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Module description 

 

This module offers an introductory take on contemporary British politics. It focuses on the 

burning question of how we got where we are today, with Prime Minister Boris Johnson newly 

returned to Downing Street at the head of a large Conservative Party majority in the House of 

Commons, and the UK finally “Brexiting” the EU. Along the way, it introduces students to the 

recent (and no so recent) history of some of the key issues in contemporary UK politics, 

including the legacy of empire, Europe, the union, the political party system and the key parties 

themselves. 

 

Teaching and learning methods 

 

POL108 involves eleven hours of lectures and eleven hours of seminars during Semester B. In 

addition to attending and participating in all teaching sessions, students are expected to 

complete eight hours of independent study per week. Independent study should involve reading 

and taking notes on assigned academic literature, preparing to respond to seminar questions, 

and planning for and completing coursework. Students should attend office hours to get 

feedback on seminar performance and written work, and for assistance in preparing for 

assessments. 

 

Module structure 

 

POL108 follows a staggered structure; each week’s lecture topic forms the basis for the 

following week’s seminar.  

 

Week Lecture Seminar 

1 After Empire Intro to POL108 

2 Special relationship: The US After Empire 

3 Awkward partnership: Europe Special relationship: The US 

4 (Dis)United Kingdom Awkward partnership: Europe 

5 How to write your blog post (Dis)United Kingdom 

6 Elections Blogging workshop 

7 Reading week – no lecture or seminar 

8 Party system Elections 

9 The Conservative Party Party system 

10 The Labour Party  The Conservative Party 

11 How to write your essay The Labour Party 

12 The 2019 general election Essay-writing workshop 

  

Assessment and feedback 

 

POL108 has two types of summative assessment: an 800-word blog post worth 40% of the 

module grade and due at the end of week 6 (1 March), and a 2,500-word essay worth 60% of 

the module grade and due on the Tuesday after the end of term (14 April). Each assessment 

will directly relate to questions discussed during seminars.  

 

Students will receive feedback in a number of ways. They can expect detailed written 

comments explaining the grade awarded for their written assignments and suggesting ways to 
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improve. Students will also receive oral feedback on particular contributions to classroom 

discussions, and are welcome to seek further advice by attending office hours. 

 

Reading list demographics 

 

For the sake of transparency and my own accountability, I like to include a demographic 

breakdown showing the gender and ethnicity of authors on my reading lists. This is an 

imperfect process; often I have to estimate an author’s demographic background from their 

departmental website photograph. But it gives a rough sense of how things look.  

 

Things are quite challenging in the area of British politics – the previous version of the reading 

list for this module was almost entirely white and male, reflecting the historic dominance of 

white men over the field. It is possible, however, to find good academic work written by women 

and people of colour studying politics in the UK. In the end, as the chart below shows, the 

picture is pretty imperfect. Male authors wrote 63.1% of items on the POL108 reading list, 

compared to female authors who wrote 36.9%, as against a population that is essentially 50% 

male and 50% female. White authors wrote 80.3% of the readings and people of colour 19.7%, 

compared to a UK population that is approximately 84% white and 16% people of colour – so 

the picture is more representative on this front.  

 

 
 

 

What comes next? 

 

POL108 provides a general grounding in some of the key elements of contemporary British 

politics, and a transferrable skill-set relevant to all School of Politics and International 

Relations second-year modules. It is particularly relevant to the following second-year 

modules: 

 

POL253 Accountability and Complexity in British Government (Dr Gover) 

POL260 Power and Legitimacy in British Politics (Dr Strong – may not run in 2020/21) 

POL268 The UK and the EU (Dr Copeland) 

 

 

W/M

48.0%

POC/M

15.2%

W/F

32.3%

POC/F

4.5%

Male

63.1%

Female

36.9%
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POL108 also offers useful background for the following third year modules: 

 

POL318 Dissertation 

POL350 Analysing Public Policy (Dr Diamond) 

POL368 Socialist Political Thought (Dr Davis) 

POL373 Parliamentary Studies (Dr Gover) 

POL396 British Economic and Social Policy since 1945 (Dr Diamond) 

 

Introductory reading 

 

Students with no prior knowledge of British politics may wish to read one of the following 

texts before the start of, or early in, Semester B: 

 

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

King, Anthony (2015) Who Governs Britain? (London: Penguin) 
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Topic 1: After Empire 
 

Lecture (week 1) 

 

We begin our attempt to make sense of the current political moment with a brief reflection on 

the relationship between the historic British Empire and the contemporary UK. We’ll look first 

at what the Empire was, considering the different phases of its existence, the different 

governance structures it exhibited, and the tension between individual initiative, commerce, 

and politics that marked its slow growth and more rapid decline. We’ll then consider the marks 

the Empire left on UK politics and society. In particular, we’ll reflect on the UK’s broad (and 

growing) ethnic and religious diversity, and on what Paul Gilroy (2006) called its “postcolonial 

melancholia”. 

 

Seminar (week 2) 

 

In this seminar, we’ll reflect on the following question:  

 

How does the UK’s imperial history shape its present politics? 

