during Semester A. In addition to formal contact time, students undertaking 

POL260 are expected to complete approximately eight hours of independent study each 

week. Independent study time should be spent completing required and further readings, 

preparing answers to seminar discussion questions, and writing formal assignments. Students 

should attend all lectures and seminars, and should come to seminars prepared to discuss their 

work. 

 

Students who are unable to attend a seminar (for example, due to illness or a family 

emergency) should notify their seminar tutor as soon as possible. Students who have been 

prevented from preparing for a seminar due to circumstances beyond their control are still 

welcome to attend, but should notify their seminar tutor in advance so that they are not called 

upon to discuss their work. Students who have not prepared for a seminar without a good 

reason (e.g. due to a failure to allocate sufficient time) should not attend and may be asked to 

leave by the seminar tutor.  

 

Students will complete two formal written assignments over the duration of the module. Full 

details of these are set out below. Assignment 1, due at the end of week 8 and comprising 

40% of the module grade, is a 1,500-word analytical essay on the question ‘has Brexit broken 

the British constitution?’. Assignment 2, due after the end of Semester A and comprising 

60% of the module grade, is a 2,000-word review essay reflecting on what a recently-

published ‘popular’ book says about the state of political power in Britain today.  

 

In keeping with SPIR standards, seminar tutors will provide formal written feedback on 

assignments within three weeks of the submission deadline. Individual seminar tutors will 

make clear what format their feedback will follow, but in each case they will attempt to link 

their specific comments to the general SPIR undergraduate marking scheme. Seminar tutors 

will offer additional informal feedback through comments in seminar discussions, and are 

available to discuss student progress in their weekly office hours. Students are strongly 

advised to make at least one appointment with their seminar tutor to discuss their progress 

during the semester.  

 

Assignments will be marked in line with SPIR’s standard marking criteria (see Appendix A). 

 

Module schedule 

 

POL260 follows a staggered structure. Students will attend a lecture on a topic, then have a 

week to complete the required reading and seminar activity, and then will attend the relevant 

seminar. As not all QM modules follow this approach, the following table outlines the 

module schedule. Students should bear in mind that this schedule is subject to change, 

especially in the event of an early General Election taking place during the semester. 
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Week Lecture Seminar 

1 How did we get here? No seminar in week 1  

2 Crown and constitution How did we get here? 

3 Confidence Crown and constitution 

4 Prerogative and foreign policy Confidence 

5 Representation Prerogative and foreign policy 

6 Writing Assignment 1 Representation 

7 – Reading week – 

8 Race and ethnicity Assignment workshop 

9 Gender Race and ethnicity 

10 Social class Gender 

11 Writing Assignment 2 Social class 

12 Conclusions Assignment workshop 

 

Introductory readings 

 

All students should read one of the following introductory texts at an early stage in the 

semester: 

 

Hardman, Isabel (2018) Why We Get the Wrong Politicians (London: Atlantic Books) 

King, Anthony (2015) Who Governs Britain? (London: Penguin) 

 

In addition, students may wish to consult introductory chapters in the following textbook, 

which is available digitally via the QM Library: 

 

Flinders, Matthew et al. (2011) The Oxford Handbook of British Politics (Oxford: Oxford 

University Press). 

 

Compulsory background readings 

 

All students are required to read at least one (and ideally more than one) of the following 

texts during the semester. You will be asked to review your chosen text’s argument in your 

second assignment, and each offers useful background knowledge for the first assignment, so 

it is worth getting started early.  

 

Akala (2018) Natives: Race and Class in the Ruins of Empire (London: Two Roads Books)  

Bates, Laura (2015) Everyday Sexism (London: Simon and Schuster) 

Bhopal, Kalwant (2018) White Privilege (Bristol: Policy Press). 

Bloodworth, James (2018) Hired: Six Months Undercover in Low-Wage Britain (London: 

Atlantic Books) 

Dorling, Danny and Sally Tomlinson (2019) Rule Britannia: Brexit and the End of Empire 

(London: Biteback Publishing) 

Eddo-Lodge, Reni (2017) Why I’m No Longer Talking to White People About Race (London: 

Bloomsbury) 

Goodhart, David (2017) The Road to Somewhere: The New Tribes Shaping British Politics 

(London: Penguin Books) 

Hardman, Isabel (2018) Why We Get the Wrong Politicians (London: Atlantic Books) 

Hirsch, Afua (2018) Brit(ish) (London: Jonathan Cape) 
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Kennedy, Helena (2018) Eve was Shamed: How British Justice is Failing Women (London: 

Vintage Books) 

Khan, Mariam (2019) It’s Not About the Burqa (London: Picador) 

King, Anthony (2015) Who Governs Britain? (London: Penguin) 

Kwarteng, Kwasi (2012) Ghosts of Empire (London: Bloomsbury) 

O’Toole, Fintan (2019) Heroic Failure: Brexit and the Politics of Pain (London: Apollo 

Books) 

Savage, Mike (2015) Social Class in the 21st Century (London: Penguin Books) 

Shukla, Nikesh (Ed) (2016) The Good Immigrant (London: Unbound) [nb not the new US 

edition!] 

Todd, Selina (2014) The People: The Rise and Fall of the Working Class (London: John 

Murray) 

 

Reading list demographics 

 

In the spirit of the times, and for my own accountability purposes, I like to publish summary 

statistics showing the demographic backgrounds of authors on my reading lists. It’s good 

practice to ensure you include authors from a range of different backgrounds in order to 

ensure diversity of arguments and standpoints. But it’s not the only thing that matters – there 

is a reason why we explicitly discuss questions of race, gender, and social class, and indeed 

in more normal political circumstances we would talk about those topics first so we can 

return to them in later weeks. It’s also challenging in an area like British Politics, where the 

vast majority of academics are white (and, indeed, male). 

 

A caveat on the data: Occasionally it is difficult to identify the demographic background of 

an author when you don’t know them personally, so there could be an occasional coding 

mistake. I haven’t tried to code for social class or LGBT status since it’s very difficult to get 

those things from an internet search. In addition, I sometimes update reading lists during the 

semester, which could result in some changes. 

 

Here’s the headline breakdown by ethnicity and sex: 

 

 
n White POC M F 

All readings 130 77.3% 22.7% 53.2% 46.8% 

Required readings 8 81.3% 18.8% 37.5% 62.5% 

Books 17 58.8% 41.2% 50.0% 50.0% 

 

And here are the crosstabs showing the relationship between ethnicity and sex: 

 

  

White POC 

 

n M F M F 

All readings 130 40.9% 36.4% 12.3% 10.4% 

Required readings 8 37.5% 43.8% 0.0% 18.8% 

Books 17 32.4% 26.5% 17.6% 23.5% 

 

I think the end result isn’t bad. The absence of men of colour among the required readings 

isn’t ideal, but the total number of required readings is very low, and I’m thanks to the 

present political situation I’m focusing more narrowly on parliament this year than in 

previous years. Overall people of colour make up just under 23% of the reading list compared 
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to about 16% of the UK population, and women 46.8% of the reading list compared to about 

51% of the UK population.   
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Topic 1: How did we get here? 

 

Lecture (week 1) 

 

The introductory lecture is divided into two parts. In the first part, I will explain how the 

module works, and set out mutual roles and responsibilities for the module convenor, seminar 

tutors, and students. I will also cover how to obtain readings and how to prepare for seminars. 

I’ll briefly introduce the written assignments, but I have also set aside dedicated lecture and 

seminar time later in the semester to work on them. 

 

In the second part, I will summarise recent developments in British politics, highlighting key 

moments where the fundamental underpinnings of political power clashed with events. In 

particular, I will talk about:  

 The decision to call the Brexit referendum in 2016, and its unexpected outcome. 

 The May government’s failure to secure a majority in the 2017 general election. 

 Parliament’s insertion of itself into the Brexit process. 

 The failure of the May government to ratify the Withdrawal Agreement with the EU. 

 Boris Johnson’s election as Conservative Party leader and appointment as Prime 

Minister. 

 The roots and nature of the present political and constitutional crisis.  

