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Two-Thirds Examination

This exam is divided into three parts. Part I and Part II ask you to demonstrate your understanding of basic concepts of American politics through True/False and multiple choice questions. Part III includes short answer questions that assess your ability to apply key concepts and ideas to interpret recent political phenomena in the US. 

Part I = 30 points in total (10 questions x 3 points)

Part II = 20 points in total (10 questions x 2 points)

Part III = 50 points in total (5 questions x 10 points)

So, the maximum score you can get is 100. 

Good luck!
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PART I
Please identify whether you think the following statements are true or false. If you think it is true, then write T. If you think it is false, then write F and correct it into a true statement. 
1. Internet polls are considered more credible than those that use face-to-face interviews, because Internet polls typically rely on a more advanced method of random sampling.
F. Internet polls are considered less credible than those that use face-to face interviews, because it is more difficult to have a representative sample using Internet. 
2. Some political beliefs, such as party identification, can change quickly and dramatically in response to external events.

F. Party identification is known that, once formulated, it rarely changes much. 
3. A party’s national organization is a centralized one, always run by its elected leaders in the House of Representatives.

F. In the US, a party’s national organization is not hierarchical (i.e., not a top-down organization). 
4. While American political parties have brand names that give people easy ways to identify differences between candidates, some candidates and elected officials in the same party often have different issue positions.

T. 
5. In most U.S. House and Senate elections, the winner is the candidate who wins a majority of votes.

F. a plurality, not a majority, of votes
6. Senator Bill Bedfellow has decided to run for president of the United States. In this case, Senator Bedfellow would be the “incumbent” in the presidential election.

F. Bill Bedfellow is going to be a challenger in the presidential election.
7. The electoral college system grants each state a number of electoral votes, which are equal to the state’s representation in the House of Representatives and the Senate.

T.
8. The winner of the general election for president is not necessarily the person who receives the most popular votes.
T. 
9. Soft money contributions are donations that are used to help elect or defeat a particular candidate.
F. This sentence describes hard money.
10. The key to direct lobbying is to focus on legislators who already share the interest group’s policy goals, and therefore a group rarely tries to convert opponents into supporters.

T. 
PART II

Read the following questions carefully, and choose one single, correct answer from each. 

1. When we describe where someone falls on the conservative-moderate-liberal spectrum, we are referring to their:
a. party identification

b. political ideology

c. policy mood

d. socialization

e. moral foundations
2. A Pew Research Center survey of 1,500 randomly selected people, with a sampling error of                      +/-3 percentage points, showed that 52 percent of the respondents viewed the military effort in                                        Afghanistan to be going well. Based on this result, what percentage of the population views

the military effort in Afghanistan to be going well?
a. 52 percent

b. anywhere from 49 to 52 percent

c. anywhere from 52 to 55 percent

d. anywhere from 49 to 55 percent

e. sampling error and the question wording make it impossible to determine

3. Which of the following statements is true?
a. Sampling error can be eliminated from a mass survey.
b. Sampling error prevents any poll results from being taken seriously.

c. Sampling error is usually lower if the majority of the sample includes people with a four-year college degree.

d. Sampling error is usually lower if the majority of the sample includes people with strong political opinions.

e. Sampling error decreases as the size of the sample gets larger.

4. The party in government comprises:
a. members of the party who are actively involved in the campaigns.

b. the heads of the major national party organizations, such as the national committee and the congressional campaign committees.

c. voters who identify with a party.

d. those politicians who have been elected into office under a party label.

e. elected officials who belong to the party that controls the executive branch.

5. To be a part of the party in the electorate, one must:
a. be a citizen who identifies with a political party.

b. be a dues-paying member of a political party.

c. be an election volunteer for a political party.

d. be a citizen who votes for the same party in every election.

e. be a citizen who is registered to vote and has assisted a political party.

6. You spend the year working on a candidate’s presidential campaign. After your candidate wins, you are appointed to a federal job. This is an example of what?
a. the spoils system

b. the party principle

c. the civil service system

d. the party in government

e. party coalitions

7. Which of the following statements best describes American political parties over the last 60 years?
a. Parties today are stronger and less ideological than they were before.

b. There are more Democrats and fewer Republicans and Independents than there were before.
c. The magnitude of ideological differences between the parties in Congress has increased.

d. Minor-party candidates are waging more competitive campaigns than ever.

e. National party committees have evolved to the point that they now operate in much the same way as local party machines did earlier.

8. The 2014 November election was a ________ election; the 2016 November election is a ________ election.
a. midterm; presidential

b. general; primary

c. primary; general

d. general; presidential (those who chose “d” get a partial credit, one point)
e. presidential; midterm

9. In the fictional country of Atlantis they use a system of elections where if no one gets more than 50 percent of the votes they eliminate everyone but the top two contenders and then vote again. This is an example of what kind of election system?
a. plurality with run-off

b. majority with run-off

c. majority without run-off

d. plurality without run-off

e. proportional representation

10. How has the political landscape of the Southern states changed in the last 50 years?
a. There has not been much partisan change in the South.

b. The South has gone from being a toss-up to being solidly Democratic.

c. The South has gone from being a toss-up to being solidly Republican.

d. The South has gone from being solidly Republican to solidly Democratic.

e. The South has gone from being solidly Democratic to solidly Republican.

