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Public Participation in Democracy and Governance 

PLIT10098 - Semester 2 
 

 
Aims and Objectives 
This course is dedicated to the theory and practice of democratic innovation in politics and 
policy making. "Power to the people" is a recurrent mantra in political rhetoric and a 
foundational tenet of democracy. But how is this translated into practice? Today, 
understanding the role of citizens and other non-state actors in democratic government is 
crucial to analyse contemporary politics and policy making. This course focuses on two key 
developments, namely: the transition from government hierarchies to governance 
networks, and the proliferation of public participation processes that involve citizens in 
policy and decision making. The course pays special attention to studying democratic 
innovations from around the world, for instance: digital crowd-sourcing, participatory 
budgeting, stakeholder partnerships and deliberative mini-publics. Featuring cutting-edge 
research on participatory and deliberative democracy, as well as practical workshops, the 
course will enable students to critically understand public participation in theory and 
practice, and to develop basic public engagement skills. In doing so, students will be able 
to grasp the evolving politics of participatory governance and meet the demands of 
contemporary political work.  

Course 
Conveners 

Dr. Oliver Escobar, oliver.escobar@ed.ac.uk @OliverEscobar 
Office: 3.04, Chrystal MacMillan Building,15A George Square. 
Tel: +44 (0)131 6513 783  

 Prof. Andrew Thompson, andrew.thompson@ed.ac.uk   
Office: 3.28, Chrystal Macmillan Building, 15a George Square. 
Tel: +44 (0)131 651 1562 
 
Guidance & Feedback Hours:  
Mondays 11.00 – 13.00 or by email appointment  
 

  
Time & 
Location 

Fridays 13.10 – 16.00  
Room 1.21, Paterson’s Land, Holyrood Road, Edinburgh, EH8 
8AQ https://www.ed.ac.uk/maps/maps?building=patersons-land 
 

  
Course 
Secretary 

Colin Arthur  colin.arthur@ed.ac.uk  Undergraduate Teaching 
Office, G.04/05, Chrystal Macmillan Building,  
15a George Square Tel: +44 (0)131 6513 162 
 

Assessment 
Deadlines 

• Learning Portfolio: weekly (starting on week 2) 
• Case Study Report: 12 noon Wednesday 13th March 2019  
• Practice-based Work: 12 noon Friday 5th April 2019 

mailto:oliver.escobar@ed.ac.uk
mailto:andrew.thompson@ed.ac.uk
https://www.ed.ac.uk/maps/maps?building=patersons-land
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Learning outcomes 

On completion of this course, students should be able to: 



 Public Participation in Democracy and Governance 2018-19 3 

• Understand how different ideas and practices of public participation are reshaping 
politics and policy making across the world 

• Develop analytical and practical skills that can be applied to a range policy contexts 
and areas of work (e.g. public, private and third sector) 

• Gain a critical understanding of the complexity of public participation processes, 
and the dilemmas that participation practitioners face 

• Reflect critically on the expanding fields of democratic innovation and networked 
governance by drawing on a range of theoretical and empirical resources 

• Gain confidence and competence to participate in a range of group-based activities 
and formats 

Teaching methods 

This course is delivered in ten weekly 3-hour sessions, combining talks, seminars and 
workshops, and including short breaks.The course will start from core themes and debates 
about public participation in democracy and governance (Block 1, Weeks 1-3). Then, it will 
proceed to specific case studies and practices of various democratic innovations and 
participatory processes from around the world (Block 2, Weeks 4 - 9) with a final overview 
session to consolidate learning and critical reflection (Week 10).  

Each session will include theoretically and empirically based presentations and 
discussions, as well as practical exercises and workshops centred on core analytical and 
practical skills. The course is highly interactive and therefore student participation in every 
session is crucial. Students are expected to prepare in advance by listening to podcasts, 
watching videos, consulting databases and reading a range of materials (blogs, websites, 
papers, book chapters) provided by the course organiser. 

Assessment  

Assessment Word count 
limit 
(excluding 
bibliography) 

Weighting for 
final mark 

Submission Date (all 
course work is due at 
12 noon) 

Return of 
Feedback 
date  

Case Study 
Draft 
Outline 

1 Page Max 0% 14/02/19 26/02/19 

Case Study 
Report 

2,000 words  50% 13/03/19 

 

03/04/19 

Practice-
based Work 

1,500 words  40% 05/04/19 26/04/19 
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Learning 
portfolio 

 10% Every Friday (by 12 
noon), for the duration 
of the course  (starting 
with the first 
submission on week 
2, Friday 25th 
January) 

(mid-term 
feedback) 
13/02/19 

(final 
feedback) 

10/04/19 

Note: All course work is submitted electronically through ELMA. Please read the School 
Policies and Coursework Submission Procedures document for important information on 
submission procedures and assessment polices.  

Assessment will have three components: 

1) Analytical (50% of the mark) A report about one or more case studies [2,000 
words, excluding bibliography] –Submission by 13th of March 2019, at 12.00 noon.  

Assessment 1 entails case study research. The student will conduct an in-depth case 
study of a particular participatory process or, alternatively, a comparative case study of 
various processes. The case study may be: 

• based on desk research conducted using international databases such as 
http://participedia.net/en, http://www.oidp.net/en/home or 
https://www.latinno.net/en/  (see also section Online Resources in this 
Handbook) as a starting point.  

• OR based on observation and analysis of a ‘live’ participatory process, forum 
or event. 

The report must make use of theoretical and research insights gained during the course 
in order to analyse the case study. Reference to a range of readings from the course 
programme is expected. 

Advice and feedback will be given by course conveners on case study drafts. Each 
student will submit a short outline (one page max) of the case study via ELMA by 
14th of February, 12 noon) and receive written feedback to guide their work. This 
outline should include: 

• Name of the public participation process (or processes) chosen for the case study 

• Reason for choosing that case study –i.e. what makes it an interesting case in public 
participation? 

• Key references in the literature that may help to analyse the case study 

• Sources to be used to build the case study –i.e. where will the information come 
from? 

• Outline of the proposed structure for the report 

The following are key assessment criteria for the final Case Study Report. However, 
it is important to note that the overall mark is a result of a holistic assessment of the 
assignment. 

http://participedia.net/en
http://www.oidp.net/en/home
https://www.latinno.net/en/
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• Does the Case Study Report show a grasp of the concepts and knowledge that are 
relevant for the analysis of a public participation process? 

• Does the Case Study Report demonstrate a logical and effective pattern of 
analysis? 

• Does the Case Study Report use relevant, accurate and effective forms of 
evidence? 

• Does the Case Study Report demonstrate reflexivity and critical thinking in relation 
to analysis and evidence? 

• Is the Case Study Report adequately presented in terms of: correct referencing and 
quoting; spelling, grammar and style; layout and visual presentation? 