 

Please note that the week 1 lecture is a two-hour double lecture. There will be no seminars in 

week 1. 

 

Seminar (week 2) 

 

In this week’s seminar, we will consider the following specific question:  

 

How did the UK wind up in a political and constitutional crisis in the Autumn of 2019? 

 

In order to prepare to discuss this question, you should do the following: 

1. Try to come up with as many different answers to the question as you can. That might 

involved answering the question directly – e.g. listing the various events and factors 

that led us to the present point – but it might also involve more nuanced 

interpretations – e.g. questioning whether we actually are in a crisis, distinguishing 

between a political and a constitutional crisis, or arguing about when exactly the crisis 

began.  

2. Decide how you would answer the question, and write a few sentences explaining 

your reasoning. Aim to have about three main reasons for your answer. 

3. Drawing on your lecture notes and readings, identify evidence from the literature and 

the empirical record that supports each of your reasons. Aim to have at least two 

pieces of evidence for each reason. 

4. Identify some of the strengths and weaknesses of the different arguments you discuss, 

and make a note of why you decided to use the evidence you selected. 

 

In addition to reviewing your lecture notes and spending some time reading one of the 

background books on British politics, you should read the following article before the 

seminar: 
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Vasilopoulou, Sofia, & Liisa Talving (2019) ‘British public opinion on Brexit: controversies 

and contradictions’, European Political Science, 18(1), pp. 134-142. 

 

If you decide to write about this topic for one of your assignments, you should also read three 

or four of the following additional readings: 

 

Ackerman, Bruce (2018) ‘Why Britain needs a written constitution – and can’t wait for 

parliament to write one’, The Political Quarterly, 89(4), 584-590. 

Barkawi, Tarak, and Shane Brighton. "Brown Britain: post-colonial politics and grand 

strategy." International Affairs 89.5 (2013): 1109-1123. 

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

Leave the European Union (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press) 

Dorling, Danny and Sally Tomlinson (2019) Rule Britannia: Brexit and the End of Empire 

(London: Biteback Publishing) 

Ehsan, Rakib & James Sloam (2018) ‘Resources, Values, Identity: Young Cosmopolitans and 

the Referendum on British Membership of the European Union’ Parliamentary 

Affairs, https://doi.org/10.1093/pa/gsy053. 

Gamble, Andrew (2018) ‘Taking back control: the political implications of Brexit’, Journal 

of European Public Policy, 25(8), pp. 1215-1232. 

Goodwin, Matthew and Caitlin Milazzo (2017) ‘Taking back control? Investigating the role 

of immigration in the 2016 vote for Brexit’, British Journal of Politics and 

International Relations, 19(3), pp. 450-464. 

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

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

Kwarteng, Kwasi (2012) Ghosts of Empire (London: Bloomsbury) 

Menon, Anand and John-Paul Salter (2016) ‘Brexit: Initial reflections’, International Affairs 

92:6, pp. 1297-1318. 

O’Toole, Fintan (2019) Heroic Failure: Brexit and the Politics of Pain (London: Apollo 

Books) 

Patel, Tina and Laura Connelly (2019) ‘Post-race racisms in the narratives of Brexit voters’, 

The Sociological Review, 67(5), 968-984. 

Virdee, Satnam, and Brendan McGeever (2018) ‘Racism, Crisis, Brexit’, Ethnic and Racial 

Studies 41(10), pp. 1802-1819. 
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Topic 2: Crown and Constitution 

 

Lecture (week 2) 

 

This lecture will introduce the basis of the UK’s uncodified constitution, framing it as an 

absolute medieval monarchy with democratic elements grafted on to the side. We will reflect 

on what having a hereditary head of state means for British politics, and consider the various 

ways the British political system has adopted democratic elements over time. We will also 

consider Walter Bagehot’s famous distinction between the “efficient” and “dignified” 

elements of the constitution, and the monarchy’s place at the centre of the “dignified” part. 

We’ll look at what the British monarch actually does, including how the role of the monarch 

is defined and constrained by statute and precedent, and how royal power is in fact exercised 

by the efficient parts of the constitution – parliament, the government and the courts. Finally, 

we’ll reflect on the recent use of the royal prerogative to appoint Boris Johnson as Prime 

Minister, and to prorogue parliament until mid-October, and of the Humble Address to the 

Throne to force the government to publish documents relating to its Brexit policy. 

 

Seminar (week 3) 

 

In this week’s seminar, we’ll consider the following question:  

 

Have recent events politicized the monarchy? 

 

In order to prepare for this discussion, you should do the following: 

1. Try and come up with as many different possible answers to the question as you can. 

That might mean answering the question directly (“yes” or “no”) but it might also 

mean challenging the assumptions in the question (“it was always political”, “it has 

been politicized, but not by the government”, “what’s wrong with politicization?”). 

2. Decide what you think the right answer should be, and write a few sentences 

explaining your reasoning. Aim to have approximately three reasons for your answer.  

3. Drawing on your lecture notes and readings, identify evidence from the literature and 

the empirical record that supports each of your reasons. Aim to have at least two 

pieces of evidence for each reason. 

4. Identify some of the strengths and weaknesses of the literature, and make a note of 

why you decided to use the evidence you selected. 

 

In addition to reviewing your lecture notes and spending some time reading your chosen 

book, you should read the following article before this seminar: 

 

Bogdanor, Vernon (1996) ‘The monarchy and the constitution’, Parliamentary Affairs, 49:3, 

407-423. 

 

If you decide to write about this topic for one of your assignments, you should also read three 

or four of the following additional readings: 

 

Bagehot, Walter (1867) The English Constitution, part three: Monarchy. Available as an e-

book on Project Gutenberg through the library search engine 

(http://www.gutenberg.org/files/4351/4351-h/4351-h.htm#chap03). 

Blick, Andrew (2014) ‘Emergency powers and the withering of the Royal Prerogative’, 

International Journal of Human Rights, 18:2, 195-210. 

http://www.gutenberg.org/files/4351/4351-h/4351-h.htm#chap03
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Douglas-Scott, Sionaidh (2016) ‘Brexit, Article 50 and the contested British constitution’, 

The Modern Law Review, 79(6), 1019-1040. 

Hazell, Robert and Bob Morris (2016) The Queen at 90: The Changing Role of the 

Monarchy, and Future Challenges (London: The Constitution Unit) 

https://www.ucl.ac.uk/constitution-unit/sites/constitution-unit/files/170.pdf  

HM Government (2011) The Cabinet Manual available at: 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachm

ent_data/file/60641/cabinet-manual.pdf: Introduction and Chapter 1. 

Lagasse, Philippe (2019) ‘The crown and government formation: Conventions, practices, 

customs, and norms’ Constitutional Forum, 28:3, 1-18. 

Mantel, Hilary (2013) ‘Royal Bodies’, London Review of Books, 21 February. 

https://www.lrb.co.uk/v35/n04/hilary-mantel/royal-bodies.  

Norbauer, Ryan, and Donley T. Studlar (2011) ‘Monarchy and the British political elite: 

closet republicans in the House of Commons’, Comparative Politics, 43(2), 225-242. 

Purvis, Matthew (2019) ‘Lengths of Prorogation since 1900’, House of Lords Library, 9 

September, available at 

https://researchbriefings.parliament.uk/ResearchBriefing/Summary/LLN-2019-0111 

(accessed 10 September 2019). 

Rai, Shirin (2010) ‘Analysing ceremony and ritual in parliament’ The Journal of Legislative 

Studies, 16(3), 284-297. 

Seaward, Paul (2019) ‘Prorogation and adjournment’, The History of Parliament Blog, 9 

September, available at 

https://historyofparliamentblog.wordpress.com/2019/09/09/prorogation-and-

adjournment/ (accessed 10 September 2019). 

