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KEY DATES 
Seminar schedule From Week 2, all sessions are 3-5pm in Pathfoot D1 

 

Meeting 1 is Monday 26th September Pathfoot H5  

Meeting 2 3rd October Pathfoot D1 

Meeting 3 10th October Pathfoot D1 

Meeting 4 17th October Pathfoot D1 

READING WEEK 

Meeting 5 31st October Pathfoot D1 

Meeting 6 7th November Pathfoot D1 

COURSEWORK PREPARATION WEEK (One-to-One 

Teams meetings) 

Meeting 7 21st November Pathfoot D1 

Meeting 8 28th November Pathfoot D1 

Meeting 9 5th December (Presentations) Pathfoot D1 

 

Post-seminar feedback and guidance 

opportunities 

We can talk informally at the end of each session, and 

please email me to arrange additional 1-to-1 meetings. 

Coursework submission date Friday 9th December at 2pm 

Feedback return date by Monday 19th December (feedback and provisional 

marks, to be confirmed after internal and external 

moderation and module board in January) 

 

SUMMARY OF MODULE  

Our aim is to produce policy analyses for the real world. This task requires us to: 

(1) define a policy problem, generate feasible solutions, use values to compare them, predict theor 

effects, and make a recommendation 

(2) understand the politics of policy choice in a complex policymaking environment 

(3) develop skills to communicate analysis to different audiences, and 

(4) use policy theories and concepts to justify your strategy.  

 

We begin by exploring common tips on how to conduct policy analysis. We then explore topics such 

as: (1) what is policy and how does it change, (2) the psychology of policymaking, (3) multi-centric 

policymaking, and (4) key parts of the policymaking environment, including institutions, networks, 

ideas, socioeconomic factors and events. 

 

I have produced books, blog posts, and podcasts to get you started, and will give you access to a 

folder of further reading. Our weekly meetings are for group discussion based on your reading 

and insights. 

 

READING LISTS  
Essential reading: I have written two books for MPP students. You only need to buy them if you 

prefer to possess a hard copy.  

Both books come with webpages dedicated to summaries of key concepts and 

studies, and podcasts to accompany most of the blog posts. 

 

1. The Politics of Policy Analysis (written for MPP1). 

https://www.stir.ac.uk/study/semster-dates/
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• Go to this page - https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/policy-analysis-in-750-

words/ - to get you started.  

• It summarises a series of policy analysis texts, identifies a series of key 

themes, and includes a podcast on each theme. 

• The book itself covers policy analysis, policy process research, and critical 

policy analysis in more depth. 

• The podcasts provide about 3 hours of audio. 

• The Annex gives you a description of – and rationale for – the coursework 

you will do for MPP1, MPP3, and/ or MPPDS. 

2. Understanding Public Policy 2nd edition. Written for MPP3, but including 

concepts relevant to MPP1. 

• Go to these pages - Policy in 500 words & Policy in 1000 words – to get 

started. 

• They summarise key concepts and are accompanied by a podcast. The 500 

Words site has podcasts based on lectures that I recorded for MPP3 (next 

semester). 

• Don’t feel pressure to get through all of these posts and podcasts this 

semester. They are there to help, but MPP3 is when we get more into the 

theories and concepts. 

 

3. You will also see from the 750 Words page that there are many policy 

analysis texts. Assuming you do not want to read them all, which should you 

read in particular?  

One answer is to read the most available texts. For example, you can get the 

ebook of Meltzer and Schwartz via the library (and versions of the Bardach 

book are freely available online). Another is to follow up the more critical texts 

by Stone and Bacchi (some of which you can find online if not in the library). 

Hopefully, my summaries of each book will help you identify the most useful 

to you. 

