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Aanssumaidond 1

Directions: Activity
1. Read the questions (as guidelines for the overall organization of the text).
2. Decide what kind of information you are looking for.

(What is the whole paragraph about?)

Use prediction while reading to anticipate the topic.
3. Skim for general understanding. (the sentence that has the answer to your question).
4. Scan for specific information (a number, date or name, or charts).

5. Read the passage and answer the questions.

Sovereignty

P.1 Sovereignty, another word from the Middle Ages (from the Old French “to
rule over”), originally meant the power of a monarch to rule over his or her
kingdom. Later the term broadened to mean national control over the country,

boss of one’s own turf. Nations are very jealous of their sovereignty, and
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governments take great care to safeguard it. They maintain armies to deter
foreign invasion, they control their borders with passports and visas and they
hunt down fterrorists.

.2 Disputes over sovereignty are among the nastiest the world faces. The
violence associated with them ripples out to many other countries.  Most
Palestinians would like Israel to disappear and be replaced with a new
sovereign entity, Palestine. The Israelis, of course, are not about to give up
their sovereignty, so they fight back tenaciously.

. 3 In Northern Ireland. too, there is a question of sovereignty. Among the
Catholic minority, the Irish Republican Army has turned to murder and
bombings to pry Ulster away from British rule or sovereignty. The IRA wishes

to unite Northern Ireland with the Republic of Ireland in the south. Among the
Protestant majority, equally determined Loyalists vow they will never let that
happen. The result: a low-level civil war in which 3,000 people have been killed.

.4 In former Yugoslavia, Serbs living in Croatia and Bosnia refused to
accept declarations of independence by these two lands. The Serbs
remembered how in World War 1l their relatives had been butchered by local
Fascists. The Serbs refused to live under Croatian or Bosnian sovereignty, so
they carved out wide areas of Croatia and Bosnia for their own Serbian
sovereign entities and massacred thousands of Croats and Bosnians in the way.
Interestingly, for centuries, when sovereignty was in the hands of either the
Turkish or Austrian empire, these people-who are basically the same and
speak the same language-got along. It was when sovereignty was up for
grabs that they began to murder each other.

.5 Obviously, sovereignty and legitimacy are connected. With a decline of
legitimacy may also come a decline of sovereignty. Lebanon illustrates how a

guestion of regime legitimacy can turn into a question of national sovereignty.

Lebanon was ruled for decades by Christians, even though they
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were a minority. In the eyes of many Lebanese Muslims, the Lebanese
government in Beirut lacked legitimacy because it listened mostly to Christian
demands and tended to ignore Muslims. In 1975, civil strife broke out as a
dozen politico-religious militias battled to assume a leading role. Syria occupied
eastern Lebanon in 1976, and Israel occupied southern Lebanon in 1982.
Essentially, Lebanon had lost its sovereignty. It could neither control its own
territory nor repel foreign invaders. Countries with weak legitimacy may lose
sovereignty and be easy pickings for expansionist neighbors. On the other
hand, the more diplomatic recognition a country can obtain from other nation, the

more sovereignty and legitimacy it can maintain.

Roskin, Michacl G. et al. 1994. Political Science: An Introduction. 5 th. ed. New

Jersey: Prentice Hall, 4-5.

Directions: Choose the best answer.

1. Sovereignty comes from meaning

a. Latin, to govern

b. Greek, to conquer

c. Old French, to rule over

2. “Boss of one’s own turf’ means

a.

national control over the country’s territory

b. the sport of horse racing

c.
3. How
a.

b.

the power of a monach
can governments safeguard their sovereignty?
By military armies to deter foreign invasion.

By passports and visas to control their borders.

c. a and b

EN 327
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4.  Which region was not given as an example of disputes over sovereignty?
a. The Middle East.
b. Asia.
c. Europe.
5. Which is correct?
a. Countries with weak legitimacy may lose their sovereignty.
h. Sovereignty and legitimacy are not connected.

c. Diplomatic recognition has nothing to do with maintaining sovereignty.

a a A
AINTFTHNNIILIBUN 2

Directions: Scan for “inputs”, “outputs”, “feedback”, “conversion process” and

“black box” in the political systems model.