Twomey, Anne (2018) The Veiled Sceptre: Reserve Powers of Heads of State in Westminster 

Systems (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press).  

https://www.ucl.ac.uk/constitution-unit/sites/constitution-unit/files/170.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/60641/cabinet-manual.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/60641/cabinet-manual.pdf
https://www.lrb.co.uk/v35/n04/hilary-mantel/royal-bodies
https://researchbriefings.parliament.uk/ResearchBriefing/Summary/LLN-2019-0111
https://historyofparliamentblog.wordpress.com/2019/09/09/prorogation-and-adjournment/
https://historyofparliamentblog.wordpress.com/2019/09/09/prorogation-and-adjournment/
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Topic 3: Confidence 

 

Lecture (week 3) 

 

This lecture reflects on the fundamental constitutional principle that the government must 

retain the confidence of the House of Commons. We will consider how changes in the nature 

of the party system at different historical moments have affected the operation of this rule, 

and how it was supposed to operate before the Brexit debate. We will then look at the Fixed-

term Parliaments Act of 2011, and consider how the decision to formalize the confidence 

process disrupted the earlier position, and what might happen subsequently.  

 

Seminar (week 4) 

 

In this week’s seminar, we’ll consider the following question:  

 

Is the Fixed-term Parliaments Act to blame for the present parliamentary crisis? 

 

In order to prepare for this discussion, you should do the following: 

1. Try and come up with as many different possible answers to the question as you can. 

That might mean answering the question directly (“yes” or “no”) but it might also 

mean challenging the assumptions in the question (“neither, it made no difference”, 

“it isn’t the Act, it’s the lack of a majority”). 

2. Decide what you think the right answer should be, and write a few sentences 

explaining your reasoning. Aim to have approximately three reasons for your answer.  

3. Drawing on your lecture notes and readings, identify evidence from the literature and 

the empirical record that supports each of your reasons. Aim to have at least two 

pieces of evidence for each reason. 

4. Identify some of the strengths and weaknesses of the literature, and make a note of 

why you decided to use the evidence you selected. 

 

In addition to reviewing your lecture notes and spending some time reading your chosen 

book, you should read the following article before this seminar: 

 

Schleiter, Petra, and Sukriti Issar. "Constitutional rules and patterns of government 

termination: The case of the UK fixed-term parliaments act." Government and 

Opposition 51.4 (2016): 605-631. 

 

If you decide to write about this topic for one of your assignments, you should also read three 

or four of the following additional readings: 

 

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

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

Gay, Oonagh, Petra Schleiter, and Valerie Belu. "The Coalition and the Decline of 

Majoritarianism in the UK." The Political Quarterly 86.1 (2015): 118-124. 

HM Government (2011) The Cabinet Manual, available at 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachm

ent_data/file/60641/cabinet-manual.pdf: Chapter 2. 

House of Commons Public Administration and Constitutional Affairs Committee (2018) The 

Status and Effect of Confidence Motions and the Fixed-term Parliaments Act 2011, 

18 December, available at 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/60641/cabinet-manual.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/60641/cabinet-manual.pdf
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https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201719/cmselect/cmpubadm/1813/1813.pdf 

(accessed 10 September 2019). 

Norton, Philip. "The Fixed-term Parliaments Act and votes of confidence." Parliamentary 

Affairs 69.1 (2015): 3-18. 

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

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

Schleiter, Petra and Georgina Evans (2019) ‘The changing confidence relationship between 

the UK executive and parliament in comparative context’, Parliamentary Affairs, 

https://doi.org/10.1093/pa/gsz033. 

Schleiter, Petra, and Valerie Belu. "The Decline of Majoritarianism in the UK and the Fixed-

term Parliaments Act." Parliamentary Affairs 69.1 (2015): 36-52. 

Strong, James (2018) ‘Confidence and caretakers: Some less-obvious implications of the 

Fixed-term Parliaments Act’, The Political Quarterly, 89(3), pp. 466-473. 

 

  

https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201719/cmselect/cmpubadm/1813/1813.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/pa/gsz033
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Topic 4: Prerogative and Foreign Policy 

 

Lecture (week 4) 

 

In this lecture we will consider MPs’ recent efforts to restrict the government’s ability to 

make foreign policy decisions without explicit parliamentary approval. We’ll begin by 

considering pre-Brexit efforts to limit the government’s freedom to use military action 

without a parliamentary vote, then move on to consider parliament’s role in Brexit. We’ll 

discuss the Miller ruling, which guaranteed MPs a vote on the triggering of the Brexit 

process, and the string of parliamentary manoeuvres which led them to reject the Withdrawal 

Agreement three times, before passing legislation intended to prevent a no-deal Brexit on 31 

October.  

 

Seminar (week 5) 

 

In this week’s seminar, we’ll consider the following question:  

 

Have MPs successfully taken control over British foreign policy? 

 

In order to prepare for this discussion, you should do the following: 

1. Try and come up with as many different possible answers to the question as you can. 

That might mean answering the question directly (“yes” or “no”) but it might also 

mean challenging the assumptions in the question (“it depends on the issue area”, 

“only for a minority government”, “it depends on how smart the government is”). 

2. Decide what you think the right answer should be, and write a few sentences 

explaining your reasoning. Aim to have approximately three reasons for your answer.  

3. Drawing on your lecture notes and readings, identify evidence from the literature and 

the empirical record that supports each of your reasons. Aim to have at least two 

pieces of evidence for each reason. 

4. Identify some of the strengths and weaknesses of the literature, and make a note of 

why you decided to use the evidence you selected. 

 

In addition to reviewing your lecture notes and spending some time reading your chosen 

book, you should read the following article before this seminar: 

 

Norton, Philip (2019) ‘Is the House of Commons too powerful?’, Parliamentary Affairs, 

advance online publication, https://doi-

org.ezproxy.library.qmul.ac.uk/10.1093/pa/gsz022  

 

If you decide to write about this topic for one of your assignments, you should also read three 

or four of the following additional readings: 

 

Bogdanor, Vernon (2016) ‘Brexit, the constitution, and the alternatives’, King’s Law Journal, 

27:3, 314-322. 

Craig, Robert (2016) ‘Casting aside clanking medieval chains: Prerogative, statute and 

Article 50 after the EU referendum’, The Modern Law Review, 79(6), 1041-1063. 

Flinders, Matthew. "Shifting the balance? Parliament, the executive and the British 

constitution." Political Studies 50.1 (2002): 23-42. 

Eleftheriadis, Pavlos (2017) ‘Constitutional illegitimacy over Brexit’, The Political 

Quarterly, 88(2), 182-188. 
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Ghazi, Tasneem (2018) ‘Parliament vs the people: The struggle for sovereignty: Reflections 

on Miller’, King’s Student Law Review, 9:1, pp. 83-91. 

HM Government (2011) The Cabinet Manual, available at: 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachm
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Topic 5: Representation 

 

Lecture (week 5) 

 

In this lecture we’ll discuss how the UK political system systematically fails to represent the 

balance of political opinion in the country. In particular, we’ll reflect on the distorting power 

of the UK’s single-member plurality electoral system (also known as ‘first past the post’) and 

its contribution to public doubts about the legitimacy of parliament. We’ll then consider the 

constitutionally novel use of the referendum to decide the future of the UK’s involvement in 

the European Union, and look at the resulting clash between the competing demands of direct 

and representative democracy. 

 

Seminar (week 6) 

 

In this week’s seminar, we’ll consider the following question:  

 

Did the Brexit referendum represent the British public better than parliament? 

 

In order to prepare for this discussion, you should do the following: 

1. Try and come up with as many different possible answers to the question as you can. 

That might mean answering the question directly (“yes” or “no”) but it might also 

mean challenging the assumptions in the question (“it depends on what you mean by 

‘represent’”). 

2. Decide what you think the right answer should be, and write a few sentences 

explaining your reasoning. Aim to have approximately three reasons for your answer.  

3. Drawing on your lecture notes and readings, identify evidence from the literature and 

the empirical record that supports each of your reasons. Aim to have at least two 

pieces of evidence for each reason. 

4. Identify some of the strengths and weaknesses of the literature, and make a note of 

why you decided to use the evidence you selected. 

 

In addition to reviewing your lecture notes and spending some time reading your chosen 

book, you should read the following article before this seminar: 

 

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. 