 

4. You should be able to access all of the further reading in the folder I provide. 

 

 

 

Meetings and topics 
Meeting 1 Introductions, approaches, and what is policy? (Monday 26th September, 

Pathfoot H5)  

In this introductory session, we will: 

1. Begin by introducing ourselves and describing what we want from the course.  

• Let’s talk about a return to campus teaching plus any uncertainties that might affect key parts of the 

module (such as small group work) 

• I can also answer your initial questions about the MPP programme and how this module fits in (most of 

you are taking MPP, some the MSc Applied Social Research) 

• Please remind me to warn MPP students about the coursework for ASR02 

• Feel free to suggest additional blog posts or podcasts that would help you understand the topics we cover 

2. Talk about the relationship between three key elements of policy analysis 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/policy-analysis-in-750-words/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/policy-analysis-in-750-words/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/1000-words/
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• Policy analysis is research for policy: defining problems, seeking solutions, identifying trade-offs, 

estimating their effects, and making recommendations.  

• Policy studies is research of policy and policymaking: what policy is, who makes it, how policymakers 

understand and address problems, and the environment that limits their influence. 

• Critical policy analysis combines elements of both, to identify: who decides, who benefits, and how to 

challenge inequitable processes and outcomes. 

• In most weeks we will combine a focus on at least two of these elements, to show how policy studies and 

critical policy analysis help us think about policy analysis as a technical and political act. 

3. Answer these questions in groups: (a) what is policy? (b) what is the policy process (or: how is policy 

made)? There is not a definitive answer to ‘what is policy?’ but we need to define it to produce policy 

analysis and empirical studies. 

4. Talk about the course and coursework requirements and presentations. 

5. I encourage you to think of a policy problem to solve in advance.  

• You can use this example each week to make our abstract conversations more concrete. 

• The coursework is due on the 9th December, but there are two reading/ coursework preparation weeks to 

make sure that you have a draft (and a solid presentation) before that deadline. 

• PAC: check about Canvas, email, office hours, etc 

 

Key reading:  

• The Politics of Policy Analysis (Preface and Introduction; Annex for the coursework discussion) 

• This draft chapter – click here - summarises the three approaches described in the book. It comes 

from a forthcoming book on UK policy: https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/policymaking-in-the-uk/  

 

Blog posts: 

Please acquaint yourself with the webpage for the module: https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/policy-

analysis-in-750-words/  

 

Policy in 500 Words: what is public policy and why does it matter? 

What is Policy? (podcast download) 

Policy in 500 Words: The Policy Process 

Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: The Policy Process 

 

Bonus reading: 

1. Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: Chapter 1 

2. Cairney, P. and Weible, C. (2017) ‘The new policy sciences’, Policy Sciences, 50, 4, 619-27 

 

Meeting 2 Policy analysis guides and the policy cycle (3rd October, Pathfoot D1) 

This week focuses on policy analysis and design, exploring (1) ‘how to do policy analysis’ guides, (2) 

how they relate to a simple (and misleading) model of policymaking, and (3) how policymaking research 

helps to identify the gaps between (a) what analysts may need, and (b) what actually happens.  

 

Questions for our groups:  

1. What are the key steps to policy analysis? Compare my summary of 5 key steps with the advice 

from policy analysis texts.  

2. How do these steps relate to stages of the ‘policy cycle’? Do they describe similar functions? Can 

these functional requirements be met in real world policymaking? 

3. What kinds of policy ‘instruments’ or ‘tools’ might analysts recommend? How can we use a focus 

on tools/ instruments to understand policy change? 

https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2022/08/chapter-2-three-lenses-cairney-kippin-bup-pp-in-the-uk-11.8.22.pdf
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/policymaking-in-the-uk/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/policy-analysis-in-750-words/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/policy-analysis-in-750-words/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/04/28/policy-in-500-words-what-is-public-policy-and-why-does-it-matter/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/03/04/what-is-policy-3/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2013/10/what-is-policy-podcast.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2017/07/11/policy-concepts-in-500-words-the-policy-process/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2017/07/11/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-the-policy-process/
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11077-017-9304-2
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These tasks will be crucial to: 

• MPP1 policy analysis and policy concepts/ reflection. You need to know what policy is, and what 

tools or instruments are available, to be able to make good recommendations.  

• In other words, you may want a policymaker to do something, but what exactly should they do (and 

how technically and politically feasible will it be)? 

• MPP3 essay.  You need to know what policy is and how much it has changed to explain policy 

change (and its limits).  