Simplifying Reality

A model is a simplified picture of reality that social scientists develop to
order data, to theorize, and to predict. We have already considered some of the models
currently used in political science, and we will encounter others. By its very nature, a
model must simplify reality. A model that is as complex as the real world would be of
no help in understanding the real world, but in simplifying reality models run the risk of
oversimplifying. The real problem is the finite capacity of the human
mind. We cannot factor in all the information available at once; we must select which
points are important and ignore the rest. But when we do this, we may drain the blood
out of the study of politics and overlook many key points. Accordingly, as we encounter
models of politics--and perhaps as we devise our own--pause a moment to ask if the
model departs too much from reality. If it does, discard or alter the model. If there is

conflict between the theoretical model and reality, always let reality be your guide.
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POLITICAL SYSTEMS

Let us consider a prominent example, the “political systems” model, which
has contributed to our understanding of politics by simplifying reality and has, in some
cases, departed from reality. The idea of looking at complex entities as systems
originated in biology. Living entities are complex and highly integrated. The heatrt,
lungs, blood, digestive tract, and brain perform their functions in such a way as to keep
the animal alive. Take away one organ and the animal dies. Damage one organ and
the other components of the system alter the way they work in an effort to compensate
and keep the animal alive. The crux of systems thinking is this: You can’t change just
one component. A change in one component will also change all the others.

In the political systems model, the politics of a given country, many argued,
worked the same way as a biological system. According to the Easton model (Fig. 1.3),
citizens’ demands, “inputs”, are felt by the government decision makers, who process
them into authoritative decisions and actions, “outputs”. These outputs make an
impact on the social, economic, and political environment that the citizens may or may
not like. The citizens express their demands anew-this is the crucial “feedback” link
of the system, which may modify the earlier decision. Precisely what goes an in the
“conversion process” is left opaque, a “black box”.

In some cases, the political systems approach describes reality well. A
weak economy in the United States increasingly worried citizens. A presidential
candidate, Bill Clinton, vowed to speed economic growth and create more jobs. As
president, Clinton attempted to couple such programs with tax increases, and the
feedback was negative. In another example, during the Vietnam war, feedback on the
military draft was very negative. The Nixon administration defused much youthful anger
by ending the draft in 1971 and changing to an all volunteer army. In yet another

example, the socialist economics of French President Francois Mitterrand produced

inflation and unemployment. The French people, especially the business
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community, complained loudly, and Mitterrand altered his policy away from socialism
and back to capitalism. The new policy was reinforced when Mitterrand won reelection

in 1988. The feedback loop was alive and well in France.

FIGURE 1.3 A Model of the Political System

Social, Economic, and Political Environment
Demands
[ —
Decisions
Apathy Conversicn Process and actions
....... - Government | oa— 0
- utputs
inputs Decisior Makers P
Supports
reerr——
Feedback
Adanted rom David Rasion. Soxoserss naiosds of Prditic z Do Cocaun, Universine o Chicazo Press 1065000 42

Roskin, Michael G. et al. 1994. Political Science: An Introduction. New Jersey, Prentice,

20-21.
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Directions: Answer the questions

1. “Input” is

2. “Output” is
3. “Feedback” is

4., “Conversion process” is

5. A “black box” is

a a A
NINTIHNITLINN 3

Directions: Find the topic sentence and support sentences.

Read the following paragraph and answer the questions.

The Cold War

(1) Now fading into history, the Cold War was a period of armed tension
and profound mistrust between the Soviet Union and the United States. Both
perceived the other side as a hostile enemy. The Cold War started shortly after
and as a direct consequence of World War Il. Stalin’s Red Army had fought the
Nazis back through Eastern Europe, and Stalin was not about to give up what
his country had lost some 20 million lives for. Stalin turned Eastern Europe into
a protective barrier for the Soviet Union by setting up obedient Communist

governments in each land and stationing Soviet troops there.

Roskin, Michael G. et al. 1994." Political Science: An Introduction. New Jersey, Prentice,

387.

1. What is the topic of this paragraph?
The topic js the Cold War.
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2. Indicate the topic sentence, the one that is the most general, which states the main
idea of this paragraph.

The topic sentence is ‘the Cold War was a period of armed tension and profound

mistrust between the Soviet Union and the United States’.

3. f’The support sentences give the following details about the Cold War :

Who'? = The Soviet Union and the United States.
Why? = They were hostile enemies.

When? = shortly after World War IL.

How? = a direct consequence of WWII :

- Stalin’'s Red Army had fought the Nazis back through eastern
Europe.

- Stalin was not about to give up what his country had lost some 20
million lives for.

= Stalin turned Eastern Europe into a protective barrier for the
Soviet Union.

= Stalin set up Communist governments in each land.

- Soviet troops were stationed there.