 

If you decide to write about this topic for one of your assignments, you should also read three 

or four of the following additional readings: 

 

Allen, Nicholas and Sarah Birch (2015) ‘Process preferences and British public opinion: 

Citizens’ judgements about government in an era of anti-politics’, Political Studies, 

63(2), pp. 390-411. 

Bellamy, Richard (2019) ‘Was the Brexit referendum legitimate, and would a second one be 

so?’, European Political Science, 18(1): 126-133. 

Bicquelet, Aude and Helen Addison (2018) ‘Are discretionary referendums on EU integration 

becoming ‘politically obligatory’? The cases of France and the UK’, Parliamentary 

Affairs, 71(2), 219-242. 
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Assignment 1 

 

For your first assignment, please write 1,500 words in answer to the following question:  

 

Has Brexit broken the British constitution? 

 

Assignments are due at 23:55 UK time on Sunday 17 November (end of week 8). Please 

speak to your seminar tutor as soon as possible if you are likely to struggle to meet this 

deadline. Bear in mind that extensions are only possible through QM’s Extenuating 

Circumstances process, and are usually only granted in cases of acute ill health or family 

emergency. You are expected to manage your own workload over the semester, and SPIR 

deliberately schedules assignments across modules to minimize deadline clashes. It is usually 

not a good idea to submit late without good reason – late submission penalties apply and are 

likely to exceed any marks you gain through the extra time. It is never a good idea not to 

submit at all – non-submission gets you zero marks. Even a terrible, unfinished essay gets 

more than that.  

 

Lecture (week 6) 

 

In this lecture, I’ll run through what you need to do for the first POL260 written assignment. 

We’ll talk about the assessment criteria (see also the marking criteria at Appendix A), and I’ll 

highlight three key points to focus on – first, answering the question clearly and directly; 

second, supporting your answer with reason and evidence; and third, writing persuasively and 

effectively.  

 

Seminar (week 8) 

 

This seminar will take the form of a workshop dedicated to reviewing and revising students’ 

assignment plans. You should come to the seminar with a hard copy assignment plan, 

covering the following points: 

 

1. Your answer to the question, summarized in a single sentence. 

2. A list of three supporting reasons that explain your answer. 

3. Examples of evidence from the literature and empirical examples that help justify 

your reasoning.  

 

You should also be prepared to discuss and questions or issues you have with your seminar 

tutor.   
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Topic 6: Race and Ethnicity 

 

Lecture (week 8) 

 

This lecture discusses the relationship between questions of race and ethnicity and British 

politics. It dissects the dominant ‘race relations’ paradigm, noting its imperial origins and 

evolution over time, identifying the challenges of addressing complex social concerns 

through bureaucracy and picking out particular difficulties – like the extended debate over 

how to address religious discrimination – an issue that disproportionately affected British 

Muslims. The lecture will also consider the challenges of institutional racism – covering in 

particular the Scarman and MacPherson reports on the 1980 Brixton riots and the 1993 

murder of Stephen Lawrence – as well as lingering social, economic and political inequality. 

Finally it will pick out signs of progress in recent years – for example, in the descriptive 

representation of people of colour in parliament – and note their limits. 

 

Seminar (week 9) 

 

In this week’s seminar, we will consider the following question:  

 

To what extent does race affect political power in contemporary Britain? 

 

In order to prepare for this discussion, you should do the following: 

1. Try and come up with as many different possible answers to the question as you can. 

Think about direct answers – e.g. “a lot”, “a little” or “not at all” – as well as more 

nuanced answers – e.g. “a lot, but not as much as in the past” or “a little, but more 

than it should”.  

2. Decide what you think the right answer should be, and write a few sentences 

explaining your reasoning. Aim to have approximately three reasons for your answer.  

3. Drawing on your lecture notes and readings, identify evidence from the literature and 

the empirical record that supports each of your reasons. Aim to have at least two 

pieces of evidence for each reason. 

4. Identify some of the strengths and weaknesses of the literature, and make a note of 

why you decided to use the evidence you selected. 

 

In addition to reviewing your lecture notes and spending some time reading your chosen 

book, you should read the following article before this seminar: 

 

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

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

 

If you decide to write about this topic for your assignment, you should also read three or four 

of the following further readings: 

 

Andrews, Kehinde and Lisa Amanda Palmer (Eds.) (2016) Blackness in Britain (London: 

Routledge) 

Barkawi, Tarak, and Shane Brighton. "Brown Britain: post-colonial politics and grand 

strategy." International Affairs 89.5 (2013): 1109-1123. 

Cowley, Philip (2013) ‘Why not ask the audience? Understanding the public's 

representational priorities’, British Politics, 8:2, 138-163.  

Gilroy, Paul (2006) Postcolonial Melancholia (New York, NY: Columbia University Press).  
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Gilroy, Paul (1987) There Ain’t No Black in the Union Jack (London: Routledge). 

Goodwin, Matthew and Caitlin Milazzo (2017) ‘Taking back control? Investigating the role 

of immigration in the 2016 vote for Brexit’, British Journal of Politics and 

International Relations, 19(3), 450-464. 

Gopal, Priyamvada (2019) Insurgent Empire: Anticolonial Resistance and British Dissent 

(London: Verso). 

Kumar, Krishnan (2006) ‘Empire and English nationalism’, Nations and Nationalism, 12:1, 

1-13. 

Meer, Nasar and Tariq Modood (2009) ‘The multicultural state we’re in: Muslims, 

‘multiculture’ and the ‘civic re-balancing’ of British multiculturalism’, Political 

Studies 57:3, 473-497. 

Meer, Nasar (2018) “Race equality after Enoch Powell”, The Political Quarterly, 89:3, 417-

423. 

Meer, Nasar (2008) “The politics of voluntary and involuntary identities: Are Muslims in 

Britain an ethnic, racial or religious minority?”, Patterns of Prejudice, 42:1, 61-81. 

Mirza, Heidi Safia (2013) ‘A second skin: Embodied intersectionality, transnationalism and 

narratives of identity and belonging among Muslim women in Britain’, Women’s 

Studies International Forum, 36:1, 5-15. 

Modood, Tariq (1994) “Political blackness and British Asians”, Sociology, 28:4, 859-876. 

Muroki, Mercy and Philip Cowley (2019) ‘Getting better, slowly. Ethnicity, gender and party 

in London’s local government’, The Political Quarterly, 

https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-923X.12654. 

Narayan, John (2019) ‘British Black Power: The anti-imperialism of political blackness and 

the problem of nativist socialism’, The Sociological Review, 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0038026119845550. 

Patel, Tina and Laura Connelly (2019) ‘Post-race racisms in the narratives of Brexit voters’, 

The Sociological Review, https://doi.org/10.1177/0038026119831590. 

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

Shilliam, Robbie (2018) Race and the Underserving Poor (London: Agenda Publishing) 

Shilliam, Robbie. "Ethiopianism, Englishness, Britishness: struggles over imperial 

belonging." Citizenship Studies 20.2 (2016): 243-259. 

Sobolewska, Maria (2013) ‘Party strategies and the descriptive representation of ethnic 

minorities: The 2010 British general election’, West European Politics 36(3), 615-

633. 

Storm, Ingrid, Maria Sobolewska & Robert Ford (2017). ‘Is ethnic prejudice declining in 

Britain? Change in social distance attitudes among ethnic majority and minority 

Britons’ The British Journal of Sociology, 68(3), 410-434. 

Virdee, Satnam and Brendan McGeever (2017) ‘Racism, crisis, Brexit’, Ethnic and Racial 

Studies, 41(10), 1802-1819.  
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Topic 7: Gender 

 

Lecture (week 9) 

 

In this lecture, we’ll begin by talking about how thinking in terms of gender helps us 

understand British politics. We’ll discuss the distinction between gender and sex, and note 

some of the complex issues underpinning both – including questions of how to represent the 

needs and interests of non-binary and transgender individuals. We’ll look at the relationship 

between gender and power in Britain, noting that men still dominate key positions, despite 

improvements – especially among MPs. Finally, we’ll consider two related dimensions – the 

way women act as political representatives, and the way women are represented in British 

politics. 

