Questions tutorials Multilevel governance
After reading the texts, these questions can help you to assess whether you have understood the materials:

- Does a strong national identity come at the expense of a European identity? Why (not)?
- What are some of the processes that create territorial identities?
- Why is the issue of a European identity of citizens important for European governance?
- What is the alternative perspective (given by Hooghe and Marks) for multilevel governance?

- What arguments plead for a multilevel governance perspective? What arguments in favour of an intergovernmental perspective can you give?
- What are (historic) examples of technocratic policy making?

- Can you describe how policy making styles in the EU have developed over time?

- Hooghe and Marks describre two competing models for Europe, the “neo-liberal” and the “regulated Europe” model. Can you describe these and show how they play out in European policy issues? How do they relate to traditional political camps in national policy making?

Feel free to discuss the answers/issues in this thread or raise things you did not get in class.

Good luck

Willem
These questions might help you to grasp the main issues of today’s tutorial:

· What are examples of techniques used in rationalist policy analysis?

· Of the many social science disciplines that are involved in policy studies, which one would you associate mostly with such rationalist approaches?

· Can you explain the difference between cost-effectives and cost/benefit analysis?

· How can the implementation of policy based on cost-effectives analysis meet unexpected problems? (You could use the example of biodiversity policy or use an example of your own.)

· What are some different repertoires (or discourses) to legitimate policy decisions? (“I made this policy and it was the right thing to do, because…”)

· What different kinds of costs would you find in a cost-effectiveness analysis?

· What are the risks of using participatory processes to advance plans that have already been decided?

· “Open, participatory policy making is good because it will build consensus and end all conflict.” Do you agree?

Feel free to discuss or ask questions if you feel left in the dark!

Willem
Week 3

After reading the texts, these questions can help you to assess whether you have understood the materials:

- How does rational policy require that the world (or at least the part relevant for policy) be made countable? Can you give examples?

- What are the consequences of making the world countable for the representation of the world?

- How does this representation play a role in further policy making and what are consequences for how the world is shaped?

- Which actors typically drive the creation of universals and standards? Can you give examples?

- Can you see how Scott’s account of the transition to modernity is different from Marx’s account? (e.g. think of the role of the state, (class) struggle, or the role of rationality)

- What is technocracy?

- Under which circumstances would you expect an increased role for experts in decision making?

- Is EU decision-making technocratic? (Give arguments for and against before you draw your conclusion, avoid a quick generalisation.)
Feel free to discuss the answers/issues in this thread or raise things you did not get in class.

Good luck

Willem

Week 5
These questions might help you to grasp the main issues of today’s tutorial:

- Apart from symbolic actions, such as a politician visiting a disaster site, what other symbols could you find in policies? Can you give an example?

- Why is it not possible to measure policy outcomes unequivocally, according to interpretative policy analysis?

- What are different (ideological) responses to globalization?

- Habermas advocates deliberative democracy as a solution for systems that threaten our life world. What is a deliberative democracy? What institutions and processes give shape to a deliberative democracy?
- “Our policy aims to reduce drug abuse by a combination of medical care for addicts and a reduction of availability of drugs.” How would you assess the implementation of such a policy from a positivist point of view? How would you assess the implementation from an the perspective of interpretive policy analysis?

Feel free to discuss the answers/issues in this thread or raise things you did not get in class.

Good luck
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Week 6
After reading the texts, these questions can help you to assess whether you have understood the materials:

· What forms of legitimacy of public policy can you distinguish?

· What is the difference between a participatory and a deliberative model of democracy?

· What forms of legitimacy are considered more important in participative and deliberative democracy?

· Why would you want to involve societal actors in your decision making process, as a decision maker?

· What are the trade-offs of organising participation early or late in the decision-making process?

· What concrete models of organising citizen participation can you list? Can you describe these? Which ones stress deliberation?

· How can different forms of legitimacy conflict in participatory processes?
· The idealistic “at our meeting, all relevant actors should be allowed to discuss anything” can be an appealing and mobilising sentiment, but there are some practical problems that will likely undermine these ambitions. Can you give some examples?
Good luck!
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Week 7

After reading the texts, these questions can help you to assess whether you have understood the materials:

· Why does counting (measurement) depend on purpose? Can you give an example?

· Counting is not just a matter of tallying, but also…?

· How does Stone claim that counting relies on metaphor?

· Why does Stone claim the language of counting is “political”?

· All counting is open to two challenges with respect to classification. What are these?

· Why are numbers also symbols, not just objects?

· By merely claiming something needs counting, you already claim a lot about what that thing is. What do you claim?

· Measurement is not a neutral representation, but affects who/what is being represented: people change their behaviour if they know they are being counted. Can you give some examples? Why is this important for policy?

· Where does benchmarking come from, originally?

· Can you give examples of how benchmarking entered EU policy and how it relates to the Open Method of Co-ordination?

· There is a tension in benchmarking between learning and control. Can you explain?

· What are complications with the use of benchmarking in EU policy?

· How could you use benchmarking to compare cultural policies of European cities? What could benchmarking look like (i.e. design some features of a benchmarking process for this case)? What complications would you expect and how would you try to avoid them?
Good luck!
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Week 8

After reading the texts, these questions can help you to assess whether you have understood the materials:
· Can you list different types of activities policy analysts perform (for government policy)? Can you give examples?

· Which of these activities can you imagine you would like for your own professional future?

· What values are involved in each of these activities? How would you assess the quality of each of these activities?

· How can civil servants too have different identities? How does this affect their interest?

· Why is policy work sometimes also a matter of “coping”?

· What is bricolage in policy making?

Good luck!
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