 

Key reading for each question:  

1. The Politics of Policy Analysis chapter 2  

• Blog posts: Begin with this summary of each text’s steps Policy Analysis in 750 words: Classic 5-

step advice then follow up with as many summaries and books as possible.  

• For example, you can read this summary Policy Analysis in 750 words: Rachel Meltzer and Alex 

Schwartz (2019) Policy Analysis as Problem Solving then access the full text as an ebook. 

 

2. The Politics of Policy Analysis chapter 7 (or What you need as an analyst versus policymaking 

reality) 

• Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed Chapter 2 

• Policy in 500 Words: if the policy cycle does not exist, what do we do? 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: The Policy Cycle and its Stages (podcast download) 

 

 

3. Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed Chapter 2 (again) 

• Policy in 500 Words: how much does policy change? 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Policy change and measurement (podcast download) 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Policy change 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: how do policy theories describe policy change? 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Success and Failure (Evaluation) (podcast download) 

 

Bonus reading: 

1. The politics of policy design (blog post, podcast, article) 

2. Jordan, A. and Turnpenny, J. (eds 2015) The tools of policy formulation (chapter 1) 

3. Hood, C. and Margetts, H. (2007) The tools of government in the digital age  (chapter 1) 

 

Meeting 3 Critical policy analysis, power, and ideas (10th October, Pathfoot D1) 

In this session we find connections between policy analysis and critical policy analysis, while noting that 

these texts and discussions only scratch the surface of this field.  

 

In policy studies, we often begin with a focus on power and ideas: 

• Policymakers can only pay attention to a small number of issues for which they are responsible, so 

they ignore most issues and promote a small number to the top of their agenda. We discuss how 

problems are ‘framed’, and how they are pushed on, or kept off, the policy agenda.  

• We examine the extent to which this process is underpinned by the existence of ‘paradigms’, norms 

or ‘monopolies of understanding’. In other words, power relates to the ways in which we think about 

and describe the world, and we use ‘ideas’ and knowledge to accept some ways of thinking and reject 

others. 

 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2020/03/13/policy-analysis-in-750-words-classic-5-step-advice/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2020/03/13/policy-analysis-in-750-words-classic-5-step-advice/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/06/policy-analysis-in-750-words-rachel-meltzer-and-alex-schwartz-2019-policy-analysis-as-problem-solving/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/06/policy-analysis-in-750-words-rachel-meltzer-and-alex-schwartz-2019-policy-analysis-as-problem-solving/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/20/policy-analysis-in-750-words-what-you-need-as-an-analyst-versus-policymaking-reality/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/20/policy-analysis-in-750-words-what-you-need-as-an-analyst-versus-policymaking-reality/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/05/21/policy-in-500-words-if-the-policy-cycle-does-not-exist-what-do-we-do/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/11/11/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-the-policy-cycle-and-its-stages/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/01/podcast-the-policy-cycle-19-1-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/04/29/policy-in-500-words-how-much-does-policy-change/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2014/03/18/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-policy-change-and-measurement/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/01/podcast-policy-change-measurement-19-1-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2020/06/19/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-policy-change/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/08/11/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-how-do-policy-theories-describe-policy-change/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/12/21/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-success-and-failure-evaluation/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/01/podcast-policy-success-failure.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2022/06/15/the-politics-of-policy-design/
https://www.dropbox.com/sh/qvxweg1dlb4jruh/AACNHY1j28NAXmNrycp4Zl9ea?dl=0
https://www.amazon.com/Government-Digital-Public-Policy-Politics/dp/0230001440?asin=0230001440&revisionId=&format=4&depth=1


6 
 
 

In policy analysis,  

• We can begin with Bacchi’s focus on ‘problematisation’, which describes how policy actors 

create policy problems as they make sense of them. 

• We can explore the links between texts focusing explicitly on policy analysis and many other 

relevant texts on ‘decolonizing’ research and emancipatory research. 

 

These tasks will be crucial to: 

• MPP1 policy analysis and reflection: this focus on power and beliefs helps you understand the 

importance of your audience to your analysis, and the role of analysts as political actors. 

• MPP3 essay. Power and ideas are at the heart of all explanations of policymaking. 