 

Seminar (week 10) 

 

In this week’s seminar, we will consider the following question:  

 

Why does it matter how many women sit in the House of Commons? 

 

In order to prepare for this discussion, you should do the following: 

1. Try and come up with as many different possible answers to the question as you can. 

That might mean answering the question directly (“because…”) but it might also 

mean challenging the assumptions in the question (“why are there so many men?”, “it 

doesn’t matter”). 

2. Decide what you think the right answer should be, and write a few sentences 

explaining your reasoning. Aim to have approximately three reasons for your answer.  

3. Drawing on your lecture notes and readings, identify evidence from the literature and 

the empirical record that supports each of your reasons. Aim to have at least two 

pieces of evidence for each reason. 

4. Identify some of the strengths and weaknesses of the literature, and make a note of 

why you decided to use the evidence you selected. 

 

In addition to reviewing your lecture notes and spending some time reading your chosen 

book, you should read the following article before this seminar: 

 

Campbell, Rosie, Sarah Childs and Joni Lovenduski (2010) ‘Do women need women 

representatives?’, British Journal of Political Science, 40:1, 171-194. 

 

If you decide to write about this topic for your assignment, you should also read three or four 

of the following further readings: 

 

Allen, Peter, David Cutts, and Rosie Campbell. "Measuring the Quality of Politicians elected 

by gender quotas–are they any different?." Political Studies 64.1 (2016): 143-163. 

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

International Relaions, 7:3, 353-370. 

Campbell, R. (2016). Representing women voters: The role of the gender gap and the 

response of political parties. Party Politics, 22(5), 587-597. 

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. 
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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. 

Krook, Mona Lena (2018). Westminster too: On sexual harassment in British politics. The 

Political Quarterly, 89(1), 65-72. 

Krook, Mona Lena and Judith Squires (2006) ‘Gender quotas in British politics: Multiple 

approaches and methods in feminist research’, British Politics, 1:1, 44-66. 

Lovenduski, Joni, and Pippa Norris. "Westminster women: the politics of presence." Political 

studies 51.1 (2003): 84-102. 

Mackay, Fiona. "Gender and political representation in the UK: the state of the ‘discipline’." 

The British Journal of Politics & International Relations 6.1 (2004): 99-120. 

Norris, Pippa and Joni Lovenduski (1993) “ ‘If only more candidates came forward’: Supply-

side explanations of candidate selection in Britain”, British Journal of Political 

Science, 23:3, 373-408. 

O'Brien, Diana (2015). Rising to the top: Gender, political performance, and party leadership 

in parliamentary democracies. American Journal of Political Science, 59(4), 1022-

1039. 

Sanders, Anna, Claire Annesley & Francesca Gains (2019). What did the coalition 

government do for women? An analysis of gender equality policy agendas in the UK 

2010–2015. British Politics, 14(2), 162-180. 

Squires, Judith, and Mark Wickham‐Jones. "New Labour, gender mainstreaming and the 

Women and Equality Unit." The British Journal of Politics & International 

Relations 6.1 (2004): 81-98.  
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Topic 8: Social Class 

 

Lecture (week 10) 

 

In this lecture, we’ll look first at the different ways of defining social class in Britain, a 

society traditionally associated with a particular kind of class consciousness – one rooted in 

traditions of hierarchy, deference and inflexibility bordering on hostility to people with ‘ideas 

above their place’. We’ll then look at the challenges of measuring class in a post-industrial 

age, in which a simple distinction between manual workers, office workers, and people 

wealthy enough not to need to work fails to reflect reality, and consider what the class 

makeup of British society looks like. Finally, we assess the politics of class in 21st-Century 

Britain, including the question of how effective meritocracy is as an ideal, and how well-

represented different class constituencies are – and, indeed, can be, since MPs are, by 

definition, members of elite. 

 

Seminar (week 11) 

 

In this week’s seminar, we will consider the following question:  

 

Is there a relationship between social class and voter behaviour in 21st century Britain? 

 

In order to prepare for this discussion, you should do the following: 

1. Try and come up with as many different possible answers to the question as you can. 

Think about direct answers – e.g. “yes” or “no” – as well as more nuanced answers – 

e.g. “yes, but it’s about turnout rather than party choice” or “no, people are divided by 

Brexit attitudes now more than class”. 

2. Decide what you think the right answer should be, and write a few sentences 

explaining your reasoning. Aim to have approximately three reasons for your answer.  

3. Drawing on your lecture notes and readings, identify evidence from the literature and 

the empirical record that supports each of your reasons. Aim to have at least two 

pieces of evidence for each reason. 

4. Identify some of the strengths and weaknesses of the literature, and make a note of 

why you decided to use the evidence you selected. 

 

In addition to reviewing your lecture notes and spending some time reading your chosen 

book, you should read the following article before this seminar: 

 

Heath, Oliver (2018) ‘Policy alienation, social alienation, and working-class abstention in 

Britain, 1964-2010’, British Journal of Political Science, 48:4, 1053-1073. 

 

If you decide to write about this topic for your assignment, you should also read three or four 

of the following further readings: 

 

Allen, Peter, and Paul Cairney. "What do we mean when we talk about the ‘political class’?." 

Political Studies Review 15.1 (2017): 18-27.  

Devine, Fiona, and Marianne Sensier. "Class, Politics and the Progressive Dilemma." The 

Political Quarterly 88.1 (2017): 30-38. 

Devine, Fiona, and Helene Snee. "Doing the Great British Class Survey." The Sociological 

Review 63.2 (2015): 240-258. 
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Evans, Geoffrey, and Jon Mellon. "Working class votes and Conservative losses: solving the 

UKIP puzzle." Parliamentary Affairs 69.2 (2016): 464-479. 

Ford, Robert, and Matthew J. Goodwin. "Different Class? UKIP's Social Base and Political 

Impact: A Reply to Evans and Mellon." Parliamentary Affairs 69.2 (2015): 480-491.  
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Assignment 2 

 

For your second assignment, please write 2,000 words – with reference to at least one of the 

compulsory books – in response to the following question:  

 

How legitimate is political power in the UK? 

 

The compulsory books are as follows: 

 

Akala (2018) Natives: Race and Class in the Ruins of Empire (London: Two Roads Books)  

Bates, Laura (2015) Everyday Sexism (London: Simon and Schuster) 

Bhopal, Kalwant (2018) White Privilege (Bristol: Policy Press). 

Bloodworth, James (2018) Hired: Six Months Undercover in Low-Wage Britain (London: 

Atlantic Books) 

Dorling, Danny and Sally Tomlinson (2019) Rule Britannia: Brexit and the End of Empire 

(London: Biteback Publishing) 

Eddo-Lodge, Reni (2017) Why I’m No Longer Talking to White People About Race (London: 

Bloomsbury) 

Goodhart, David (2017) The Road to Somewhere: The New Tribes Shaping British Politics 

(London: Penguin Books) 

Hardman, Isabel (2018) Why We Get the Wrong Politicians (London: Atlantic Books) 

Hirsch, Afua (2018) Brit(ish) (London: Jonathan Cape) 

Kennedy, Helena (2018) Eve was Shamed: How British Justice is Failing Women (London: 

Vintage Books) 

Khan, Mariam (2019) It’s Not About the Burqa (London: Picador) 

King, Anthony (2015) Who Governs Britain? (London: Penguin) 

Kwarteng, Kwasi (2012) Ghosts of Empire (London: Bloomsbury) 

O’Toole, Fintan (2019) Heroic Failure: Brexit and the Politics of Pain (London: Apollo 

Books) 

Savage, Mike (2015) Social Class in the 21st Century (London: Penguin Books) 

Shukla, Nikesh (Ed) (2016) The Good Immigrant (London: Unbound) [nb not the new US 

edition!] 