 

In preparing for this seminar, you should do the following: 

 

1. Read the required readings: 

 

Gopal, Priyamvada (2016) “Redressing anti-imperial amnesia”, Race and Class 57(3): 

18-30. 

 

Kumar, Krishnan (2006) “Empire and English nationalism”, Nations and Nationalism 

12(1): 1-13. 

 

2. Answer the following questions about each of the readings: 

 

 What is the main argument that the author makes? 

 What supporting arguments does the author make? 

 What evidence does the author offer to support their argument? 

 How convincing do you find the author’s argument? 

 

3. Prepare an answer to this week’s seminar question, using the following prompts: 

 

 In one sentence, what is your answer to the question? 

 What three key points convinced you that that was the answer? 

 What quotes would you use from the readings to support your answer? 

 What real world examples would you give to support your answer? 

 

Further readings 

 

If you decide to write your blog post or essay on this topic, you should read AT LEAST THREE 

of the following further readings: 
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Barkawi, Tarak, and Shane Brighton (2013) “Brown Britain: post-colonial politics and grand 

strategy”, International Affairs 89(5): 1109-1123. 

 

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

Bloomsbury). 

 

Gilroy, Paul (2006) Postcolonial Melancholia (New York, NY: Columbia University Press).  

 

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

(London: Verso). 

 

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

 

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

423. 

 

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

the problem of nativist socialism”, The Sociological Review advance online publication, DOI: 

10.1177/0038026119845550. 

 

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

The Sociological Review advance online publication, DOI: 10.1177/0038026119831590. 

 

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

 

Shilliam, Robbie (2016) “Ethiopianism, Englishness, Britishness: Struggles over imperial 

belonging”, Citizenship Studies 20(2): 243-259.  

 

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

Studies, 41(10), 1802-1819. 

 

Ware, Vron (1992) “Moments of danger: Race, gender, and memories of empire”, History and 

Theory 31(4): 116-137. 
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Topic 2: Special Relationship: The US 
 

Lecture (week 2) 

 

We’ll continue to situate the UK in its wider global context this week by discussing it’s so-

called “special relationship” with the United States of America. Despite a shaky start – Lord 

Cornwallis’ surrender at Yorktown in 1781 ended the First British Empire and brought Lord 

North’s government crashing down, while Major General Robert Ross’s decision to burn the 

White House to the ground during his temporary occupation of Washington in 1814 didn’t 

exactly endear the British to their former colonial subjects – the notion that the US and UK 

should act in lockstep has come to dominate the thinking of contemporary political elites. We’ll 

consider the historical dimension of the special relationship, identifying high points and low 

points from 1945 to the present day. We’ll reflect on the nature of the special relationship, 

emphasizing the importance of shared language, culture, and economic values, as well as 

military inter-operability and intelligence co-operation. Finally, we’ll discuss the importance 

of personalities, reflecting on whether the strength of the special relationship depends on who 

the President and Prime Minister are. 

 

Seminar (week 3) 

 

In this seminar, we’ll reflect on the following question:  

 

“More rhetoric than reality” – to what extent does this statement describe the US-UK “special 

relationship”? 

 

In preparing for this seminar, you should do the following: 

 

1. Read the required readings: 

 

Kennedy-Pipe, Carolyn and Rhiannon Vickers (2007) “Blowback for Britain? Blair, 

Bush and the war in Iraq”, Review of International Studies 33(2): 205-221. 

 

Porter, Patrick (2010) “Last charge of the knights? Iraq, Afghanistan and the special 

relationship”, International Affairs 86(2): 355-375. 

 

2. Answer the following questions about each of the readings: 

 

 What is the main argument that the author makes? 

 What supporting arguments does the author make? 

 What evidence does the author offer to support their argument? 

 How convincing do you find the author’s argument? 

 

3. Prepare an answer to this week’s seminar question, using the following prompts: 

 

 In one sentence, what is your answer to the question? 

 What three key points convinced you that that was the answer? 

 What quotes would you use from the readings to support your answer? 

 What real world examples would you give to support your answer? 
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Further readings 

 

If you decide to write your blog post or essay on this topic, you should read AT LEAST THREE 

of the following further readings: 

 

Blakeley, Ruth and Sam Raphael (2017) “British torture in the ‘war on terror’”, European 

Journal of International Relations 23(2): 243-266. 

 

Burk, Kathleen (2007) Old World, New World: The Story of Britain and America (London: 

Little, Brown). 

 

Danchev, Alex (2007) “Tony Blair’s Vietnam: The Iraq War and the ‘special relationship’ in 

historical perspective”, Review of International Studies 33(2): 189-203. 

 

Dumbrell, John (2009) “The US-UK special relationship: Taking the 21st-century 

temperature”, British Journal of Politics and International Relations 11(1): 64-78. 

 

Rasmussen, Jorgen and James McCormick (1993) “Mass perceptions of the Anglo-American 

special relationship”, Political Science Quarterly 108(3): 515-541. 

 

Treharne, Sally-Ann (2015) Reagan and Thatcher’s Special Relationship (Edinburgh: 

Edinburgh University Press). 