(2) The West, led by the United States, viewed this action with great alarm.
Stalin looked like another Hitler, a dictator bent on world conquest, and the
United States took steps to stop it. In the spring of 1947, Washington came up
with three connected policies that formed the basis of U.S. foreign policy for

decades.

Roskin, Michael G. et al. 1994. Political Science: An Introduction. New Jersey, Prentice,

387.
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The topic sentence of this paragraph is

= The West viewed this action with great alarm.

& v o ol a A n' a

Tuunfin@nmnldieufinoaiuFesses “samaiu’ wia The “Cold War”

d =« cda = [ & ' . . .
Fulwmgmraihfalwleifagaiain passage 31...now fading into history W31
dumgmsifiaaudmisimarulanaian 2 Waesgdslwil 9 (Aa. 1945-1991)
[ o L. d = L™ L% 1 o o o =l “: [ ﬂ‘: ﬂl
windznaanizawim  sadwimbnduznadznilesiviagy audaian

=Y L8

ﬂs:mﬂ%“mf‘ﬁﬂﬁatﬂuﬁnmwhﬁumL‘f}ugﬁ'maans\iuﬂizmﬁﬁoﬂuﬁuuﬂauﬁmaﬂ wuia

L ;“ = . 4+
ﬂﬁ)quuumﬂunmmumau 5 NANTIHILAD

Vocabulary

(5) a hostile enemy ¥ 2 Urzinmiudagniusdaiowms lopussnuluszaudng o
AUWRISIINIMINAITUREENT A Ine Mmlad 1rTsgha
araaanduIaIng mnsunihemizsanudulidninadadizne
vialan

arm (v.i.) = to provide with arms, or means of attack or resistance

a protective barrier = (UANUTU
(States) that separate or demarcate one from another.
nunudia ﬂﬁ:mﬂ'luqisﬂm"maan (Eastern Europe) 9 89013
a w & ¢ d « o Hde “
walnalarufs Qusfoun) wszlduaud guiuamindghiniwens uaznitzna
VoA o = 0 a ] a o
mmaonuaﬂ@\mmimsgmamnmwimnzm (‘Mﬂﬁ]quu‘i’mnulumu Cls =
Commonwealth of Independent States) Judwenuruuastnde
(4) The West

-\ -4 L A [ dld
datunadnlanasiuan °INLﬂuﬂizLﬂﬂﬂNEﬂLLUUﬂ'ﬁﬂﬂﬂiﬂa
wuudsersilen faovwnniiias SRaNILULAMENTTA

for decades several periods of ten years

Ay decades NWAUNAIITE (1Nay 50 1)
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Stalin, Joseph (1879-1953)
> o a an, a For o A'J 3 ' . [ i | L)
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fu  Uingmoni. 2536 Awiisdneeuaeed niwuwuwes | nRuigmainioiiminedo. 374

(5) At the height of the Cold War, the world seemed divided into two
camps, one led by Washington, the other by Moscow, with very little in between.
The condition was called bipolarity. Some see a bipolar system as essentially
stable and comforting: You know where you stand. Others argue that it was a
dangerous system, for it induced a “zero-sum” mentality (whatever | win, you
lose), which pushed the superpowers into dangerous positions in the Third
World. Every place on earth seemed to be strategic and worth fighting for. The
United States, for example, intervened in Iran,

Guatemala, Indonesia, Lebanon, the Congo (now Zaire), the Dominican
Republic, and elsewhere on the suspicion that if we did not secure these areas,
the Soviets would. What is called the “contingency argument” was often heard:
If we don't take it, someone else will. In this way, Cold War fears drove both
superpowers to extreme and ill-advised interventions, the Americans in Vietnam

and the Soviets in Afghanistan,

Roskin, Michael G. et al. 1994. Political Science: An Introduction. New Jersey,

Prentice, 387.