2) Practical (40% of the mark) A practice-based piece of work choosing from two 
options (engagement plan or blog post) [1,500 words, excluding bibliography] – 
Submission by 5th April 2019, at 12.00 noon 

Assessment 2 entails a practice-based piece of work choosing one of these two 
options: 

• Engagement plan –The student will prepare a plan proposal for a public 
participation process to be organised by a public, private or third sector organisation 
of their choice. The course convener will provide guidance in class. 

• Blog – The student will write a blog post that deals with a key dilemma in public 
participation practice explored during the course. The course convener will provide 
guidance in class. 

The following are key assessment criteria for the practice-based piece. However, it 
is important to note that the overall mark is a result of a holistic assessment of the 
assignment. 

• Does it show a grasp of concepts and knowledge that are relevant (to planning or 
evaluating or addressing a key dilemma) in public participation practice? 

• Is it clearly structured, focussed and coherent? 

• Does it demonstrate reflexivity, critical thinking and awareness of the challenges of 
public participation practice? 

• Is it adequately presented in terms of: spelling, grammar and style; layout and visual 
presentation? 

The course convener will offer written and oral guidance for both assignments during the 
course. The assessments are designed to give students flexibility to build a portfolio of work 
that suits their future career plans. For instance, Assessment 1 can be used to build case 
studies in any area of policy and/or politics, and anywhere in the world. Assessment 2 
enables practice-oriented work for students interested in becoming practitioners in a range 
of fields (option: plan), as well as for those interested in exploring and communicating 
theoretical and empirical debates (option: blog post). 
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The following web page explains the marking descriptors for different grades: 
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_
and_regulations/marking_descriptors  

Please check the guidance document ‘Citing References: why and how to do it’, which 
includes how to use Harvard Style: 
http://www.docs.is.ed.ac.uk/docs/Libraries/PDF/SEcitingreferencesHarvard.pdf  

For further information please see ‘The Politics/IR Honours Handbook’. 

3) Learning portfolio (10% of the final mark)  

The Learning Portfolio is designed to promote informed participation in the weekly 
sessions, and support ongoing learning and development. The portfolio is composed of 9 
sets of reading notes, submitted weekly via ELMA (deadline: 12 noon every Friday, starting 
on week 2, 25th January 2019). Please use and submit the same document every week 
so that all the weekly notes accumulated are included. The Learning Portfolio 
assessment will account for 10% of the overall mark for the course. 

As general guidance, students are advised to prepare notes comprising around 200 words 
every week (max. 400 words). Each set of weekly notes should be concise and contain: 

• key learning points from the mandatory weekly readings; 

• personal reflection on those points; 

• and, when appropriate, any issues to be investigated further (e.g. in class or 
coursework) 

The 9 sets of reading notes (one per week for the duration of the course) will be assessed 
as a whole portfolio and a final mark awarded shortly after completion of the course. Mid-
term feedback will be provided in written on week 4.  

The following are key assessment criteria for the Learning Portfolio. However, it is 
important to note that the overall mark is a result of a holistic assessment of the assignment: 

• Are the notes concise and well-written? 

• Do the notes demonstrate a clear understanding of some of the key topics in the 
weekly readings? 

• Do the notes offer reflection on key issues raised in the readings? 

Please note that late submission is not allowed for this component of the assessment. 
Only notes submitted on time (by noon every Friday) will be accepted for the Portfolio. If 
there are any difficulties with the submission system ELMA, please contact the Course 
Secretary Colin Arthur colin.arthur@ed.ac.uk 

 

Participating in the course 

The course entails 30 contact hours, delivered in 10x3 hour sessions (including short 
breaks). Each session will include theoretically and empirically based presentations and 
debates, as well as practical exercises and workshops centred on core skills.  

http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/marking_descriptors
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/marking_descriptors
http://www.docs.is.ed.ac.uk/docs/Libraries/PDF/SEcitingreferencesHarvard.pdf
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Given the highly interactive nature of the course, student participation in every session 
is crucial. Students are expected to prepare in advance by listening to podcasts, watching 
videos, consulting databases and reading a range of materials (blogs, websites, articles, 
book chapters) provided by the course organiser. 

This is a highly practical course where each session builds on the previous, and therefore 
student absence can have considerable impact on the student’s ability to follow the 
progression of the course. 

• Attendance: You are expected to attend every session, unless you have a very good 
reason to be absent. Absences should be explained in advance and justified with 
evidence where appropriate. Note that attendance will be recorded. 

• Preparation: You are expected to complete the required readings every week, and to 
come up with reflections and points for discussion. The required reading is the bare 
minimum you are expected to do; the more you read from the recommended “further 
readings”, the better the discussion, the better your coursework will be. 

• Listening: You are expected to listen when others talk, both in small and large group 
sessions. Ideally, you will be able to incorporate or build on the ideas of others.  

• Engagement: You are expected to contribute to class discussion by offering ideas and 
asking questions. You are also expected to engage with other students’ ideas with 
respect. 

Weekly sessions summary 

Week Date and 
time 

Session 

1.  18th 
January, 

13.10 – 
16.00  

Public Participation: Types, Hopes and 
Hypes 
Format: workshop and lecture  

2.  25th 
January, 

13.10 – 
16.00 

Representative, Participatory and 
Deliberative Democracy: Synergies and 
Tensions 
Format: workshop and lecture 

3.  1st  
February, 

13.10 – 
16.00 

From Government to Governance, from 
Hierarchies to Networks 
Format: workshop and lecture 

4.  8th 
February, 

13.10 – 
16.00 

Public consultations and forums  
Format: workshop and lecture 

Submit a short draft outline (one page) of the case study by 12 noon on the 
14th of February 2019)  



 Public Participation in Democracy and Governance 2018-19 8 

5.  15th 

February, 

13.10 – 
16.00 

Stakeholder Partnerships  
Format: workshop and lecture 

  18-22 February 2019, Flexible Learning Week 
(no class) 

6.  1st March, 

13.10 – 
16.00 

Participatory Budgeting  
Format: workshop and lecture 

7.  8th March, 

13.10 – 
16.00 

Deliberative Mini-publics 
Format: workshop and lecture 

Submission of Case Study Report (50% of course mark): 13th of March 2019, 
by 12.00 noon 

8.  15th March, 

13.10 – 
16.00 

E-democracy and online participation 
Format: workshop and lecture 

9.  22nd March, 

13.10 – 
16.00 

Public engagement work: Dialogue, 
deliberation and facilitation  
Format: workshop and lecture 

10.  29th March, 

13.10 – 
16.00 

Beyond cynicism and complacency: 
Institutionalising participatory and 
deliberative democracy 
Format: workshop and lecture 

11.  5th April 

 

Writing Week (no class) 

Submission of Practice-based Work (Practical Assessment, 40% of course 
mark):  5th April 2019, by 12.00 noon 

Course sessions  

The worlds of politics and policy-making are evolving to accommodate diverse ideas and 
practices around citizen and stakeholder participation. Traditional forms of public 
engagement (e.g. public meetings, consultations) now coexist alongside a new range of 
democratic innovations (e.g. mini-publics, participatory budgeting, crowd-sourcing). These 
developments have profound consequences for how politics and policy-making work, and 
the evolving relationship between state and civil society. This course aims to help students 
to develop analytical and practical skills to understand and operate in the myriad political 
contexts shaped by conflicting ideas and practices about public participation. 
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The course will start from core themes and debates about public participation in democracy 
and governance (Block 1, Weeks 1-3). Then, it will proceed to specific case studies and 
practices of various democratic innovations and participatory processes from around the 
world (Block 2, Weeks 4 - 9) with a final overview session to consolidate learning and critical 
reflection (Week 10). Below is an outline including the overarching theme for each week, 
as well as an indication of some of the practical components of each session designed to 
develop analytical skills (AS) and practical skills (PS). 