 

Questions for our groups:  

1. What is power? We can explore topics such as: 

• The ‘community power’ debate between elitism and pluralism (and how it relates to their research 

designs and methods).   

• The ‘2nd face’ of power, the ‘third dimension’ (Lukes) and the ‘fourth dimension’ (Foucault) 

• Can you describe power relations without making value judgements? 

2. What are ideas, and how do they relate to power? 

• Paradigms, norms, core beliefs, and framing. 

3. How can you use Bacchi’s approach to identify who wins and loses from framing? 

4. What should be your role as a policy analyst?  

• Pragmatic and client oriented? 

• Questioning and decolonizing? 

 

Key reading for each question:  

1. Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: Chapter 3  

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Power and Ideas (podcast download) 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Framing (podcast download) 

• Policy in 500 Words: Power and Knowledge 

2. Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: Chapter 11 (first half) 

3. The Politics of Policy Analysis chapters 5 and 9  

• Carol Bacchi (2009) Analysing Policy: What’s the problem represented to be?  

• Linda Tuhiwai Smith (2012) Decolonizing Methodologies  

• Policy analysis for marginalized groups in racialized political systems 

• Reflecting on your role as a policy analyst. 

 

Further reading: 

This is a week in which we can think about the links between policy studies and wider studies of politics 

and society.  

I have made some of these connections in The Politics of Policy Analysis.  

However, please also read at least one text from the following list and relate it to the themes in UPP 

chapter 3, which has a section on the rejection of certain ways of thinking and, therefore, the social 

groups associated with some forms of knowledge and activity.  

1. Doucet, F. (Re)defining Useful Research Evidence Through Critical Perspectives and/ or 

Identifying and Testing Strategies to Improve the Use of Antiracist Research Evidence through 

Critical Race Lenses 

2. Ahrens, P., Celis, K., Childs, S., Engeli, I.,Evans, E. and Mügge, L. (2018) ‘Politics and gender: 

rocking political science and creating new horizons’, European Journal of Politics and Gender 1, 

1-2, 3–16 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/11/01/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-power-and-ideas/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/podcast-power-ideas-8-2-161.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2015/11/02/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-framing/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/podcast-framing-mp3-8-2-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/01/28/policy-in-500-words-power-and-knowledge/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/10/08/policy-analysis-in-750-words-carol-bacchis-2009-wpr-approach/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/11/19/policy-analysis-in-750-words-linda-tuhiwai-smith-2012-decolonizing-methodologies/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/23/policy-analysis-in-750-words-policy-analysis-for-marginalized-groups-in-racialized-political-systems/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/19/policy-analysis-in-750-words-reflecting-on-your-role-as-a-policy-analyst/
https://www.dropbox.com/sh/qvxweg1dlb4jruh/AACNHY1j28NAXmNrycp4Zl9ea?dl=0
https://wtgrantfoundation.org/digest/centering-the-margins-redefining-useful-research-evidence-through-critical-perspectives
https://wtgrantfoundation.org/digest/identifying-and-testing-strategies-to-improve-the-use-of-antiracist-research-evidence-through-critical-race-lenses
https://wtgrantfoundation.org/digest/identifying-and-testing-strategies-to-improve-the-use-of-antiracist-research-evidence-through-critical-race-lenses
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3. Emejulu, A. (2018) ‘On the problems and possibilities of feminist solidarity’, IPPR Progressive 

Review, 24, 4, 267-73 

4. Evans, E. (2014) The Politics of Third Wave Feminisms  

5. Fonow, M. and  Cook, J. (2005) ‘Feminist Methodology: New Applications in the Academy and 

Public Policy’, Signs, 30, 4, 2211-36 

6. Hall, B.L. and Tandon, R. (2017) ‘Decolonization of knowledge, epistemicide, participatory 

research and higher education’, Research for All, 1, 1, 6–19 

7. Michener, J. (2019) ‘Policy Feedback in a Racialized Polity’, Policy Studies Journal, 47, 2, 423-

450 

8. Robbie Shilliam (2021) Decolonising Politics 

 

Meeting 4 Bounded rationality, stories, and social construction (17th October, 

Pathfoot D1) 

The phrase ‘bounded rationality’ is central to policy studies. It describes the inability to consider all issues 

and evidence comprehensively, then explores how policymakers deal with it. We examine the cognitive 

shortcuts that people use to make choices and how they try to exploit the cognitive biases of their audiences. 