Vocabulary

bipolarity = bi + polar + ity = WlEWEENIN  WITWAUNIENTWanTLB
ewinngulszmeumdwneseshsdudsasidutiwanizadn
Baszwinquuszinelszoiulon wasneniinfiad, ssuugrdwn
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The world seemed divided into two camps...called bipolarity.
fiafns Washington #anpfe the U.S.A.
UMY Moscow wanedd Russia
Some see a bipolar system as essentially stable and comforting : you know where you
stand.
Others argue that it was a dangerous system, for it induced a “zero-sum” mentality.
(whatever | win, you lose).....

to induce = to lead on, imply, to bring on or bring about

mentality mental power or attitude

the Third World

Usznalanfiany wanedy Uisinasdaswau

Underdeveloped  countries

strategy = 1. The science and art of military command exercised to
meet the enemy in combat under advantageous
conditions.
2. A clever plan or method.
3. The art of employing plans towards achieving a goal.
to intervene = to come in between
(by way of hindrance or modification): to settle a quarrel
intervention = MATIWNINUIIN WMDY NI (U America 19NN

I.L‘Ifdluﬂ\'iﬂi’lm.elﬂﬂu’m Warfi Soviet Eunsnuesalu Afghanistan
“contingency argument”
contingent (adj.)= possible, unforeseen or an event that might happen in the future
(especially an undesirable one) EUANETYTN “If we don't take it,
someone else will."
(:contingency theory = ﬂﬂ‘]ﬁﬁ'ﬁljw]Lﬁ%ﬂﬂ‘iﬂ's‘:ﬁ’lluﬁﬂ’]%ﬂ’ﬁﬂﬂﬂ

¢ A
KROTUNTITUA U

. P { o &
 contingency approach wnIsImsaamansififialiu
: mildnagnamansyimiman 9

s larmwWMIniNLana1INw

. contingency fund Lﬁun‘uéﬁaﬁiw)
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At no time did the superpowers-the only two countries with global
warmaking powers, the United States and the Soviet Union-fight each other
directly. Both were afraid of escalation, the natural tendency for a conflict to
become more and more intense. If U.S. and Soviet forces started even a little
battle somewhere, say, over Berlin, it would probably grow, engaging
conventional forces all over Europe. Then one or both sides would use small
tactical nuclear weapons. The other side would strike back with bigger nuclear
weapons, and soon the superpowers would be raining nuclear missiles on each
other's homeland. The fear of this development is the basis for deterrence;
both sides are so afraid of the results that they deter each other from starting a
major war.

The crux of deterrence is not just having enough nuclear warheads and
missiles to deliver them but also making sure that enough of them could survive
a first strike by the other side. Then you can hit back with a second strike. If
you have credible second-strike capability, the other superpower will not attack
you, for it knows that it will be horribly mutilated in retaliation.

Deterrence is based on both sides understanding that they will suffer mutual
assured destruction.

Did deterrence work? Sure, say its proponents; there was no nuclear war.
Skeptics wonder, though, what could happen in times of great stress, when
mistrust is especially high and fingers are very close to nuclear triggers.
Supporters argue that the deterrence system had “crisis stability”, the ability to
withstand even a major U.S.-Soviet confrontation. They point to the Cuban
missile crisis of 1962 as a close call. We learned decades later that there were
indeed Soviet nuclear warheads in Cuba and that local commanders would likely
have used them if attacked. Kennedy’s choice of a naval blockade allowed

Khrushchev to back down without direct conflict. The missile
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crisis had a sobering effect on both superpowers, which soon began arms
control talks to slow down and control the arms race. Perhaps the high point

of arms control was the 1987 Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces (INF) treaty by
which the Soviet eliminated 1,835 missiles with 3,000 warheads and the United
States 850 missiles with one warhead each. Triumphantly, President Reagan
left office as a man of peace. The fall of the Berlin Wall in late 1989 seemed to

mark the definitive end of the Cold War.

Roskin. Michael G. et al. 1994. Political Science: An /ntroduction. New Jersey, Prentice,

387-388.
Vocabulary
(4) to escalate = to expand, to rise
. escalation for a conflict to become more and more intense
to deter = restrain, hinder, discourage
deterrence = eImTEuss, autu
(5) the crux of deterrence = m3tastu, mstasiudldnaansgins

nuclear warheads and missiles

nuclear warheads ﬁwﬂﬂﬁwﬁmsqmﬁ@ﬁamﬁﬁ

missiles = 979, Tdwns
mutilated = massacre, killed, crippled
retaliate = to return like for like, esp. to get revenge

aauld, uiifa
(6) 1987 Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces treaty (INF) ﬂu%ﬁryry”mﬂanﬁ
fnnfsirwianaiy
ﬁa'iﬁmm’mLﬁu‘ﬁ‘;uqﬂmw{auﬁummmm’imwama‘s‘ﬁu The fall of the

Berlin Wall in late 1989 seemed to mark the definitive end of the Cold War.
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Questions and Answers:

l. Scan for the key words by indicating the paragraph number where they are

found.