Please pay attention to the required preparation for each week, which is crucial for the 
sessions to be interactive, insightful and productive.  

Block 1 – Public Participation in Context 
Week 1. Public Participation: Types, Hopes and Hypes 

Presentation and workshops 
AS: Examples of participation across policy areas 
PS: Facilitation 

Required preparation: 

Students should have started reading the core book for the course – Smith, G. 
(2009) Democratic innovations: Designing institutions for citizen participation, 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

 
Week 2. Representative, Participatory and Deliberative Democracy: Synergies 

and Tensions 
Presentation and workshops 
AS/PS: Mapping synergies and tensions 

Required preparation: 

• Read two academic articles (required for the weekly Learning Portfolio):  

o Escobar, O. (2017) Pluralism and democratic participation: What kind of 
citizen are citizens invited to be?, Contemporary Pragmatism, 14(4): 416-438. 
Access online: 
http://booksandjournals.brillonline.com/content/journals/10.1163/18758185-
01404002  

o Quick, K. S., & Bryson, J. M. (2016), 'Public participation', in J. Torfing & C. 
Ansell (eds.), Handbook in theories of governance: Edward Elgar Press 
(accessible online at UoE library). 

• Optional but highly recommended: 

o Newspaper article: The people trying to save democracy from itself, 
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2016/jul/02/democracy-tarnished-brand-
desperate-need-reinvention 

o Check out the podcast ‘The Public Philosopher: Why Democracy? 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p02h91r3  

 

Week 3. From Government to Governance, from Hierarchies to Networks 
Presentation and workshops 
AS: The politics of voice and expertise  
PS: Developing an analytical framework 

Required preparation: 

http://booksandjournals.brillonline.com/content/journals/10.1163/18758185-01404002
http://booksandjournals.brillonline.com/content/journals/10.1163/18758185-01404002
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2016/jul/02/democracy-tarnished-brand-desperate-need-reinvention
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2016/jul/02/democracy-tarnished-brand-desperate-need-reinvention
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p02h91r3
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• Read two academic articles (required for the weekly Learning Portfolio):  

o Warren, M. (2009b) Governance-driven democratization. Critical Policy 
Studies, 3(1), 3 - 13. 

o Weymouth, R. and Hartz-Karp, J. (2015) Deliberative Collaborative 
Governance as a democratic reform to resolve wicked problems and improve 
trust, Journal of Economic and Social Policy, 17 (1), Article 4. Available at: 
http://epubs.scu.edu.au/jesp/vol17/iss1/4 

• Check out:  

o Episode 1 of the BBC Radio 4 podcast –Can democracy Work? 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b04y9frz/episodes/player  

 

Block 2 – Cases and Practices 
Week 4. Public consultations and forums  

Presentation and workshops 
AS: Case studies (e.g. UK) 
PS: Using surveys  

Required preparation: 

• Read two academic articles (required for the weekly Learning Portfolio):  

o Fung, A. (2006) Varieties of participation in complex governance, Public 
Administration Review, 66:66-75. 

o Dean, R. (2016) Beyond radicalism and resignation: The competing logics for 
public participation in policy decisions, Policy & Politics. 

• Please find 2 examples of public participation processes in your country (e.g. using 
Participedia https://participedia.net) and be prepared to share them briefly on Day 4 

Optional:  

• Episode 2 of the BBC Radio 4 podcast –Can democracy Work? 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b04y9frz/episodes/player  

 
Week 5. Stakeholder Partnerships  

Presentation and workshops 
AS: Case study (e.g. USA): conflict and collaboration 
PS: Stakeholder mapping  

Required preparation (for the weekly Learning Portfolio): 

• Emerson, K., T. Nabatchi, & S. Balogh. (2012), 'An Integrative Framework for 
Collaborative Governance', Journal of Public Administration Research and 
Theory, 22(1), 1-29. [available at UoE library via MyEd; pdf also in Learn] 

• Innes, J. E. & Booher, D. E. (2003) Collaborative policymaking: governance 
through dialogue. In: HAJER, M. A. & WAGENAAR, H. (Eds.) Deliberative Policy 
Analysis: Understanding Governance in the Network Society. Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press. [chapter available in e-book at UoE library; pdf also 
in Learn] 

Optional:  

• Listen to Episode 3 of the BBC Radio 4 podcast –Can democracy Work? 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b04y9frz/episodes/player  

 

http://epubs.scu.edu.au/jesp/vol17/iss1/4
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b04y9frz/episodes/player
https://participedia.net/
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b04y9frz/episodes/player
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b04y9frz/episodes/player
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Week 6. Participatory Budgeting  
Presentation and workshops 
AS: Case studies (e.g. South America, Africa, Europe) 
PS: Developing a public engagement plan 

Required preparation (for the weekly Learning Portfolio): 

• Book Chapter: ‘Popular assemblies: from New England town meetings to participatory 
budgeting’, Chapter 2 in Smith, G. (2009) Democratic innovations: Designing 
institutions for citizen participation, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. (This 
chapter is part of the mandatory book for this course, and the electronic version can 
be accessed via the Library) 

• Book Chapter: Escobar et al. (2018), 'Participatory budgeting in Scotland: The 
interplay of public service reform, community empowerment and social justice', in N. 
Dias (Ed.), Hope for democracy: 30 years of participatory budgeting worldwide, Faro, 
Portugal: Oficina, pp. 311-336. http://whatworksscotland.ac.uk/publications/hope-for-
democracy-participatory-budgeting-in-scotland/  

Optional: 

• Documentary: Participatory Budgeting in Belo Horizonte (Brazil) 
https://vimeo.com/22084457  

• Report: PB in Africa http://www.internationalbudget.org/wp-
content/uploads/Participatory-Budgeting-in-Africa-A-Training-Companion-with-Cases-
from-Eastern-and-Southern-Africa.pdf  

• Article: Xin, G., & Yan, X. (2014) Participatory policy making under authoritarianism: 
the pathways of local budgetary reform in the People’s Republic of China, Policy and 
Politics [access via DiscoverEd]. 