Todd, Selina (2014) The People: The Rise and Fall of the Working Class (London: John 

Murray) 

 

Lecture (week 11) 

 

In this lecture, we’ll talk about what you need to do for the second assignment. We’ll discuss 

the different genres of British political writing. We’ll also talk about strategies for assessing 

the relative merits of these different forms of writing, including how to account for 

differences between perspectives, and the tools of scholarly criticism we can bring to bear 

from an academic standpoint. Finally, we’ll discuss how to write effectively about British 

politics, and in particular how to prepare assignment plans for discussion in the assignment 

workshops. 

 

Seminar (week 12) 

 

This seminar will take the form of a workshop dedicated to reviewing and revising your 

assignment plan. You should come to the seminar with a hard copy assignment plan, covering 

the following points: 
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1. Your answer to the question, summarized in a single sentence. 

2. A list of three supporting reasons that explain your answer. 

3. Examples of evidence from the literature and empirical examples that help justify 

your reasoning.  

4. A brief summary of the key arguments made in your chosen book, identifying which 

is the main argument and which are supporting arguments, and some reflections on 

how they compare to insights from the academic literature and your own analysis. 

 

You should also be prepared to discuss any questions or issues you have with your seminar 

tutor. 
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Appendix A: SPIR Undergraduate Marking Criteria 

 

Addressing the task 

 

80+ First Class: You give a detailed and thoughtful response to the task. Material is carefully 

selected for the purpose, and its relevance to the task is clearly explained. 

 

70-79 First Class: You give a comprehensive response to the task. The relevance of all the 

material is clear. 

 

65-69 Upper Second Class (2:1): You address the task clearly and purposefully. While there 

may be some descriptive content, this is concise and relevant 

 

60-64 Upper Second Class (2:1): You address the task but there may be some lack of clarity 

and purpose. There may be reliance on descriptive material. 

 

50-59 Lower Second Class (2:2): You address the task in places, but there may be some over-

reliance on descriptive material.  Some material may be irrelevant. The assignment may be 

slightly too long or short. 

 

40-49 Pass / Third Class: You make attempts to address the task, but miss significant aspects 

of it. Some content is irrelevant.  The assignment may be too long or short. 

 

30-39 Fail: You do not address the task requirements. The assignment contains a lot of 

irrelevant material. Assignments in this category are often much too long or short. 

 

1-29 Fail: You do not complete the task. The material is largely irrelevant.  Assignments in 

this category are often much too long or short. 

 

Research 

 

80+ First Class: You have used a wide variety of high-quality sources which demonstrate 

extensive research. You draw material from beyond the reading list where appropriate. 

 

70-79 First Class: You have used a variety of high-quality sources. 

 

65-69 Upper Second Class (2:1): You have used a variety of appropriate sources, including 

the most important sources from the reading list. 

 

60-64 Upper Second Class (2:1): You have used a variety of appropriate sources including 

some from the reading list. 

 

50-59 Lower Second Class (2:2): You have used some appropriate sources from the reading 

list, but some important ones are missing. There may be an over-reliance on a few sources or 

on textbook summaries. 

 

40-49 Pass / Third Class: You have used an insufficient number of sources from the reading 

list. The assignment draws on poor quality sources. 

 



27 

 

 

30-39 Fail: You have mostly not used sources from the reading list and instead rely on poor 

quality sources.   

 

1-29 Fail: There is very little evidence of research, with all of the key literature absent. 

 

Knowledge and Understanding 

 

80+ First Class: The assignment shows detailed and in-depth familiarity with relevant 

factual and/or conceptual knowledge. You synthesise and apply this knowledge accurately to 

demonstrate deep  understanding of an issue or problem related to the module content 

 

70-79 First Class: The assignment shows a sound grasp of relevant empirical and/or 

theoretical knowledge. You synthesise and apply this knowledge to demonstrate clear and 

accurate understanding of an issue or problem related to the module content.  

 

65-69 Upper Second Class (2:1): The assignment shows a good grasp of relevant empirical 

and/or theoretical knowledge. You apply this knowledge to demonstrate accurate 

understanding of an issue or problem related to the module content. 

 

60-64 Upper Second Class (2:1): The assignment shows   familiarity with relevant empirical 

and/or theoretical knowledge. You apply this knowledge to demonstrate understanding of an 

issue or problem related to the module content. 

 

50-59 Lower Second Class (2:2): The assignment shows a grasp of some relevant empirical 

and/or theoretical knowledge, but this may be incomplete or partially inaccurate. You attempt 

to apply this knowledge to demonstrate a limited understanding of an issue or problem related 

to the module content. There may be some mistakes/misunderstandings. 

 

40-49 Pass / Third Class: The assignment shows only a very basic familiarity with relevant 

empirical and/or theoretical knowledge. There is little or no attempt to apply knowledge to 

the issue or problem, and thus evidence of   understanding of the module content is lacking. 

There may be significant mistakes/misunderstandings. 

 

30-39 Fail: The assignment shows little or no familiarity with relevant empirical and/or 

theoretical knowledge. There is no attempt to apply knowledge to the issue or problem, and 

thus little or no evidence of   understanding of the module content. There are major 

mistakes/misunderstandings. 

 

1-29 Fail: The assignment shows no familiarity with relevant empirical and/or theoretical 

knowledge. There is no attempt to apply knowledge to the issue or problem, and thus 

evidence of   understanding of the module content is lacking. There are major mistakes and 

errors. 

 

Quality of Argument 

 

80+ First Class: You make a coherent and sophisticated argument that is very well supported 

with evidence. Your argument engages critically with debates in the field, and also shows 

independence of mind. 
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70-79 First Class: You make a coherent and sustained argument that is well supported with 

evidence and critically engages with debates in the field. 

 

65-69 Upper Second Class (2:1): Your argument is coherent, supported with evidence, and 

draws on established positions within the field. 

 

60-64 Upper Second Class (2:1): Your argument is largely coherent, draws on relevant 

positions in the field, and some evidence is given to support it. 

 

50-59 Lower Second Class (2:2): You have attempted to construct standard argument in 

places, but it may lack support from evidence, or lack coherence and consistency. 

 

40-49 Pass / Third Class: You make little, if any, attempt to construct an argument or support 

it with evidence. The assignment serves as a summary of accounts found within the field. 

 

30-39 Fail: There is no discernible argument within the assignment. 

 

1-29 Fail: There is no argument within the assignment. 

 

Structure 

 

80+ First Class: The structure is coherent and logical. Content is explicitly introduced, well 

organised, and flows easily, coming to a clear conclusion. The organisation of the material is 

clearly explained with excellent signposting of the links between the different parts of the 

assignment. 

 

70-79 First Class: The structure is clear and coherent. Content is introduced effectively, 

flows well throughout and concludes clearly. The organisation of the material is clearly 

explained.  The structure is well-signposted. 

 

65-69 Upper Second Class (2:1): The structure is mostly clear and coherent. Content is 

introduced and concluded explicitly. Organisation of the material is appropriate and effort is 

made to explain it. . There are some attempts to signpost the structure. 

 

60-64 Upper Second Class (2:1): There is a structure but it may not be fully coherent and 

clear. Content is introduced and concluded.  Organisation of the material is mostly 

appropriate though may not be fully explained. There are some attempts to signpost the 

structure. 

 

50-59 Lower Second Class (2:2): There is some structure but it lacks clarity and coherence in 

places. Material may not be effectively introduced or concluded.  The structure has poor 

signposting. 

 

40-49 Pass / Third Class: The structure of the work lacks coherence. Material is not 

effectively introduced or concluded.   There is barely any signposting. 

 

30-39 Fail: The work is poorly structured Content is disorganised and hard to follow. 

Material is not introduced or concluded. There is no signposting of structure. 
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1-29 Fail: The work has very little, if any, structure. Content is poorly organised, incoherent, 

and difficult to follow. There is no signposting. 

 

Communication and Presentation 

 

80+ First Class: The work is exceptionally well-presented. The communication style is clear, 

confident, fluent and concise. 

 

70-79 First Class: The work is very well presented. Communication is clear, confident and 

concise. There are few, if any, syntactical, grammatical or spelling errors. 