PART III

(A) Please define the following concepts and explain why they are important in understanding contemporary US politics. (2 or 3 sentences will be enough.) 
1. Media framing
Keywords: the ways in which the media present or cover a story; a type of media effects on public opinion
2. Revolving door
Keywords: former elected officials or government workers take jobs in lobbying firms or interest groups
3. Collective action problem
Keywords: free-riding (and some discussion related to this term)
4. Open primary
Keywords: a type of primary elections where registered voters can participate in both Democratic and Republican primary elections, regardless their partisanship; vs. closed primary.
(B) Please read the following New York Times article on Citizens United v. FEC (2010). 
5. Where in the Constitution can we find the legal ground of this decision? (see the underlined parts with a great care)
The First Amendment; Free Speech Rights
Justices, 5-4, Reject Corporate Spending Limit

By ADAM LIPTAK
Published: January 21, 2010

WASHINGTON — Overruling two important precedents about the Constitutional rights of corporations, a bitterly divided Supreme Court on Thursday ruled that the government may not ban political spending by corporations in candidate elections.

The 5-to-4 decision was a vindication, the majority said, of the Constitution’s most basic free speech principle — that the government has no business regulating political speech. The dissenters said that allowing corporate money to flood the political marketplace would corrupt democracy.

The ruling represented a sharp doctrinal shift, and it will have major political and practical consequences. Specialists in campaign finance law said they expected the decision to reshape the way elections were conducted. Though the decision does not directly address them, its logic also applies to the labor unions that are often at political odds with big business.
The decision will be felt most immediately in the coming midterm elections, given that it comes just two days after Democrats lost a filibuster-proof majority in the Senate and as popular discontent over government bailouts and corporate bonuses continues to boil.

President Obama called it “a major victory for big oil, Wall Street banks, health insurance companies and the other powerful interests that marshal their power every day in Washington to drown out the voices of everyday Americans.”

The justices in the majority brushed aside warnings about what might follow from their ruling in favor of a formal but fervent embrace of a broad interpretation of free speech rights.
“If the Constitution has any force,” Justice Anthony M. Kennedy wrote for the majority, which included the four members of the court’s conservative wing, “it prohibits Congress from fining or jailing citizens, or associations of citizens, for simply engaging in political speech.”

The ruling, Citizens United v. Federal Election Commission, No. 08-205, overruled two precedents: Austin v. Michigan Chamber of Commerce, a 1990 decision that upheld restrictions on corporate spending to support or oppose political candidates, and McConnell v. Federal Election Commission, a 2003 decision that upheld the part of the Bipartisan Campaign Reform Act of 2002 that restricted campaign spending by corporations and unions.
The 2002 law, usually called McCain-Feingold, banned the broadcast, cable or satellite transmission of “electioneering communications” paid for by corporations or labor unions from their general funds in the 30 days before a presidential primary and in the 60 days before the general elections. The law, as narrowed by a 2007 Supreme Court decision, applied to communications “susceptible to no reasonable interpretation other than as an appeal to vote for or against a specific candidate.”
The five opinions in Thursday’s decision ran to more than 180 pages, with Justice John Paul Stevens contributing a passionate 90-page dissent. In sometimes halting fashion, he summarized it for some 20 minutes from the bench on Thursday morning. Joined by the other three members of the court’s liberal wing, Justice Stevens said the majority had committed a grave error in treating corporate speech the same as that of human beings.
[…]
The majority opinion did not disturb bans on direct contributions to candidates, but the two sides disagreed about whether independent expenditures came close to amounting to the same thing.

“The difference between selling a vote and selling access is a matter of degree, not kind,” Justice Stevens wrote. “And selling access is not qualitatively different from giving special preference to those who spent money on one’s behalf.” Justice Kennedy responded that “by definition, an independent expenditure is political speech presented to the electorate that is not coordinated with a candidate.”

The case had unlikely origins. It involved a documentary called “Hillary: The Movie,” a 90-minute stew of caustic political commentary and advocacy journalism. It was produced by Citizens United, a conservative nonprofit corporation, and was released during the Democratic presidential primaries in 2008.

Citizens United lost a suit that year against the Federal Election Commission, and scuttled plans to show the film on a cable video-on-demand service and to broadcast television advertisements for it. But the film was shown in theaters in six cities, and it remains available on DVD and the Internet.

The majority cited a score of decisions recognizing the Constitution rights of corporations, and Justice Stevens acknowledged that “we have long since held that corporations are covered by the Constitution.”
[…]

Justice Kennedy’s majority opinion said that there was no principled way to distinguish between media corporations and other corporations and that the dissent’s theory would allow Congress to suppress political speech in newspapers, on television news programs, in books and on blogs. Justice Stevens responded that people who invest in media corporations know “that media outlets may seek to influence elections.” He added in a footnote that lawmakers might now want to consider requiring corporations to disclose how they intended to spend shareholders’ money or to put such spending to a shareholder vote.

On its central point, Justice Kennedy’s majority opinion was joined by Chief Justice Roberts and Justices Alito, Thomas and Antonin Scalia. Justice Stevens’s dissent was joined by Justices Stephen G. Breyer, Ruth Bader Ginsburg and Sonia Sotomayor.

[…]
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