 
Week 7. Deliberative Mini-publics 

Presentation and workshops 
AS: Case studies (e.g. China, Canada, Ireland, European Union) 
PS: Recruiting / mobilising participants (e.g. random selection) 

Required preparation: 

• Please read for your weekly Learning Portfolio:  

o Chapter 3 in Smith, G. (2009) ‘Mini-publics: assemblies by random selection’, 
Democratic innovations: Designing institutions for citizen participation, 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. (Note that this is part of the 
mandatory book for this course, and the electronic version can be accessed 
via the Library) 

o Escobar, O., & S. Elstub. (2017) Forms of mini-publics: An introduction to 
deliberative innovations in democratic practice: Research and Development 
Note 4, newDemocracy Foundation, 
https://www.newdemocracy.com.au/research/research-notes/399-forms-of-
mini-publics  
 

• In preparation for class: 

o Watch this TedTallk: ‘What did democracy really mean in Athens?’ 
http://ed.ted.com/lessons/what-did-democracy-really-mean-in-athens-melissa-
schwartzberg  

o Listen to the podcast: Legislature by Lot, with Prof. John Gastil 
http://realdemocracynow.com.au/3-3/  

http://whatworksscotland.ac.uk/publications/hope-for-democracy-participatory-budgeting-in-scotland/
http://whatworksscotland.ac.uk/publications/hope-for-democracy-participatory-budgeting-in-scotland/
https://vimeo.com/22084457
http://www.internationalbudget.org/wp-content/uploads/Participatory-Budgeting-in-Africa-A-Training-Companion-with-Cases-from-Eastern-and-Southern-Africa.pdf
http://www.internationalbudget.org/wp-content/uploads/Participatory-Budgeting-in-Africa-A-Training-Companion-with-Cases-from-Eastern-and-Southern-Africa.pdf
http://www.internationalbudget.org/wp-content/uploads/Participatory-Budgeting-in-Africa-A-Training-Companion-with-Cases-from-Eastern-and-Southern-Africa.pdf
https://www.newdemocracy.com.au/research/research-notes/399-forms-of-mini-publics
https://www.newdemocracy.com.au/research/research-notes/399-forms-of-mini-publics
http://ed.ted.com/lessons/what-did-democracy-really-mean-in-athens-melissa-schwartzberg
http://ed.ted.com/lessons/what-did-democracy-really-mean-in-athens-melissa-schwartzberg
http://realdemocracynow.com.au/3-3/
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Optional: 

• Blog post by alumni of this course Romance Porrot – Heads or Tails? How leaving the 
selection of public offices to chance could revitilise democracy: 
http://www.democraticaudit.com/2016/08/22/heads-or-tails-how-leaving-the-selection-
of-public-offices-to-chance-could-revitalise-democracy/  

• Blog post by alumni of this course Matthew Beswick – Called up for parliamentary 
service: why we should replace the Lords with a House of Citizens: 
http://www.democraticaudit.com/2017/08/30/called-up-for-parliamentary-service-why-
we-should-replace-the-lords-with-a-house-of-citizens/  

• Ted Talk: ‘Imagine a European democracy without borders’ 
http://www.ted.com/talks/george_papandreou_imagine_a_european_democracy_with
out_borders  

• Jamieson, David - ‘Of the people’: 5 ways a citizens' second chamber could 
democratise Scotland https://www.commonspace.scot/articles/10438/people-5-ways-
citizens-second-chamber-could-democratise-scotland  

• Fishkin, J. S., He, B., Luskin, R. C., & Siu, A. (2010) Deliberative democracy in an 
unlikely place: deliberative polling in China, British Journal of Political Science, 40(2), 
435-448. 

• Kroll, J. & Swann, J. (2015) We, the people: Constitutional decision making through 
citizen-led deliberative processes, Edinburgh: ERS Scotland. Online access: 
https://www.electoral-reform.org.uk/sites/default/files/files/publication/We-the-people-
citizen-led-constitutional-conventions.pdf  

 
Week 8. E-democracy and online participation 

Presentation and workshops 
AS: Case studies (e.g. Finland) 
PS: Evaluating a public engagement process  

Required preparation (for the weekly Learning Portfolio): 

• Fung, A., Russon Gilman, H. and Shkabatur, J. (2013), Six models for the Internet 
+ Politics, International Studies Review, 15(1), pp. 30-47. 

• Moss, G. and Coleman, S. (2014) Deliberative manoeuvres in the digital 
darkness: e-democracy policy in the UK, British Journal of Politics and 
International Relations, 16, pp. 410-427. 

Optional: 

• Blog post by alumni of this course Caryss Girvin: Full of sound and fury: Is 
Westminster’s e-petitioning system good for democracy? 
http://www.democraticaudit.com/2018/11/19/full-of-sound-and-fury-is-westminsters-e-
petitioning-system-good-for-democracy/  

• Blog post: Overview of papers on ‘Crowdsourcing for politics & policy’ 
https://democracyspot.net/2014/09/25/over-40-papers-on-crowdsourcing-for-
politics-policy  

• TedTalks 

o Beth Noveck: Demand a more open source government:  
https://www.ted.com/talks/beth_noveck_demand_a_more_open_source
_government?language=en  

http://www.democraticaudit.com/2016/08/22/heads-or-tails-how-leaving-the-selection-of-public-offices-to-chance-could-revitalise-democracy/
http://www.democraticaudit.com/2016/08/22/heads-or-tails-how-leaving-the-selection-of-public-offices-to-chance-could-revitalise-democracy/
http://www.democraticaudit.com/2016/08/22/heads-or-tails-how-leaving-the-selection-of-public-offices-to-chance-could-revitalise-democracy/
http://www.democraticaudit.com/2016/08/22/heads-or-tails-how-leaving-the-selection-of-public-offices-to-chance-could-revitalise-democracy/
http://www.democraticaudit.com/2017/08/30/called-up-for-parliamentary-service-why-we-should-replace-the-lords-with-a-house-of-citizens/
http://www.democraticaudit.com/2017/08/30/called-up-for-parliamentary-service-why-we-should-replace-the-lords-with-a-house-of-citizens/
http://www.ted.com/talks/george_papandreou_imagine_a_european_democracy_without_borders
http://www.ted.com/talks/george_papandreou_imagine_a_european_democracy_without_borders
https://www.commonspace.scot/articles/10438/people-5-ways-citizens-second-chamber-could-democratise-scotland
https://www.commonspace.scot/articles/10438/people-5-ways-citizens-second-chamber-could-democratise-scotland
https://www.commonspace.scot/articles/10438/people-5-ways-citizens-second-chamber-could-democratise-scotland
https://www.commonspace.scot/articles/10438/people-5-ways-citizens-second-chamber-could-democratise-scotland
https://www.electoral-reform.org.uk/sites/default/files/files/publication/We-the-people-citizen-led-constitutional-conventions.pdf
https://www.electoral-reform.org.uk/sites/default/files/files/publication/We-the-people-citizen-led-constitutional-conventions.pdf
http://www.democraticaudit.com/2018/11/19/full-of-sound-and-fury-is-westminsters-e-petitioning-system-good-for-democracy/
http://www.democraticaudit.com/2018/11/19/full-of-sound-and-fury-is-westminsters-e-petitioning-system-good-for-democracy/
https://democracyspot.net/2014/09/25/over-40-papers-on-crowdsourcing-for-politics-policy
https://democracyspot.net/2014/09/25/over-40-papers-on-crowdsourcing-for-politics-policy
https://www.ted.com/talks/beth_noveck_demand_a_more_open_source_government?language=en
https://www.ted.com/talks/beth_noveck_demand_a_more_open_source_government?language=en
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o Robert Singleton: Crowdsourcing Democracy: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X3Yi76vjmWo  