 

Vucetic, Srdjan (2011) “A racialized peace? How Britain and the US made their relationship 

special”, Foreign Policy Analysis 7(4): 403-421. 

  

Wallace, William and Christopher Phillips (2009) “Reassessing the special relationship”, 

International Affairs 85(2): 263-284. 

 

Webb, Clive (2016) “Reluctant partners: African Americans and the origins of the special 

relationship”, Journal of Transatlantic Studies 14(4): 350-364. 

 

Wilson, Graham (2017) “Brexit, Trump and the special relationship”, British Journal of 

Politics and International Relations 19(3): 543-557. 

 

Wolf, Nikita (2017) “This secret town: British intelligence, the special relationship, and the 

Vietnam War”, The International History Review 39(2): 338-367. 

 

Xu, Ruike (2016) “Institutionalization, path dependence and the persistence of the Anglo-

American special relationship”, International Affairs 92(5): 1207-1228. 
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Topic 3: Awkward Partnership: Europe 
 

Lecture (week 3) 

 

In week 3 we’ll confront perhaps the most controversial issue in recent British politics; the 

UK’s decision to “Brexit” the EU. We’ll begin by reviewing the history of the UK’s 

membership of the EU, including its two abortive attempts to join the EEC in the 1960s and 

the ‘first’ Brexit referendum of 1975. We’ll then consider the various challenges the UK faced 

in continuing to be a member of the EU, focusing on differences of political vision, 

constitutional order, and economic structure. Finally, we’ll look at the 2016 Brexit referendum 

and its messy aftermath, and reflect on why 52% of voters chose “Leave” over “Remain” and 

why implementing their decision proved more difficult than many political elites apparently 

expected. 

 

Seminar (week 4) 

 

In this seminar, we’ll reflect on the following question:  

 

Was Brexit inevitable? 

 

In preparing for this seminar, you should do the following: 

 

1. Read the required readings: 

 

Gamble, Andrew (2018) “Taking back control: The political implications of Brexit”, 

Journal of European Public Policy 25(8): 1215-1232. 

 

Hobolt, Sara (2016) “The Brexit vote: A divided nation, a divided continent”, Journal 

of European Public Policy 23(9): 1259-1277. 

 

2. Answer the following questions about each of the readings: 

 

 What is the main argument that the author makes? 

 What supporting arguments does the author make? 

 What evidence does the author offer to support their argument? 

 How convincing do you find the author’s argument? 

 

3. Prepare an answer to this week’s seminar question, using the following prompts: 

 

 In one sentence, what is your answer to the question? 

 What three key points convinced you that that was the answer? 

 What quotes would you use from the readings to support your answer? 

 What real world examples would you give to support your answer? 

 

Further readings 

 

If you decide to write your blog post or essay on this topic, you should read AT LEAST THREE 

of the following further readings: 
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Daddow, Oliver (2013) “Margaret Thatcher, Tony Blair and the Eurosceptic tradition in 

Britain”, British Journal of Politics and International Relations 15(2): 210-227. 

 

Lynch, Philip and Richard Whitaker (2018) “All Brexiteers now? Brexit, the Conservatives 

and party change”, British Politics 13(1): 31-47. 

 

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

92(6): 1297-1318. 

 

Niblett, Robin (2007) “Choosing between America and Europe: A new context for British 

foreign policy”, International Affairs 83(4): 627-641. 

 

Patel, Tina and Laura Connely (2019) “Post-race racisms in the narratives of Brexit voters”, 

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

 

Smith, Julie (1999) “The 1975 referendum”, Journal of European Integration History 5(1): 41-

56. 

 

Vasilopoulou, Sofia and Liisa Talving (2019) “British public opinion on Brexit: Controversies 

and contradictions”, European Political Science 18(1): 134-142. 

 

Virdee, Satnam and Brendan McGeever (2018) “Racism, crisis, Brexit”, Ethnic and Racial 

Studies 41(10): 1802-1819. 
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Topic 4: (Dis)United Kingdom 
 

Lecture (week 4) 

 

In this final week looking at the kind of country the UK is, we consider its status as a union of 

four nations. We’ll start by looking back over the processes through which successive English 

governments forged a single sovereign state from four different national polities. We’ll then 

consider the challenges and contradictions posed by the resulting entity, including the legacy 

of the ‘troubles’ in Northern Ireland and the ongoing push for Scottish independence. Finally, 

we’ll consider the different remedies applied to try to keep the UK united, and reflect on how 

likely they are to last.  

 

Seminar (week 5) 

 

In this seminar, we’ll reflect on the following question:  

 

How stable is the United Kingdom? 

 

In preparing for this seminar, you should do the following: 

 

1. Read the required readings: 

 

Bogdanor, Vernon (2010) “The West Lothian question”, Parliamentary Affairs 63(1): 

156-172. 

 

Henderson, Ailsa, Charlie Jeffery, Robert Lineira, Roger Scully, Daniel Wincott and 

Richard Wyn Jones (2016) “England, Englishness and Brexit”, The Political Quarterly 

87(2), 187-199. 