 

65-69 Upper Second Class (2:1): The work is presented to a good standard, but there are 

some minor syntactical, spelling or grammar errors. In places, the clarity of expression and 

communication could be improved. 

 

60-64 Upper Second Class (2:1): The work is presented to a good standard, but there are 

some syntactical, spelling or grammar errors. The style or clarity of expression and 

communication could be improved. 

 

50-59 Lower Second Class (2:2): The work suffers from some deficiencies in presentation 

e.g. grammatical mistakes, awkward expressions, lack of clarity. The style of communication 

and expression may not be fully effective. 

 

40-49 Pass / Third Class: The work suffers from deficiencies in presentation e.g. 

grammatical mistakes, awkward expressions, lack of clarity. Some parts of the assignment 

may not make sense. 

 

30-39 Fail: There are major deficiencies in written communication. Significant parts of the 

assignment do not make sense. 

 

1-29 Fail: The assignment is difficult to understand and there are major deficiencies in the 

accuracy and clarity of the writing. 

 

Representation of Sources 

 

80+ First Class: There are no deficiencies in referencing and bibliography. The assignment 

is thoroughly referenced at every relevant point. 

 

70-79 First Class: There are very few deficiencies in the referencing and bibliography. There 

is an extensive spread of different references throughout the assignment.   

 

65-69 Upper Second Class (2:1): There may be some minor deficiencies in referencing and 

bibliography. There is an appropriate spread of different references throughout the 

assignment.   

 

60-64 Upper Second Class (2:1): There are some minor deficiencies in referencing and 

bibliography. There is a spread of different references throughout the assignment.   
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50-59 Lower Second Class (2:2): There are some deficiencies in the referencing and 

bibliography. The assignment overly cites a few sources and some references are missing key 

details. 

 

40-49 Pass / Third Class: There are many deficiencies in the referencing and bibliography. 

The assignment overly cites a few sources and may have missing references.   

 

30-39 Fail: There are many significant deficiencies in the referencing and bibliography. 

Some references are absent. 

 

1-29 Fail: There are serious deficiencies in the referencing and bibliography. There are very 

few, if any, accurate references in the assignment. 

  



31 

 

 

Appendix B: SPIR Style Guide for Coursework  

 

1. Introduction  
 

All coursework submitted in SPIR must be formatted using the “Harvard style”, as described 

below. Failing to conform to these guidelines will result in lower marks for the 

“representation of sources” and “presentation” criteria of assessment (see section 4.9). 

Furthermore, inaccurate or incomplete references could be instances of plagiarism, a serious 

assessment offence (see sections 5.4, 5.5 and appendix D). For further help the QMUL 

Library’s module on research and referencing: 

http://qmplus.qmul.ac.uk/course/view.php?id=4370.   

  

2. General Format  

 

 All coursework must be word-processed.  

 Use a clear font like Times New Roman or Arial in at least size 11. 

 Type MUST be double-spaced throughout, with normal margins, to give markers 

space to add comments. 

 The title must be written at the top of your work. It does not count towards the word 

limit. 

 Paragraphs should be clearly separated, either by adding an empty line between them 

or indenting each paragraph’s first line (except the very first one). 

 Acronyms must be spelled out in full on their first usage followed by the abbreviation 

in brackets, which may be used thereafter. E.g. “The North Atlantic Treaty 

Organisation (NATO)”.  

 Do NOT use informal or colloquial terms, or contractions (e.g. don’t, isn’t) in formal 

academic writing. Equally, do not use fancy or complicated language merely to make 

your work “look better”. Write formally, but clearly and simply. For guidance, see 

George Orwell’s essay, “Politics and the English Language”: 

http://www.orwell.ru/library/essays/politics/english/e_polit. 

 All sources cited in your work MUST be listed in the bibliography. Do not include 

works you have not cited in your bibliography. 

 Pages must be numbered. 

 Your work must always be accompanied by a completed coversheet. Ensure you 

correctly identify your student number and seminar tutor: this is critical for assigning 

the work to the correct marker. Your name should NEVER appear on assessed work 

to enable anonymised marking. 

 ALWAYS proof-read your work before submission to remove typographical errors 

and ensure the presentation is fully consistent with this guide. 

 

3. Citations  

 

As stated in the guidance on plagiarism (sections 5.4, 5.5), all of the words and ideas 

contained in your coursework must either be: (a) your own, or (b) someone else’s, in which 

case a citation to the original source is ESSENTIAL. See sections 5.4 and 5.5, and Appendix 

D, for guidance on when you need to cite sources. 

 

Whenever you use an idea or a quotation from another author, you MUST ALWAYS insert 

an in-text citation, REGARDLESS OF THE TYPE OF SOURCE. This includes websites. 

http://qmplus.qmul.ac.uk/course/view.php?id=4370
http://www.orwell.ru/library/essays/politics/english/e_polit
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Every citation must identify: a) the author; b) the year of the publication; and c) where 

available/applicable, the page number. This is called the “Harvard” system of referencing. 

The format should always be as follows: (Author, Year: Pages). The pages you cite should be 

those that contain the ideas, information or text you are using. You do not need to include 

page numbers if you wish to cite the entire source. 

 

For example, say you want to quote a sentence from page 167 of Andrew Heywood’s book, 

Political Ideas and Concepts: An Introduction, published in 1994. You would do this is as 

follows: 

 

“The term democracy and the classical conception of democratic rule are firmly 

rooted in Ancient Greece” (Heywood, 1994: 167). 

 

Note that the in-text citation ALWAYS comes BEFORE punctuation (here, the full stop), 

NOT after it; nor is there an extra full stop before the citation. Also note the citation is 

ALWAYS in-text, NOT in a footnote. 

 

You can also insert the citation next to the name of the author in your text, and omit their 

name in your citation: 

 

As Heywood (1994: 167) notes, “democracy and the classical conception of 

democratic rule are firmly rooted in Ancient Greece”.  

 

You can abbreviate quotations by using an ellipse (…), and you can alter quotations to 

improve the flow by adding text in square brackets [  ], though take care that by so doing you 

do not misrepresent the source. E.g.: 

 

As is well known, the idea of “democracy… [is] firmly rooted in Ancient Greece” 

(Heywood, 1994: 167). 

 

If you need to cite several pages, you can separate numbers with commas, e.g. (Heywood, 

1994: 123, 89). To indicate a range of pages, use a hyphen, e.g. (Heywood, 1994: 123-133).  

 

Regardless of whether the source is a book, journal article, webpage or whatever, the format 

is ALWAYS the same: Author, Year: Page(s). If a work lacks a clear author, use the term 

“Anonymous”. If there is no year, use “n.d.” (no date). If page numbers do not exist, e.g. on a 

webpage, you may omit them.  

 

If you quote directly from a source, you must ALWAYS surround the quoted text using 

quotation marks: “like this”. Failing to do so is technical plagiarism, even if you include a 

citation!  

 

ALWAYS use double quotation marks (“ ”) to identify the start and end of quotations. Do 

NOT use “ ” and ‘ ’ interchangeably. Use single quotation marks ONLY to identify 

quotations within quotations. For example, we might want to quote a textbook by Smith that 

discusses and quotes the work of Thomas Hobbes. We might write:  

 

In a state of anarchy, “Hobbes argued that life would be ‘solitary, poor, nasty, brutish, 

and short’, and many real-world examples like Somalia support this claim” (Smith, 

2000: 11).  
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Here, the whole sentence from “Hobbes” to “claim” comes from Smith’s book, and so it is 

surrounded by “ ”. But Smith herself is also quoting from Hobbes – the ‘ ’ identifies that part. 

By using different quotation marks, we clearly identify which text is which.  

 

If you want to directly quote an author whose work is cited by another author, you do so as 

follows: 

 

Hobbes characterised life without government as “solitary, poor, nasty, brutish and 

short” (Hobbes 1651, cited in Smith, 2000: 11). 

 

This tells your reader that you have not read the original source by Hobbes – you have only 

read it as quoted in a secondary source. Do not quote the original directly unless you have 

actually read that source. 