• Podcast: Episode 2 of “Democracy on trial” –BBC Radio 4: 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b00scjdz  

 

Week 9. Public engagement work: Dialogue, deliberation and facilitation  
Presentation and discussion 
AS: Understanding communication: dialogue and deliberation 
PS: Facilitative leadership 

Required preparation (for weekly Learning Portfolio): 

• Please read pages 8-15, 20-21, 34-35, and 40-44 of Escobar, O. (2011) Public 
dialogue and deliberation: A communication perspective for public engagement 
practitioners, Edinburgh: Edinburgh Beltane -UK Beacons for Public 
Engagement: http://www.research.ed.ac.uk/portal/en/publications/public-
dialogue-and-deliberation(068a922c-0f20-4cf5-b967-8c0ceaeacd11).html  

• Moore, A. (2012) Following from the front: theorizing deliberative facilitation. Critical 
Policy Studies, 6(2), 146-162. 

Optional: 

• Podcast: Episode 3 of “Democracy on trial” –BBC Radio 4: 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b00scjdz  

• Real Democracy Now podcast series 
http://realdemocracynow.com.au/podcast/podcasts/essence-of-a-real-
democracy/  

• Sunstein, C. R. (2002) The Law of Group Polarization, Journal of Political Philosophy, 
10(2), 175-196. 

 

Critical overview 
Week 10. Beyond cynicism and complacency: Institutionalising participatory and 

deliberative democracy 
This final session is dedicated to sharing key learning points and critical 
reflections using various interactive formats and a final presentation. 

Required preparation: 

• Fung, A. (2015) Putting the Public Back into Governance: The Challenges of 
Citizen Participation and Its Future, Public Administration Review, 75(4), 513-522. 

• Read this blog post (needed for class participation): ‘Democracy on ice: a post-
mortem of the Icelandic constitution’, by Thorvaldur Gylfason in OpenDemocracy 
https://www.opendemocracy.net/can-europe-make-it/thorvaldur-
gylfason/democracy-on-ice-post-mortem-of-icelandic-constitution  

• Check out the World Wide Views website, and come prepared to answer two 
questions: What is WWViews trying to accomplish? How? http://wwviews.org    

Optional: 

• Ganuza, E., & Garcia, F. J. F. (2015) Citizen participation in Europe: A 
comparative analysis from the sociopolitical contexts, OBETS. Revista de 
Ciencias Sociales, 10(1), 235-260. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X3Yi76vjmWo
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b00scjdz
http://www.research.ed.ac.uk/portal/en/publications/public-dialogue-and-deliberation(068a922c-0f20-4cf5-b967-8c0ceaeacd11).html
http://www.research.ed.ac.uk/portal/en/publications/public-dialogue-and-deliberation(068a922c-0f20-4cf5-b967-8c0ceaeacd11).html
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b00scjdz
http://realdemocracynow.com.au/podcast/podcasts/essence-of-a-real-democracy/
http://realdemocracynow.com.au/podcast/podcasts/essence-of-a-real-democracy/
https://www.opendemocracy.net/can-europe-make-it/thorvaldur-gylfason/democracy-on-ice-post-mortem-of-icelandic-constitution
https://www.opendemocracy.net/can-europe-make-it/thorvaldur-gylfason/democracy-on-ice-post-mortem-of-icelandic-constitution
http://wwviews.org/
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• Video, re:publica talk by Birgitta Jónsdóttir (activist, Icelandic parliamentarian, 
Pirate Party): “Iceland could have been innovative - Participatory democracy”  
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wdnHbeWlgV4  

• Real Democracy Now podcast series 
http://realdemocracynow.com.au/podcast/podcasts/essence-of-a-real-
democracy/  

 

Core Readings 
Students will be expected to read the materials required each week in preparation for the 
next (as indicated in the previous section). Those weekly readings will be discussed at each 
session and students will be expected to take active part in those discussions. Students 
will also be expected to demonstrate the breadth of their reading, particularly in Assignment 
1 (Case Study Report). Please see the Thematic Bibliography at the end of this 
Handbook to find references on specific topics. 

In addition to the weekly readings, two books must be read for the course: 

1) Smith, G. (2009) Democratic innovations: Designing institutions for citizen 
participation, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

2) The second book can be chosen from this menu of options, depending on the student’s 
interest: 

• Barber, B. R. (2003) Strong democracy: Participatory politics for a new age, 
Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California Press. 

• Castells, M. (2012) Networks of outrage and hope, Cambridge: Polity Press. 

• Chappell, Z. (2012) Deliberative democracy: A critical introduction, Basingstoke: 
Palgrave Macmillan. 

• Chwalisz, C. (2017), The people's verdict: Adding informed citizen voices to public 
decision-making, London; New York: Rowman & Littlefield; Policy Network. 

• Cornwall, A. (Ed.) (2011) The participation reader, London: Zed Books. 

• della Porta, D. (2013) Can democracy be saved? Participation, deliberation and 
social movements, Cambridge: Polity Press. 

• De Souza Briggs, X. (2008) Democracy as problem solving. Civic capacity in 
communities across the globe, Cambridge MA: The MIT Press. 

• Dryzek, J. S. (2002) Deliberative democracy and beyond liberals, critics, 
contestations, Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

• Elstub, S. and McLaverty, P. (Eds.) (2014) Deliberative democracy: Issues and 
cases, Edinburgh: Edinburgh   University Press.  

• Fischer, F. (2000) Citizens, experts, and the environment: The politics of local 
knowledge, Durham; London: Duke University Press. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wdnHbeWlgV4
http://realdemocracynow.com.au/podcast/podcasts/essence-of-a-real-democracy/
http://realdemocracynow.com.au/podcast/podcasts/essence-of-a-real-democracy/
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• Fishkin, J.S. (2011) When the people speak: Deliberative democracy and public 
consultation, Oxford: Oxford University Press.  

• Forester, J. (2009) Dealing with differences: dramas of mediating public disputes, 
Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

• Gastil, J. & Levine, P. (2005) The deliberative democracy handbook: Strategies for 
effective civic engagement in the twenty-first century, San Francisco: Jossey-Bass. 