 

2. Answer the following questions about each of the readings: 

 

 What is the main argument that the author makes? 

 What supporting arguments does the author make? 

 What evidence does the author offer to support their argument? 

 How convincing do you find the author’s argument? 

 

3. Prepare an answer to this week’s seminar question, using the following prompts: 

 

 In one sentence, what is your answer to the question? 

 What three key points convinced you that that was the answer? 

 What quotes would you use from the readings to support your answer? 

 What real world examples would you give to support your answer? 

 

Further readings 

 

If you decide to write your blog post or essay on this topic, you should read AT LEAST THREE 

of the following further readings: 
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Birrell, Derek and Deirdre Heenan (2019) “The confidence and supply agreement between the 

Conservative Party and the Democratic Unionist Party: Implications for the Barnett Formula 

and intergovernmental relations in the UK”, Parliamentary Affairs advance online publication, 

DOI: 10.1093/pa/gsz012.  

 

Curtice, John (2006) “A stronger or weaker union? Public reactions to asymmetric devolution 

in the United Kingdom”, Publius: The Journal of Federalism 36(1): 95-113. 

 

Gormley-Heenan, Cathy and Arthur Aughey (2017) “Northern Ireland and Brexit: Three 

effects on ‘the border in the mind’”, British Journal of Politics and International Relations 

19(3): 497-511. 

 

Haughey, Sean (2019) “Worth restoring?: Taking stock of the Northern Ireland Assembly”, 

The Political Quarterly advance online publication, DOI: 10.1111/1467-923X.12769. 

 

Henderson, Ailsa, Charlie Jeffery, and Robert Liñeira (2015) “National identity or national 

interest? Scottish, English and Welsh attitudes to the constitutional debate” The Political 

Quarterly 86(2): 265-274. 

 

Jeffrey, Charlie, Ailsa Henderson, Roger Scully and Richard Wyn Jones (2016) “England’s 

dissatisfactions and the Conservative dilemma”, Political Studies Review, 14(3): 335-348. 

 

Jones, Richard Wyn, and Roger Scully (2006) “Devolution and electoral politics in Scotland 

and Wales”, Publius: The Journal of Federalism 36(1): 115-134. 

 

Kumar, Krishan (2010) “Negotiating English identity: Englishness, Britishness and the future 

of the United Kingdom”, Nations and Nationalism 16(3): 469-487. 

 

Mackay, Fiona, and Laura McAllister (2012) “Feminising British politics: Six lessons from 

devolution in Scotland and Wales”, The Political Quarterly 83(4): 730-734. 

 

Mitchell, James (2000) “New parliament, new politics in Scotland”, Parliamentary 

Affairs 53(3): 605-621. 
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Topic 5: How to write your blog post 
 

Lecture (week 5) 

 

In this lecture we’ll discuss how to write your first POL108 assignment, an 800-word blog post 

answering one of the four seminar questions we have discussed so far on the module (note, you 

will not be able to write your second assignment on the same question, so choose carefully!): 

 

1. How does the UK’s imperial history shape its present politics? 

2. “More rhetoric than reality”: to what extent does this statement describe the US-UK 

“special relationship”? 

3. Was Brexit inevitable? 

4. How stable is the United Kingdom? 

 

In writing your blog post, pay attention to these top tips: 

 

1. Answer the specific question set. Don’t make up your own question. Don’t just write 

down everything you know about the topic. Use your essay to explain what your answer 

is, and why. 

2. Use your introduction to set out what your argument is and what your reasons are. 

Answer the question directly in the first sentence. Offer three why your answer is what 

it is.  

3. Structure your post around your three reasons, writing one paragraphs explaining each 

reason in more detail and justifying it with evidence from the academic literature. 

4. Refer to AT LEAST five texts FROM THE READING LIST. Do not use material that 

isn’t on the reading list – we haven’t talked about how to do that properly when studying 

British politics, and you won’t get credit for doing it.  

5. Include citations (with hyperlinks) to the readings you discuss, and a bibliography at 

the end of the post.  

 

Seminar (week 6) 

 

We’ll use the week 6 seminar as a blog post planning workshop. Please bring a HARD COPY 

plan for your post including the following points: 

 

1. What is your answer to the question? 

2. What are your three reasons for your answer? 

3. Which readings will you use to support your reasoning? 

4. What are the key strengths and weaknesses of those readings? 
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Topic 6: Elections 
 

Lecture (week 6) 

 

We now move from talking about what kind of country the UK is to thinking about how UK 

politics works. We’re going to focus specifically on national politics, and in particular on how 

certain groups and individuals gain power in Parliament. First, we’ll look at the UK electoral 

system – a single-member plurality system known colloquially as First Past the Post. We’ll 

then consider how the electoral system interacts with the party system (next week’s topic) to 

deliver disproportionate power in parliament to larger parties with more efficiently-distributed 

supporters, over those whose supporters are more evenly spread across the country – with 

negative consequences for the legitimacy of UK democracy. Finally, we’ll look at some 

possible alternative approaches to UK elections, and discuss why First Past the Post seems 

likely to stay with us in future.  

