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Mastér’s Course (First Two Year) Entrance Examination Problems
The 7th group of Subjects: English

1. Read the following and summarize about 200 words.

If political equality is hard to achieve, it is almost as hard to define. Citizens have complex
preferences across a myriad of issues; they hold these preferences with varying degrees of intensity;
and they can express these preferences by engaging in any of a variety of participatory acts. How,
fhen, do we recognize participatory equality? '

All democracies use elections as a great simplifying mechanism for dealing with the problem
of political equality. Elections constitute a. scheduled opportunity to registér citizen preferencés.
Elections provide citizens, who‘have many different concerns on their minds, with a limited number
of choices and thereby produce a decisive outcome from a complexity of voices. In addition, because
each voter casts a single ballot and because each vote has equal weight when the results are tallied,
elections are an equalizing device. Indeed, political equality is often defined in terms; of voting, and
much of the literature equates the notion of one person, one vote with political equality.

In spite of the unambiguous capacities of the electoral mechanism to guarantee some measure
of equality among citizens, even elections pose dilemmas for political equality. Procedural conflicts
over enfranchisement, districting, and the rules governing the electoral system make clear that even
in the simplified world of voting, the equal power of gach voter is uncertain. Furthermore, the effect
of non-voting on the nature and equality of the expression of citizén preferences remains an open
issue. ,' ‘

Whatever the complexities of understanding wha’; political equality look like with 1'especf to
voting, however, matters become much more complicated when we move beyond voting to the
multiple other forms of citizen participation. No longer is each citizen given a single, anonymous .
unit of input that counts equally. Instead, all the other modes of activity contain the possibility for
variation in the amount of input: the campaign worker can devote many or few hdurs to the
campaign; the protéster can attend several demonstrations or a single one; the contributor can write 2
big check or a small one; and so on. Furthermore, the metrics differ. How do we compare the weight
of participatory inpuf measured in letters to that measured in hours or in dollars? In addition, in

contrast to votes, the units of participatory input are not necessarily counted equally. A letter that is



thoughtful and carefully reasoned may have a greater effect than a pre-printed postcard signed by an
indifferent organization member. Moreover, unlike votes, other forms of participation are not
anonymous. When public officials ihterpret what they hear, it matters who is speaking. For example,
a phone call from the CEC of a majof employer in the district may carry considerably more weight
than one from an unknown constituent,
Finally, while votes, on their own, communicate little information about the concerns and
- priorities of the voter, many other kinds of participation arrive with specific issue concerns attached.
Participants may be active on one issue or several, but certainty not the entire range of potential
| policy matters. And those who do express themselves on a specific issue are more likely to care
‘deeply about it. Taken together, these factors - tlhe variation in both the volume of participation and
the units in which it is measured, the fact that participatory inputs are not necessarily counted
equally and are associated with the politically relevant attributes, and even the names, of activists,
the multiplicity of issues that are the subject of participation and differences in intensity of
preferences among activists and between activists and non-activists - all imply that, with respect to

any particular issue, it is very difficult to specify what political equality would look like. ...

(Resource: S. Verba, K. L. Schlozman, and H. E. Brady. Voice and Equality: Civic Voluntarism in

American Politics. Harvard University Press. 1995.)