• Innes, J. E. & Booher, D. E. (2010) Planning with complexity: An introduction to 
collaborative rationality for public policy, Abingdon; New York: Routledge. 

• Lee, C. W., McQuarrie, M. and Walker, E. T. (Eds.) (2015) Democratizing 
inequalities: Dilemmas of the new public participation, New York: New York 
University Press. 

• Nabatchi, T., Gastil, J., Weiksner, G. M. and Leighninger, M. (Eds.) (2012) 
Democracy in motion: Evaluating the practice and impact of deliberative civic 
engagement, New York: Oxford University Press. 

• Nabatchi, T. and Leighninger, M. (2015) Public participation for 21st century 
democracy, Hoboken: Jossey-Bass. 

• Smith, G. (2005) Beyond the ballot. 57 Democratic innovations from around the 
world, London: The POWER Inquiry. 

• Young, I. M. (2000) Inclusion and democracy, Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

 

Appendix 1 – General Information 

Students with Disabilities 

The School welcomes disabled students with disabilities (including those with specific 
learning difficulties such as dyslexia) and is working to make all its courses as accessible 
as possible. If you have a disability special needs which means that you may require 
adjustments to be made to ensure access to lectures, tutorials or exams, or any other 
aspect of your studies, you can discuss these with your Student Support Officer or Personal 
Tutor who will advise on the appropriate procedures. 
 
You can also contact the Student Disability Service, based on the University of Edinburgh, 
Third Floor, Main Library, You can find their details as well as information on all of the 
support they can offer at: http://www.ed.ac.uk/student-disability-service  
 

Learning Resources for Undergraduates 

The Study Development Team at the Institute for Academic Development (IAD) provides 
resources and workshops aimed at helping all students to enhance their learning skills and 
develop effective study techniques. Resources and workshops cover a range of topics, 
such as managing your own learning, reading, note-making, essay and report writing, exam 
preparation and exam techniques. 
 

http://www.ed.ac.uk/student-disability-service
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The study development resources are housed on ‘LearnBetter’ (undergraduate), part of 
Learn, the University’s virtual learning environment.  Follow the link from the IAD Study 
Development web page to enrol: www.ed.ac.uk/iad/undergraduates 
 
Workshops are interactive: they will give you the chance to take part in activities, have 
discussions, exchange strategies, share ideas and ask questions. They are 90 minutes 
long and held on Wednesday afternoons at 1.30pm or 3.30pm. The schedule is available 
from the IAD Undergraduate web page (see above). 
 

Workshops are open to all undergraduates but you need to book in advance, using the 
MyEd booking system. Each workshop opens for booking two weeks before the date of the 
workshop itself. If you book and then cannot attend, please cancel in advance through 
MyEd so that another student can have your place. (To be fair to all students, anyone who 
persistently books on workshops and fails to attend may be barred from signing up for 
future events). 

Study Development Advisors are also available for an individual consultation if you have 
specific questions about your own approach to studying, working more effectively, 
strategies for improving your learning and your academic work. Please note, however, that 
Study Development Advisors are not subject specialists so they cannot comment on the 
content of your work. They also do not check or proof read students' work. 
 
To make an appointment with a Study Development Advisor, email iad.study@ed.ac.uk  
 
(For support with English Language, you should contact the English Language Teaching 
Centre). 
 

Discussing Sensitive Topics  

The discipline of Public Participation in Democracy and Governance addresses a number 
of topics that some might find sensitive or, in some cases, distressing.  You should read 
this Course Guide carefully and if there are any topics that you may feel distressed by you 
should seek advice from the course convenor and/or your Personal Tutor. 
 
For more general issues you may consider seeking the advice of the Student Counselling 
Service, http://www.ed.ac.uk/schools-departments/student-counselling  
 

Guide to Using LEARN  

The following is a guide to using LEARN.  If you have any problems using the LEARN sign 
up, please contact the course secretary Kasia Pietrzak K.Pietrzak@ed.ac.uk  
 
Step 1 – Accessing LEARN course pages 
Access to LEARN is through the MyEd Portal.  You will be given a log-in and password 
during Freshers’ Week.  Once you are logged into MyEd, you should see a tab called 
‘Courses’ which will list the active LEARN pages for your courses under ‘myLEARN’. 
 
Step 2 – Welcome to LEARN 
Once you have clicked on the relevant course from the list, you will see the Course Content 
page.  There will be icons for the different resources available. 
 
 

http://www.ed.ac.uk/iad/undergraduates
mailto:iad.study@ed.ac.uk
http://www.ed.ac.uk/schools-departments/student-counselling
mailto:K.Pietrzak@ed.ac.uk
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Appendix 2 - Course Work Submission and Penalties 

Penalties that can be applied to your work and how to avoid them. 

Below is a list of of penalties that can be applied to your course work and these are listed 
below. Students must read the full description on each of these at: 
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_
and_regulations/coursework_penalties 
  
Make sure you are aware of each of these penalties and know how to avoid them. 
Students are responsible for taking the time to read guidance and for ensuring their 
coursework submissions comply with guidance.  

Lateness Penalty 

If you miss the submission deadline for any piece of assessed work 5 marks will be 
deducted for each calendar day that work is late, up to a maximum of seven calendar 
days (35 marks).  Thereafter, a mark of zero will be recorded.  There is no grace period 
for lateness and penalties begin to apply immediately following the deadline. 

Word Count Penalty  

Your course handbook will specify the word length of your assessments. All coursework 
submitted by students must state the word count on the front page.  All courses in the 
School have a standard penalty for going over the word length; if you are taking courses 
from other Schools, check with them what their penalties are. 

The penalty for excessive word length in coursework is a 5-mark penalty. These 5 marks 
will be deducted regardless of how many words over the limit the work is (whether it is by 
1 words or by 500!).  In exceptional circumstances, a marker may also decide that any text 
beyond the word limit will be excluded from the assignment and it will be marked only on 
the text up to the word limit. In most cases, appendices and bibliography are not included 
in the word count whilst in-text references, tables, charts, graphs and footnotes are 
counted.   

In most cases, appendices and bibliography are not included in the word count whilst in-
text references, tables, charts, graphs and footnotes are counted. Make sure you know 
what is and what is not included in the word count. Again, check the course handbook for 
this information and if you are unsure, contact the Course Organiser to check.  

You will not be penalised for submitting work below the word limit.  However, you should 
note that shorter essays are unlikely to achieve the required depth and that this will be 
reflected in your mark 

ELMA: Submission and Return of Coursework 

Coursework is submitted online using our electronic submission system, ELMA.  You will 
not be required to submit a paper copy of your work. 
  
Marked coursework, grades and feedback will be returned to you via ELMA.  You will not 
receive a paper copy of your marked course work or feedback.  
 
For details of how to submit your course work to ELMA, please see our webpages here.  

http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/coursework_penalties
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/coursework_penalties
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/submission_guidance
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Please note that all submissions to ELMA should be formatted as a Word document (doc 
or.docx.).  If you are permitted or required to submit in a different format, this will be detailed 
in your course handbook.   
 