 

Seminar (week 8)  

 

In this seminar, we’ll reflect on the following question:  

 

Should the UK adopt a different system for elections to the House of Commons? 

 

In preparing for this seminar, you should do the following: 

 

1. Read the required readings: 

 

Norris, Pippa (1995) “The politics of electoral reform in Britain”, International 

Political Science Review 16(1): 65-78. 

 

Bogdanor, Vernon (1997) “First-past-the-post: An electoral system which is difficult to 

defend”, Representation 34(2): 80-83. 

 

Norton, Philip (1997) “The case for first-past-the-post”, Representation 34(2): 84-88. 

 

2. Answer the following questions about each of the readings: 

 

 What is the main argument that the author makes? 

 What supporting arguments does the author make? 

 What evidence does the author offer to support their argument? 

 How convincing do you find the author’s argument? 

 

3. Prepare an answer to this week’s seminar question, using the following prompts: 

 

 In one sentence, what is your answer to the question? 

 What three key points convinced you that that was the answer? 

 What quotes would you use from the readings to support your answer? 

 What real world examples would you give to support your answer? 
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Further readings 

 

If you decide to write your essay on this topic, you should read AT LEAST THREE of the 

following further readings: 

 

Economist.com (2017) “The winners and losers of Britain’s ‘first past the post’ electoral 

system”, 8 June, accessed at https://www.economist.com/graphic-detail/2017/06/08/the-

winners-and-losers-of-britains-first-past-the-post-electoral-system, 19 December 2019. 

 

Garland, Jess and Chris Terry (2017) “The 2017 General Election: Volatile Voting, Random 

Results”, The Electoral Reform Society, August, accessed at https://www.electoral-

reform.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/2017-UK-General-Election-Report.pdf, 19 

December 2019. 
 

Henderson, Ailsa (2008) “Satisfaction with democracy: The impact of winning and losing in 

Westminster systems”, Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and Parties 18(1): 3-26. 

 

Laycock, Samantha, Alan Renwick, Daniel Stevens and Jack Vowles (2013) “The UK’s 

electoral reform referendum of May 2011”, Electoral Studies, 32(2): 211-214. 

 

Sanders, David, Harold Clarke, Marianne Stewart and Paul Whiteley (2010) “Simulating the 

effects of the alternative vote in the 2010 UK general election”, Parliamentary Affairs 64(1): 

5-23. 

 

Saunders, Robert (2019) “The rise and fall of British Democracy”, The New Statesman, 10 

April, accessed at https://www.newstatesman.com/politics/uk/2019/04/rise-and-fall-british-

democracy, 19 December 2019. 

  

https://www.economist.com/graphic-detail/2017/06/08/the-winners-and-losers-of-britains-first-past-the-post-electoral-system
https://www.economist.com/graphic-detail/2017/06/08/the-winners-and-losers-of-britains-first-past-the-post-electoral-system
https://www.electoral-reform.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/2017-UK-General-Election-Report.pdf
https://www.electoral-reform.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/2017-UK-General-Election-Report.pdf
https://www.newstatesman.com/politics/uk/2019/04/rise-and-fall-british-democracy
https://www.newstatesman.com/politics/uk/2019/04/rise-and-fall-british-democracy
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Topic 7: The Party System 
 

Lecture (week 8) 

 

Having looked at how people get in to positions of political power in the UK, we’ll next 

consider who they actually are. The vast majority of elected officials in the UK represent a 

small number of (more or less) organized political parties. Since 1922, every UK Prime 

Minister has been a member of the Labour or the Conservative Party, the subjects of our next 

two lectures. This was not always the case, however. We’ll first look at the emergence of what 

we think of today as the modern UK party system, with the Labour Party’s rapid rise to replace 

the Liberal Party as the main opponent of the Conservatives in the early twentieth century. 

We’ll then consider the development of an effective two-party system in the aftermath of the 

Second World War, a period in which Labour and the Conservatives between them repeatedly 

gained over 90% of the vote. Finally, we’ll consider the more recent fragmentation of the party 

system, which led to claims (now proven premature) that the era of single-party majority 

government might have come to an end.  

 

Seminar (week 9) 

 

In this seminar, we’ll reflect on the following question:  

 

Has the influence of “third” parties over British politics increased? 

 

In preparing for this seminar, you should do the following: 

 

1. Read the required readings: 

 

Bogdanor, Vernon (2004) “The constitution and the party system in the twentieth 

century”, Parliamentary Affairs 71(2): 219-242. 

 

Thompson, Louise (2018) “Understanding third parties at Westminster: The SNP in the 

2015 parliament”, Politics 38(4): 443-457. 

 

2. Answer the following questions about each of the readings: 

 

 What is the main argument that the author makes? 

 What supporting arguments does the author make? 

 What evidence does the author offer to support their argument? 

 How convincing do you find the author’s argument? 

 

3. Prepare an answer to this week’s seminar question, using the following prompts: 

 

 In one sentence, what is your answer to the question? 

 What three key points convinced you that that was the answer? 