 

Very occasionally, you may need to cite multiple texts by the same author, published in the 

same year. In this case, add a letter “a” to the year of the first citation, a “b” to the second, 

and so on. E.g.: 

 

It is simple to cite authors who publish a lot of articles in one year (Smith, 2000a). 

You simply add letters to the year (Smith, 2000b). You can go on like this forever 

(Smith, 2000c). 

 

In your bibliography, you will need to identify which source is a, b, c, etc, by adding the 

letter to the year there, too.  

 

Even more rarely, you might need to cite different authors with identical surnames who have 

published work in the same year! In order to clarify which one you are citing, add the 

author’s first initial. For example, imagine two articles published in 2015 by Mark Smith and 

Jane Smith: 

 

You would just add the initial of the author to make it clear which one you are citing 

(M. Smith, 2015: 1). Add a different initial for the second one (J. Smith, 2015: 59). If 

the year is different, you do not need to include the author’s initial (Smith 2000: 12).  

 

4. Footnotes 

 

Note that, as the name suggests, in-text citations should ALWAYS appear in the text itself; 

they should NOT be placed in footnotes. Footnotes should be used ONLY to provide 

additional information that is important to include, yet is somewhat peripheral and might 

interrupt the argumentative flow if included in the main body of the essay. For example, you 

might consider it important to identify the members of an international organisation, but 

adding a sentence on this would disrupt the flow of your argument. You could therefore put 

this information in a footnote. If a citation is required to support what you write in the 

footnote, you should add it in the normal way. This is the ONLY time in-text citations should 

appear in footnotes. E.g.: 

 

The contribution of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) to regional 

order is hotly disputed among realist and constructivist authors.1 While realists see 
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ASEAN contributing little, with balance-of-power politics predominating, 

constructivists are more positive, citing processes of normative socialisation.  

______ 

 

1. ASEAN was founded in 1967 by Indonesia, Malaysia, Thailand, Singapore and 

the Philippines. Brunei joined in 1984, followed by Myanmar and Laos in 1997 

and Cambodia in 1999 (Acharya, 2001: 59). 

 

Footnotes are included in towards your word limit, so use them very sparingly! Do NOT use 

endnotes: they are inconvenient for the reader. 

 

5. Bibliography 

 

Every piece of assessed work MUST include a full bibliography listing ALL of the sources 

cited in your work, even if you have only cited one text. The purpose of the bibliography is to 

allow the reader to identify (and possibly consult) the work cited in your essay. It should 

therefore include ONLY those sources cited, not just a list of everything you have read. The 

bibliography is NOT included in the word count. 

 

General Pointers:  

 Different sources require different presentational formatting, but EVERY entry begins 

as follows: 

 

  Author Surname, Author First Name (Year) 

 

 The bibliography should be sorted alphabetically according to author surname. If you 

have multiple sources by the same author, sort those according to year, starting with 

the earliest one. 

 If you have cited multiple sources by the same author published in the same year, do 

not forget to add a letter to the year and ensure this matches your citations. 

 The authors and editors for each item should be listed in the order given in the 

original source. 

 If multiple places of publication are listed, just include the first one. Ensure you 

identify a CITY, not a county, state, country, etc. 

 If data required is unavailable (which is rare), make that clear. E.g. if no author is 

identifiable, substitute “Anonymous”. If the date is not known, write “n.d.” (no date). 

If there are no page numbers, omit them. 

 ALWAYS proof-read your bibliography prior to submission to ensure it conforms to 

the style guide below.
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Examples 

 

Publication 

Type 

Format Example 

Books and 

Reports 

(Monographs) 

Author Surname, Author First 

Name (Year) Title, edition (Place of 

Publication: Publisher). 

 

Note: Book/report titles are 

ALWAYS italicised. Page 

numbers/chapters are NOT included, 

even if you only read certain 

pages/chapters: because the book is a 

coherent whole, written entirely by 

one author or group, the ENTIRE 

book is the source. If the edition is 

not given by the source, exclude it. 

Heywood, Andrew (1994) 

Political Ideas and Concepts: An 

Introduction, 1st edition 

(Basingstoke: Macmillan). 

 

World Bank (2015) The World 

Bank Annual Report 2015 

(Washington, DC: World Bank). 

 

Chapters in 

Edited Books 

Author Surname, Author First 

Name (Year) “Title of Chapter”, in 

Editor(s) (ed.)/ (eds.) Title of Edited 

Book, edition (Place of Publication: 

Publisher), Pages. 

 

Note: Unlike monographs, edited 

volumes contain several chapters by 

DIFFERENT authors on 

DIFFERENT topics. If you only cite 

the editors and book title, the reader 

cannot know exactly where you took 

ideas/ quotations from. Thus, you 

MUST give the FULL details of the 

specific part you have read and cited. 

Note that the book chapter is in 

quotation marks while the title of the 

edited volume as a whole is italicised. 

Use “ed.” for one editor, and “eds.” 

where there is more than one. 

 

Koslowski, Rey and Wiener, 

Antje (2002) “Practising 

Democracy Transnationally”, in 

Ferguson, Yale H. and Jones, R.J. 

Barry (eds.) Political Space: 

Frontiers of Change and 

Governance in a Globalizing 

World (New York: SUNY Press), 

281-296. 

 

Journal 

Articles 

Author Surname, Author First 

Name (Year) “Title of Article”, 

Journal Name Volume-

Number(Issue-Number): Pages. 

 

Note: As with chapters in edited 

volumes, the article title is in 

quotation marks while the volume in 

which it is contained (the name of the 

journal) is italicised. The logic is 

similar: journals are divided into 

Orbell, John M. and Rutherford, 

Brent M. (1973) “Can Leviathan 

Make the Life of Man Less 

Solitary, Poor, Nasty, Brutish and 

Short?”, British Journal of 

Political Science 3(4): 383-407. 
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volumes (one for each year), with 

volumes further subdivided into 

issues, and issues divided into 

separate articles by different authors. 

Again, the full information is required 

so the reader can locate the article 

you are actually citing. Note that you 

do NOT include details of the editor, 

publisher, etc. NEVER include a 

URL, even if you accessed the 

journal using the Internet. 

 

Newspapers Author Surname, Author First 

Name (Year) “Title of Article”, 

Newspaper Name, Date of 

Publication. 

 

Hopkins, Katie (2015) “On the Art 

of Trolling”, Daily Mail, 2 

February, 14. 

Webpages Author Surname, Author First 

Name (Year) “Title of Webpage”, 

Name of Website, Date of Creation, 

accessed at URL, Date of Access. 

 

Because webpages can change, you 

must describe the date of the source 

itself AND report where and when 

you accessed it. Webpages vary 

hugely in quality and reliability and 

so should be used with discernment. 

E.g. never cite Wikipedia pages: 

since they are editable by anyone, 

they are unreliable. 

 

Marcus, Jonathan (2014) 

“Pentagon Ex-Head Gates 

Criticises Obama’s Afghan 

Tactics”, BBC News, 8 January, 

accessed at 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-

politics-34980504, 2 December 

2015. 

Official 

Documents 

Author Surname, Author First 

Name (Year) “Title of Document”, 

Source of Document, Date of 

Document. 

 

Official documents (e.g. internal 

governmental or organisational 

documents found in archives), vary 

enormously. The key is to: include as 

full a reference as possible, such that 

anyone wishing to locate the item 

could do so; and present it in a format 

consistent with the rest of your 

bibliography. The relevant repository 

(e.g. the National Archive), will often 

provide helpful advice on how to cite 

their material. 

 

Smith, John (1979) “Afghanistan: 

Soviet Troops Massing on 

Border”, Cable from the British 

Embassy in Moscow to the 

Foreign Office, FCO 17/450/1, 21 

December. 

 

 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-34980504
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-34980504
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Podcast Author (year of broadcast), 'title of 

episode', title of podcast, date, URL, 

date accessed. 

 

 

Radio 

Broadcast 

Title of programme, (Year of 

original transmission), Name of 

radio station, Day and month or 

original transmission, Available at: 

URL, Accessed: date 

 

 