Any submission that is not in word format will be converted by the Undergraduate Teaching 
Office into word where possible. By submitting in any format other than word, you are 
accepting this process and the possibility that errors may occur during conversion.  The 
UTO will do everything possible to ensure the integrity of any document converted but to 
avoid issue, please submit in Word format as requested.   
 

Extensions: New policy-applicable for years 1 -4 

If you have good reason for not meeting a coursework deadline, you may request an 
extension. Before you request an extension, make sure you have read all the guidance 
on our webpages and take note of the key points below. You will also be able to access 
the online extension request form through our webpages. 

• Extensions are granted for 7 calendar days. 
• If you miss the deadline for requesting an extension for a valid reason, you should 

submit your coursework as soon as you are able, and apply for Special 
Circumstances to disregard penalties for late submission. You should also contact 
your Student Support Officer or Personal Tutor and make them aware of your 
situation. 

• If you have a valid reason and require an extension of more than 7 calendar days, 
you should submit your coursework as soon as you are able, and apply for 
Special Circumstances to disregard penalties for late submission. You should also 
contact your Student Support Officer or Personal Tutor and make them aware of 
your situation. 

• If you have a Learning Profile from the Disability Service allowing you potential for 
flexibility over deadlines, you must still make an extension request for this to be 
taken into account. 

Plagiarism Guidance for Students: Avoiding Plagiarism 

Material you submit for assessment, such as your essays, must be your own work. You 
can, and should, draw upon published work, ideas from lectures and class discussions, 
and (if appropriate) even upon discussions with other students, but you must always 
make clear that you are doing so. Passing off anyone else’s work (including another 
student’s work or material from the Web or a published author) as your own is 
plagiarism and can be punished severely.  

Copying part of one of your own assignments previously submitted for credit for the same 
or another course is self-plagiarism, which is also not allowed. This is an important 
consideration if you are retaking a course; an assignment submitted the previous year 
cannot be resubmitted the next, even for the same course.  

When you upload your work to ELMA you will be asked to check a box to confirm the 
work is your own. All submissions will be run through ‘Turnitin’, our plagiarism detection 
software. TurnItIn compares every essay against a constantly-updated database, which 
highlights all plagiarised work. Students who are found to have included plagiarised 
(including self-plagiarised) material in their work will be reported to an Academic 

http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/requesting_an_extension
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/requesting_an_extension
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Misconduct Officer for further investigation, and grade penalties can be applied. In 
extreme cases, assignment grades can be reduced to zero.  

For further details on plagiarism see the Academic Services’ website:  

http://www.ed.ac.uk/arts-humanities-soc-sci/taught-students/student-conduct/academic-
misconduct 

Data Protection Guidance for Students 

In most circumstances, students are responsible for ensuring that their work with 
information about living, identifiable individuals complies with the requirements of the Data 
Protection Act. The document, Personal Data Processed by Students, provides an 
explanation of why this is the case.  It can be found, with advice on data protection 
compliance and ethical best practice in the handling of information about living, identifiable 
individuals, on the Records Management section of the University website at: 
 
https://www.ed.ac.uk/records-management/guidance/data-protection/dpforstudents 

 

Thematic Bibliography 
Students may also consult the references below to further their understanding of the topics 
covered during the course, or to support arguments in written assessments. 

Democratic innovation and democratic theory 
Blaug, R. (2002) Engineering Democracy, Political Studies,  50 (1):102-116. 

Buchanan, J. M. (1954) Social Choice, Democracy, and Free Markets, The Journal of 
Political Economy, 62(2): 114-123. 

Dunn, J. (2005) Setting the People Free: The story of democracy, London: Grove Atlantic. 

Dahl, R. (1989) Democracy and its Critics, New Haven: Yale University Press 

Dahl, R. (1998) On Democracy, New Haven: Yale University Press. 

Dryzek, J. S. (1990) Discursive democracy: Politics, policy, and political science, 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Escobar, O. (2017) Pluralism and democratic participation: What kind of citizen are citizens 
invited to be?, Contemporary Pragmatism, 14(4): 416-438. Access 
online:http://booksandjournals.brillonline.com/content/journals/10.1163/18758185-
01404002.  

Euban, J.P. (1993) Democracy Ancient and Modern, PS: Political Science and Politics, 
26(3): 478 – 481.  

Fung, A. (2003) Survey Article: Recipes for Public Spheres: Eight institutional design 
choices and their consequences, The Journal of Political Philosophy, 11 (3): 338-
367. 

Fung, A. and Wright, E.O. (eds.) (2003) Deepening democracy: institutional innovations in 
empowered participatory governance, London: Verso. 
http://www.ssc.wisc.edu/~wright/Deepening.pdf [if the link doesn’t work, enter the 
title in search engine]  

http://www.ed.ac.uk/arts-humanities-soc-sci/taught-students/student-conduct/academic-misconduct
http://www.ed.ac.uk/arts-humanities-soc-sci/taught-students/student-conduct/academic-misconduct
http://booksandjournals.brillonline.com/content/journals/10.1163/18758185-01404002
http://booksandjournals.brillonline.com/content/journals/10.1163/18758185-01404002
http://www.ssc.wisc.edu/%7Ewright/Deepening.pdf


 Public Participation in Democracy and Governance 2018-19 20 

Goodin, R. E. (2008) Innovating democracy: Democratic theory and practice after the 
deliberative turn, Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

Held, D. (2006) Models of Democracy, Cambridge: Polity 

Mackie, Gerry (2009) Schumpeter's Leadership Democracy, Political Theory, 37 128-153 

Manin, B. (1997) The Principles of Representative Government, Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, (especially Chapter 1. ‘Direct democracy and representation: 
selection of officials in Athens’) 

Ryan, M., & Smith, G. (2012) Towards a comparative analysis of democratic innovations, 
Revista Internacional de Sociologia, 70(2), 89-120. 

Saward, M. (2000) Democratic innovation: Deliberation, representation, and association, 
London: Routledge. 

Saward, M. (2003) Democracy, Cambridge: Polity.  

Schumpeter, J. (1976) Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy, London: Allen and Unwin. 

Smith, G. (2009) Democratic innovations: Designing institutions for citizen participation, 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Smith, G. (2005) Beyond the Ballot: 57 Democratic Innovations from Around the World. 
London: Power Inquiry 
http://westminsterresearch.wmin.ac.uk/11541/1/Smith_2005.pdf  

Warren, M. E. (2009) ‘Governance-Driven Democratisation,’ Critical Policy Studies, Vol. 3 
(1): 3-13. 

 

Public participation and participatory democracy 
Andersson, E., McLean, S., Parlak, M. & Melvin, G. (2013) From fairy tale to reality. 