 What quotes would you use from the readings to support your answer? 

 What real world examples would you give to support your answer? 
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Further readings 

 

If you decide to write your essay on this topic, you should read AT LEAST THREE of the 

following further readings: 

 

Abedi, Amir and Thomas Carl Lundberg (2008) “Doomed to failure? UKIP and the 

organisational challenges facing right-wing populist anti-political establishment parties”, 

Parliamentary Affairs 62(1): 72-87. 

 

Chadwick, Andrew (2000) “A ‘miracle of politics’: The rise of Labour, 1900-1945”, in Brivati, 

Brian and Richard Heffernan (eds.) The Labour Party: A Centenary History (Basingstoke: 

Palgrave MacMillan), 322-345. [available as an ebook via QM Library). 

 

Copus, Colin, Alastair Clark, Herwig Reynaert and Kristof Steyvers (2009) “Minor party and 

independent politics beyond the mainstream: Fluctuating fortunes but a permanent presence”, 

Parliamentary Affairs 62(1): 4-18.  

 

Dommett, Katharine (2013) “A miserable little compromise? Exploring Liberal Democrat 

fortunes in the UK coalition”, The Political Quarterly 84(2): 218-227. 

 

Evans, Elizabeth (2011) “Two heads are better than one? Assessing the implications of the 

Conservative–Liberal Democrat coalition for UK politics”, Political science 63(1): 45-60. 

 

Gay, Oonagh, Petra Schleiter and Valerie Belu (2015) “The coalition and the decline of 

majoritarianism in the UK”, The Political Quarterly 86(1): 118-124. 

 

Green, Jane and Sara Hobolt (2008) “Owning the issue agenda: Party strategies and vote 

choices in British elections”, Electoral Studies 27(3): 460-476. 

 

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

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

 

Heath, Oliver and Matthew Goodwin (2017) “The 2017 general election, Brexit and the return 

to two-party politics: An aggregate-level analysis of the result”, The Political Quarterly 88(3): 

345-358. 

 

Johnson, Craig and Alia Middleton (2016) “Junior coalition parties in the British context: 

Explaining the Liberal Democrat collapse at the 2015 general election”, Electoral Studies 

43(1): 63-71. 

 

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

revisited”, The Political Quarterly 89(1): 18-28. 
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Topic 8: The Conservative Party 
 

Lecture (week 9) 

 

In this first of two deep looks at specific UK political parties, we’ll consider the Conservatives. 

In ideological terms, twentieth-century British conservatism emerged from the merger of 

nineteenth-century Toryism and classical liberalism. In the aftermath of the Second World 

War, however, Conservative leaders largely accommodated themselves to the prevailing statist 

political currents. This willingness to compromise on ideology in order to meet the demands 

of voters gained ‘one nation’ Conservatives a reputation for pragmatism, and an ability to 

assemble broad electoral coalitions. Under Margaret Thatcher (party leader 1975-1990, Prime 

Minister 1979-1990), however, that reputation shifted, with a return to a more ideological 

approach and increasing divisions over Europe – divisions that continued to dog the careers of 

Thatcher’s successors, not least David Cameron (party leader 2005-2016, Prime Minister 2010-

2016) and Theresa May (party leader and Prime Minister 2016-2019). The victory of the 

Eurosceptics under Boris Johnson (party leader and Prime Minister 2019 – present) saw both 

the return of ‘one nation’ rhetoric and the purging of rebels from the Party. It also led directly 

to a significant election victory – the topic of week 12’s lecture.  

 

Seminar (week 10) 

 

In this seminar, we’ll reflect on the following question:  

 

Which exerts a greater influence over the Conservative Party: Ideology or pragmatism? 

 

In preparing for this seminar, you should do the following: 

 

1. Read the required readings: 

 

Dommett, Katharine (2015) “The theory and practice of party modernization: The 

Conservative Party under David Cameron, 2005-2015”, British Politics 10(2): 249-266. 

 

Hayton, Richard (2018) “British conservatism after the vote for Brexit: The ideological 

legacy of David Cameron”, British Journal of Politics and International Relations 

20(1): 223-238. 

 

2. Answer the following questions about each of the readings: 

 

 What is the main argument that the author makes? 

 What supporting arguments does the author make? 

 What evidence does the author offer to support their argument? 

 How convincing do you find the author’s argument? 

 

3. Prepare an answer to this week’s seminar question, using the following prompts: 

 

 In one sentence, what is your answer to the question? 

 What three key points convinced you that that was the answer? 

 What quotes would you use from the readings to support your answer? 

 What real world examples would you give to support your answer? 
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Further readings 

 

If you decide to write your essay on this topic, you should read AT LEAST THREE of the 

following further readings: 

 

Alexandre-Collier, Agnes (2016) “The ‘open garden of politics’: The impact of open primaries 

for candidate selection in the British Conservative Party”, The British Journal of Politics and 

International Relations 18(3): 706-723. 

 

Bale, Tim (2018) “Who leads and who follows? They symbiotic relationship between UKIP 

and the Conservatives – and populism and Euroscepticism”, Politics 38(3): 263-277. 

