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In this exam, 50% of each mark is given for your knowledge of the facts and 50% for your 
use of the English language (spelling, grammar, syntax, vocabulary). 
Exercises can be done in any order.  
 
I. Complete the following sentences, adding between 10 and 25 words. Do not start a new 
sentence. (20 points) 
 
1 Article II, section 2. .. 
 
2. On top of enumerated powers... 
 
3. If the House of Representatives votes the impeachment ... 
 
4. Below the US Supreme Court... 
 
5. According to the Supremacy clause … 
 
 
II. Choose ONE of the following topics and write an essay in approximately 250 words (+/- 
10%). (50 points) 
 
1/ To what extent were the Constitution and its ratification the result of compromise? 
  
 
2/ How does the legislative process illustrate the system of checks and balances? 



III. Read the following document and answer each of the questions below. (approximately 
ten lines/100 words for each question). Use your own words. DO NOT QUOTE DIRECTLY 
FROM THE TEXT. (30 points) 
 

Judges Who Are Elected Like Politicians Tend to Act Like Them 

By ADAM LIPTAK, The New York Times, OCTOBER 3, 2016  

WASHINGTON — “Judges are not politicians, even when they come to the bench by way of the 
ballot,” Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr. wrote last year in a case from Florida that took a small 
step toward insulating elected judges from political pressure. 

Judges in 39 states face elections, and it is only natural that they might find it hard to take an 
unpopular position. But Chief Justice Roberts wrote that both appointed and elected judges must 
ignore public sentiment. 

“Politicians are expected to be appropriately responsive to the preferences of their supporters,” the 
chief justice wrote. “A judge instead must ‘observe the utmost fairness,’ striving to be ‘perfectly and 
completely independent.’” 

He was quoting Chief Justice John Marshall, and it is a fine aspiration. But any number of studies 
have found that elections can affect judicial behavior. 

One released last week, for instance, found that elected judges are less likely to support gay rights 
than are appointed ones. The effect was most pronounced in cases decided by judges who ran in 
partisan elections. […] 

Earlier studies have shown that judges facing re-election are more likely to impose harsh criminal 
sentences, including death sentences. 

“Proximity to re-election makes judges more punitive — more likely to impose longer sentences, 
affirm death sentences and even override life sentences to impose death,” a report from the 
Brennan Center for Justice at New York University School of Law concluded last year. 

It is not hard to see why. Most negative advertisements in judicial elections attack candidates as 
soft on crime. […] 

The difference between systems that relied on partisan elections, where judges run as 
Republicans or Democrats, and all others was statistically significant, the study’s authors wrote. 

In an interview, Professor Kreis said the findings concerning partisan elections may reflect the 
added element of political primaries, which can reward candidates who take positions that are 
more attractive to a party’s base than to the general electorate. 

Timing matters, too. Other studies have shown that judges seeking re-election start ruling 
differently as Election Day approaches. […] 

In Alabama, where judges can override jury recommendations of life sentences in capital cases, 
they are more likely to do so in election years. “What could explain Alabama judges’ distinctive 
proclivity for imposing death sentences in cases where a jury has already rejected that penalty?” 
Justice Sonia Sotomayor asked in a 2013 dissent. 

“The only answer that is supported by empirical evidence,” she wrote, “is one that, in my view, 
casts a cloud of illegitimacy over the criminal justice system: Alabama judges, who are elected in 
partisan proceedings, appear to have succumbed to electoral pressures.” […] 

 
QUESTIONS 
1. What have recent studies shown about the decisions of elected judges? 
2. What explanations does the journalist provide to account for those results? 
3. Do you agree that the research discussed in the article “casts a cloud of illegitimacy” over the 
legal system? 
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