Dispelling the myths around citizen engagement. London: Involve and RSA. 
Available online: http://www.involve.org.uk/blog/2013/02/26/from-fairy-tale-to-
reality/  

Barber, B. R. (2003) Strong democracy: Participatory politics for a new age, Berkeley and 
Los Angeles: University of California Press. 

Barnes, M., Newman, J. and Sullivan, H. (2007) Power, participation and political renewal: 
Case studies in public participation, Bristol: The Policy Press. 

Brodie, E., Cowling, E., Nissen, N., Paine, A. E., Jochum, V. & Warburton, D. 2009. 
Understanding participation: A literature review. Institute for Volunteering Research, 
Involve and NCVO. Available online: 
http://pathwaysthroughparticipation.org.uk/resources/literaturereview/. 

Brodie, E., Hughes, T., Jochum, V., Miller, S., Ockenden, N. & Warburton, D. 2011. 
Pathways through participation: What creates and sustains active citizenship? : 
Institute for Volunteering Research, Involve and NCVO. Available: 
http://pathwaysthroughparticipation.org.uk/resources/finalreport 

Buchanan, J. M. (1954) Individual Choice in Voting and the Market, The Journal of Political 
Economy, 62(4): 334-343. 

Callon, M., Lascoumes, P. & Barthe, Y. (2009) Acting in an uncertain world. An essay on 
technical democracy, Cambridge; London: MIT Press. 

Castells, M. (2012) Networks of outrage and hope, Cambridge: Polity Press. 

http://westminsterresearch.wmin.ac.uk/11541/1/Smith_2005.pdf
http://www.involve.org.uk/blog/2013/02/26/from-fairy-tale-to-reality/
http://www.involve.org.uk/blog/2013/02/26/from-fairy-tale-to-reality/
http://pathwaysthroughparticipation.org.uk/resources/literaturereview/
http://pathwaysthroughparticipation.org.uk/resources/finalreport
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Chilvers, J. 2010. Sustainable participation? Mapping out and reflecting on the field of 
public dialogue on science and technology. Harwell:: Sciencewise Expert Resource 
Centre. Available online: http://www.sciencewise-erc.org.uk/cms/sciencewise-erc-
resource-library/. 

Cornwall, A. (Ed.) (2011) The participation reader, London: Zed Books. 

Dalton, R. (2004) Democratic Choices, Democratic Challenges : The Erosion of Political 
Support in Advanced Industrial Democracies, Oxford: Oxford University Press. 
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Podcasts and videos 
• Audiovisual resources (videos and podcasts) by the newDemocracy Foundation in 

Australia: https://www.newdemocracy.com.au/videos/  

• Ted Talks: 

o ‘What did democracy really mean in Athens?’ http://ed.ted.com/lessons/what-
did-democracy-really-mean-in-athens-melissa-schwartzberg  

o ‘Imagine a European democracy without borders’ 
http://www.ted.com/talks/george_papandreou_imagine_a_european_democra
cy_without_borders  

o Beth Noveck: Demand a more open source government:  
https://www.ted.com/talks/beth_noveck_demand_a_more_open_source
_government?language=en  

o Robert Singleton: Crowdsourcing Democracy: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X3Yi76vjmWo  

• RSA’s Citizens’ Economic Council https://www.thersa.org/action-and-research/rsa-
projects/economy-enterprise-manufacturing-folder/citizens-economic-council  

• BBC podcast ‘The Public Philosopher: Why Democracy?’ 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p02h91r3  

• BBC podcast –Can democracy Work?  

o Episode 1 http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b04y9frz/episodes/player  

o Episode 2 http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b04y9frz/episodes/player 

o Episode 3 http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b04y9frz/episodes/player 

• BBC Podcast ‘Democracy on trial’ 

o Episode 2 http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b00scjdz  

o Episode 3 http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b00scjdz  

• Podcast series: Real Democracy Now! http://realdemocracynow.com.au  

• Short video by the Sortition Foundation: ‘A real democracy would use sortition’ 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=12V9rV_bp_M  

http://www.publicconversations.org/resources/guides
http://www.jefferson-center.org/
http://www.speaksoc.org/2013/05/teach-yourself/
https://www.newdemocracy.com.au/videos/
http://ed.ted.com/lessons/what-did-democracy-really-mean-in-athens-melissa-schwartzberg
http://ed.ted.com/lessons/what-did-democracy-really-mean-in-athens-melissa-schwartzberg
http://www.ted.com/talks/george_papandreou_imagine_a_european_democracy_without_borders
http://www.ted.com/talks/george_papandreou_imagine_a_european_democracy_without_borders
https://www.ted.com/talks/beth_noveck_demand_a_more_open_source_government?language=en
https://www.ted.com/talks/beth_noveck_demand_a_more_open_source_government?language=en
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X3Yi76vjmWo
https://www.thersa.org/action-and-research/rsa-projects/economy-enterprise-manufacturing-folder/citizens-economic-council
https://www.thersa.org/action-and-research/rsa-projects/economy-enterprise-manufacturing-folder/citizens-economic-council
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p02h91r3
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b04y9frz/episodes/player
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b04y9frz/episodes/player
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b04y9frz/episodes/player
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b00scjdz
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b00scjdz
http://realdemocracynow.com.au/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=12V9rV_bp_M


 Public Participation in Democracy and Governance 2018-19 36 

• Video, re:publica talk by Birgitta Jónsdóttir (activist, Icelandic parliamentarian, Pirate 
Party): ‘Iceland could have been innovative - Participatory democracy’  
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wdnHbeWlgV4  

• Short video: Participatory Budgeting in Recife (Brazil) 
http://participedia.net/en/videos/finalists-reinhard-mohn-prize-2011-recife-
participatory-budgeting  

• Short video: Participatory Budgeting in Blaenau Gwent (UK) 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VWsouNScWqs&feature=youtu.be&list=UUR-
fLkCRLqCT2kU4Vkoz_sg  

• Documentary: Participatory Budgeting in Belo Horizonte (Brazil) 
https://vimeo.com/22084457  

• Documentary: ‘Beyond Elections’ https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YJkajOPgkhw  

• Podcast of public lecture by Professor Laurence Monnoyer-Smith: ‘Institutionalising 
Public Deliberation: empowerment or appeasement? 
http://www.lse.ac.uk/newsAndMedia/videoAndAudio/channels/publicLecturesAndEve
nts/player.aspx?id=2849&utm_content=buffer74f54&utm_medium=social&utm_sourc
e=twitter.com&utm_campaign=buffer 
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http://www.lse.ac.uk/newsAndMedia/videoAndAudio/channels/publicLecturesAndEvents/player.aspx?id=2849&utm_content=buffer74f54&utm_medium=social&utm_source=twitter.com&utm_campaign=buffer
http://www.lse.ac.uk/newsAndMedia/videoAndAudio/channels/publicLecturesAndEvents/player.aspx?id=2849&utm_content=buffer74f54&utm_medium=social&utm_source=twitter.com&utm_campaign=buffer
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