 

Campbell, Rosie and Sarah Childs (2013) “To the left, to the right: Representing conservative 

women’s interests”, Party Politics 21(4): 626-637. 

 

Evans, Stephen (2010) “Mother’s boy: David Cameron and Margaret Thatcher”, British 

Journal of Politics and International Relations 12(3): 325-343. 

 

Freeman, James (2018) “Reconsidering ‘set the people free’: Neoliberalism and freedom 

rhetoric in Churchill’s Conservative Party”, Twentieth Century British History 29(4): 522-546. 

 

Lynch, Philip and Richard Whitaker (2018) “All Brexiteers now? Brexit, the Conservatives 

and party change”, British Politics 13(1): 31-47. 

 

Saggar, Shamit (1998) “A late, though not lost, opportunity: Ethnic minority electors, party 

strategy and the Conservative Party”, The Political Quarterly 69(2): 148-159. 

 

Turner, John (1995) “A land fit for Tories to live in: The political ecology of the Conservative 

Party, 1944-1994” Contemporary European History 4(2): 189-208. 

 

Webb, Paul and Sarah Childs (2011) “Wets and dries resurgent? Intra-party alignments among 

contemporary Conservative Party members”, Parliamentary Affairs 64(3): 383-402. 
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Topic 9: The Labour Party 
 

Lecture (week 10) 

 

Our second lecture focusing on a specific political party sees us turn to Labour. Founded in 

1900, first represented in parliament from 1906, and first in government in 1924, Labour rose 

quickly to supplant the Liberal Party as the main opponents of the Conservatives. For the rest 

of the twentieth century, however, and despite significant periods in power, Labour struggled 

to match the Conservatives’ electoral success. Only one Labour leader has ever served two full 

terms as Prime Minister, and won three consecutive elections: Tony Blair (party leader 1994-

2007, Prime Minister 1997-2007). Yet Blair’s legacy is routinely dismissed or outright attacked 

by the Labour Party of 2020, and opposition to “Blairite” politics both defined and drove the 

leadership of Jeremy Corbyn (party leader 2015-2020). We’ll begin by looking at the origins 

of the Labour Party and its initial rise to major party status. We’ll then briefly review Labour’s 

achievements in power and electoral difficulties between 1924 and 1997. We’ll look at the New 

Labour period, and finally consider the rise and fall(?) of Corbynism in New Labour’s 

aftermath. 

 

Seminar (week 11) 

 

In this seminar, we’ll reflect on the following question:  

 

What explains the Labour Party’s selection of Jeremy Corbyn as leader in 2015? 

 

In preparing for this seminar, you should do the following: 

 

1. Read the required readings: 

 

Mullard, Maurice and Raymond Swaray (2010) “New Labour legacy: Comparing the 

Labour governments of Blair and Brown to Labour governments since 1945”, The 

Political Quarterly 81(4): 511-521. 

 

Richards, Steve (2016) “Leadership, loyalty and the rise of Jeremy Corbyn”, The 

Political Quarterly 87(1): 12-17. 

 

Russell, Meg (2016) “Corbyn as an organizational phenomenon: A response to Steve 

Richards”, The Political Quarterly 87(1): 20-22. 

 

2. Answer the following questions about each of the readings: 

 

 What is the main argument that the author makes? 

 What supporting arguments does the author make? 

 What evidence does the author offer to support their argument? 

 How convincing do you find the author’s argument? 

 

3. Prepare an answer to this week’s seminar question, using the following prompts: 

 

 In one sentence, what is your answer to the question? 

 What three key points convinced you that that was the answer? 
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 What quotes would you use from the readings to support your answer? 

 What real world examples would you give to support your answer? 

 

Further readings 

 

If you decide to write your essay on this topic, you should read AT LEAST THREE of the 

following further readings: 

 

Akhtar, Parveen and Timothy Peace (2019) “Ethnic minorities in British politics: Candidate 

selection and clan politics in the Labour Party”, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 

45(11): 1902-1918.  

 

Atkins, Judi (2015) “Narrating one nation: The ideology and rhetoric of the Miliband Labour 

party”, Politics 35(1): 19-31.  

 

Bale, Tim (1999) “The logic of no alternative? Political scientists, historians and the politics 

of Labour’s past”, British Journal of Politics and International Relations 1(2): 192-204. 

 

Bara, Judith and Ian Budge (2001) “Party policy and ideology: Still New Labour?”, 

Parliamentary Affairs 54(4): 590-606.  

 

Bush, Stephen (2017) “The unfinished revolution: Can Corbynism as a force survive its 

creator?”, The New Statesman, 8 September, accessed at: 

https://www.newstatesman.com/politics/uk/2017/09/unfinished-revolution-can-corbynism-

force-survive-its-creator, 19 December 2019. 

 

Goes, Eunice (2016) “The Labour Party under Ed Miliband: Trying but failing to renew social 

democracy”, Renewal 24(1): 29-40. http://renewal.org.uk/files/Renewal_24.1_Goes.pdf 

 

Honeyman, Victoria (2018) “On the brink of greatness or disaster? The leadership of Jeremy 

Corbyn”, Political Insight 9(4): 12-15. 