1. Stalin’s Red Army = () 7. escalation = ()
2. “zero-sum” mentality = () 8. ‘“crisis  stability” = ()
3. deterrence = () 9. INF treaty = ()
4. bipolarity = () 10. Kennedy =()
5. Zaire = () 11. the Berlin Wall = ()
6. second strike = () 12. “contingency argument’ = ( )

[I. Choose the correct answer:
Paragraphs 1 to 3
1. The Cold War

a. was a period of armed tension between the U.S.A. and the Soviet Union
h. started at the end of World War |
¢. was at the time of Hitler
d. All are correct.
2. Bipolarity
a. is the situation where the polar regions are divided into North and South poles
b. is the condition when the world was divided into two camps
¢. refers to Stalin and President Truman
d. was led by the United States
3. What were the attitudes towards a bipolar system?
a. It was stable. b. ‘“You know where you stand.”

c. “Whatever | win, you lose d. All are correct.

4. According to the passage, which country was not listed under the U.S.
interventions?
a. lIran. b. The Dominican Republic.

c. Afghanistan. d. Vietnam.
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“If we did not secure these areas,.. .”

What does “we” refer to?

a. The Soviet Union. b. The U.S.A.

c. The Third World. d. President Truman.
“If we don't take it, someone else will” Is an example of

a. superpower interventions b. bipolarity system

c. “zero-sum” mentality d. “contingency argument

7. “Contingency” means

a. an undesirable event b. an impossibility

c. a possible future event d. a quota

L]

Paragraphs 4 to 6

EN 327

8.

10.

What was the result of the deterrence system?

a. There was no nuclear war.

b. The other side struck back with bigger nuclear weapons.
c. A superpowers started a nuclear war.

d. A nuclear war was terminated.

What was the result of the INF treaty in 19787

a. The arms race was under control.

b. The Soviets and the U.S.A. increased missile stocks.
c. President Kennedy’'s chose of a naval blockade.

d. The Cuban missile crisis.

When was the end of the Cold War?

a. President Reagan left the presidency.

b. The fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989.

¢. 1987 Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces treaty.

d. Khruschev-Kennedy confrontation in 1962.
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2. A1IEMMIDNAIIIBING (Article Reading Skills)

nmAnmmeizmaed  dniluumenuusasnnufariudalsndu
Ugvmemailies maneses  (wirueveagidou %o;ﬁdmﬁmmﬁumsémﬁmm
Wasaiwhiladudafeese %‘}a'lmﬂummﬁmﬁumuﬁwaag{v‘ﬁuu Fannufiiiin
fact na"nﬁamqmﬂﬁﬁtﬁﬂﬁumuﬁ'a ﬁn%zﬁ%aqﬂﬂﬂ wiaanuiisnede fifaya
L) n?ai’unms:q"h" gudannufiidu opinion 'naw:l.‘i'muﬁnﬁﬁ’]mw?'iuammmﬁﬂ
A% 1w | think, It is said that __, w3esnSoidiefiusesenadntole
(possibility) 17 may, could, must uanmni‘fﬁ'sﬁﬁwmuﬁtmmm’]m%ﬁammﬁn
waavjv‘i‘mu 1%  definitely possible, never, always iilusu Jadanaeindriile
(markers of meaning) @19 § muiindnuldvaganauud

2.1 MIAMUNANMAN (Articles)
gmiLunaauibhanidnwde uneauGes  Still A Long Way To Go
After 64 Years lag Isemsav91id enflon  fgoune  efernwfemziyman’
amingdunudiums unanaitaRuilunading “Perspective” The Sunday Post (23
June 1996): 22. vaiilfillwenasmySowlsznavm PS 475, PS 500, PS 611,

PS 691 tanmmanuey 64  “Uszianuazifawilumsifioslng”  “ssues and
Problems in Thai Politics” gudlanmmaimimiaaizmaad  amiinmsose
Aung. Wi 1-4

snfnwnldudammaudalztamand  anudun  ussdefaiwin
nudazandymmaiiasimainasasveding sudmibimusimsnetes wa.
2475 uivmipilagi Tl suunanuiidediona. 2539

Wadunamslt  markers Lﬁlauﬂﬂd‘itﬂznmLLﬂ:Nﬂ’]’J:ﬁLHG}ﬂ’ITEﬁﬁOLﬁ@%ﬂ
s Rddoubianuidyiutdulygw Taold verb forms  uvwene 9 uas
markers of meaning fiugey Fact and Opinion muﬁ'ﬁu:maoﬂlﬁauﬁqmiﬂﬂ
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