 

Krook, Mona Lena and Mary Nugent (2016) “Intersectional institutions: Representing women 

and ethnic minorities in the British Labour Party”, Party Politics 22(5): 620-630. 

 

O’Grady, Tom (2019) “Careerists versus coal-miners: Welfare reforms and the substantive 

representation of social groups in the British Labour Party”, Comparative Political Studies 

52(4): 544-578. 

 

O’Hara, Glen and Helen Parr (2006) “Conclusions: Harold Wilson’s 1964-70 governments and 

the heritage of ‘New’ Labour”, Contemporary British History 20(3): 477-489. 

 

Pike, Karl and Andy Hindmoor (2019) “Do as I did not as I say: Blair, New Labour and Party 

traditions”, The Political Quarterly advance online publication, DOI: 10.1111/1467-

923X.12791. 

 

Schnapper, Pauline (2015) “The Labour Party and Europe from Brown to Miliband: Back to 

the future?” Journal of Common Market Studies 53(1): 157-173. 

 

https://www.newstatesman.com/politics/uk/2017/09/unfinished-revolution-can-corbynism-force-survive-its-creator
https://www.newstatesman.com/politics/uk/2017/09/unfinished-revolution-can-corbynism-force-survive-its-creator
http://renewal.org.uk/files/Renewal_24.1_Goes.pdf
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Watts, Jake and Tim Bale (2018) “Populism as an intra-party phenomenon: The British Labour 

Party under Jeremy Corbyn”, British Journal of Politics and International Relations 21(1): 99-

115. 

 

Whiteley, Paul, Monica Poletti, Paul Webb and Tim Bale (2019) “Oh Jeremy Corbyn! Why 

did Labour Party membership soar after the 2015 general election?”, British Journal of Politics 

and International Relations 21(1): 80-98.  
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Topic 10: How to write your essay 
 

Lecture (week 11) 

 

In this lecture we’ll discuss how to write your second POL108 assignment, a 2,500 response to 

one of the seminar questions we have discussed so far on the module (please note: you must 

choose a different question to the one you answered for your blog post): 

 

1. How does the UK’s imperial history shape its present politics? 

2. “More rhetoric than reality”: to what extent does this statement describe the US-UK 

“special relationship”? 

3. Was Brexit inevitable? 

4. How stable is the United Kingdom? 

5. Should the UK adopt a different system for elections to the House of Commons? 

6. Has the influence of “third” parties over British politics increased? 

7. Which exerts a greater influence over the Conservative Party: Ideology or pragmatism? 

8. What explains the Labour Party’s selection of Jeremy Corbyn as leader in 2015? 

 

In writing your essay, pay attention to these top tips: 

 

1. Answer the specific question set. Don’t make up your own question. Don’t just write 

down everything you know about the topic. Use your essay to explain what your answer 

is, and why. 

2. Use your introduction to set out what your argument is and what your reasons are. 

Answer the question directly in the first sentence. Offer four or five reasons why your 

answer is what it is.  

3. Structure your essay around your four or five reasons, writing one or two paragraphs 

explaining each reason in more detail and justifying it with evidence from the academic 

literature. 

4. Refer to AT LEAST five texts FROM THE READING LIST. Do not use material that 

isn’t on the reading list – we haven’t talked about how to do that properly when studying 

British politics, and you won’t get credit for doing it. Cite any texts you quote or refer 

to directly – use the style guide to get this right.  

5. Write 2,500 words – not 3,000, not 2,000.  

 

Seminar (week 12) 

 

We’ll use the week 12 seminar as an essay planning workshop. Please bring a HARD COPY 

essay plan including the following points: 

 

1. What is your answer to the question? 

2. What are your four or five reasons for your answer? 

3. Which readings will you use to support your reasoning? 

4. What are the key strengths and weaknesses of those readings? 
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Topic 11: The 2019 general election 
 

Lecture (week 12) 

 

In this final lecture, we’ll reflect on the 2019 general election, which delivered a larger-than-

expected majority for the Conservative Party under the leadership of Prime Minister Boris 

Johnson, and spelled the end of Jeremy Corbyn’s period as Leader of the Labour Party. We’ll 

look at some of the themes that have arisen over the course of the module and consider how 

understanding them might help us explain the result. There will be no seminar to accompany 

this lecture, but it will help students prepare for the second assignment.  
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Appendix A: 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. Every 

http://qmplus.qmul.ac.uk/course/view.php?id=4370
http://www.orwell.ru/library/essays/politics/english/e_polit
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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 

ASEAN contributing little, with balance-of-power politics predominating, 

constructivists are more positive, citing processes of normative socialisation.  



28 

 

 

______ 

 

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.  

 Do not use bullet points or numbers. Do leave a blank line between each bibliography 

entry.  

 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 

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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the journal) is italicised. The logic is 

similar: journals are divided into 

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 

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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repository (e.g. the National 

Archive), will often provide helpful 

advice on how to cite their material. 

 

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 

 

 

 

 

 