 

In policy analysis,  

• Lindblom relates bounded rationality to ‘incrementalism’: narrowing a search for information, and 

building on past agreements 

• Stone shows how policy actors tell stories to define problems, identify solutions, and compare them 

with reference to contested values. 

 

In policy studies,  

• The Narrative Policy Framework (NPF) and Social Construction and Policy Design (SCPD) 

approaches examine how people tell stories to influence policy, often by drawing on social 

stereotypes.  

 

This type of discussion will be crucial to: 

• MPP1 policy analysis and reflection. You will focus on your ability to tell a good story as much as 

make good recommendations.  

• MPP3 essay. Bounded rationality and policymaker psychology are at the heart of all explanations of 

policymaking. 

 

Questions for our groups:  

 

1. What is comprehensive rationality and what is bounded rationality?  

• How do individuals deal with bounded rationality (e.g. 2 cognitive shortcuts)? 

• How do they resolve uncertainty (a lack of knowledge) and ambiguity (a lack of agreement on 

interpretation)? 

2. Why would bounded rationality lead to incrementalism?  

• Describe Lindblom’s argument on analysis and politics. 

• Identify examples where the same focus on bounded rationality suggests very different responses. 

3. What are key elements of stories? 

• How does Stone describe these elements? 

• What are the 4 elements of stories in the NPF? 

• Describe the role of social stereotypes in SCPD analysis. 

• Who is more important: the storyteller or the audience? 
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Key reading for each question:  

1. The Politics of Policy Analysis Chapter 4 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: The Psychology of Policymaking (podcast download) 

• Policy in 500 words: uncertainty versus ambiguity 

2. Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: Chapter 4 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Bounded Rationality and Incrementalism (podcast download) 

3. The Politics of Policy Analysis chapter 5  

• Deborah Stone (2012) Policy Paradox 

• Policy in 500 Words: Social Construction and Policy Design 

• Policy in 500 Words: the Narrative Policy Framework 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: the Social Construction of Target Populations (podcast download) 

 

Further reading: 

Please read at least one. 1-2 are the NPF and 3-5 are SCPD 

1. Crow, D. and Jones, M. (2018) ‘Narratives as tools for influencing policy change’, Policy & Politics, 

46, 2, 217–34 

2. Jones, M. D., M. K. McBeth, and E. A. Shanahan (2014) ‘Introducing the Narrative Policy 

Framework’ in The Science of Stories 

3. Schneider, A., and Ingram, H. (1993) ‘Social Construction of Target Populations:  Implications for 

Politics and Policy’, American Political Science Review 87 (2): 334-347 

4. Schneider, A. and Ingram, H. (1997) Policy Design for Democracy  

5. Schneider, Anne L., and Ingram, Helen M. eds. (2005) Deserving and Entitled: Social Construction 

and Public Policy.  

 

READING WEEK 
 

Meeting 5 Multi-level, multi-centric and complex policymaking (31st October Pathfoot 

D1) 

Policymaking complexity is central to policy studies. Policymaking takes place in an ‘environment’ or 

‘system’ over which policymakers have minimal control. Policy seems to emerge in the absence of ‘central’ 

control. Or, there are many policymaking ‘centres’. We examine several ways to understand this context, and 

reflect on other models which put policymakers at the centre of analysis.  

 

This discussion is crucial to:  

• MPP1 policy analysis and reflection. What can you recommend in this context (if policymakers are 

not in control), and who should you speak to (if power is not held simply at the centre)?  

• Studies of policy analysts help to identify the unclear relationship between (a) what they need to do, 

and (b) what they can expect to happen as a result. 

• They also identify the need for a wide variety of policy analysis skills, going way beyond the ability 

to define problems and identify solutions. 

• MPP3 essay.  It is difficult to explain policy change without reference to a wide collection of policy 

actors spread across a large system. 

 

Questions for our groups:  

 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2014/04/07/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-the-psychology-of-policymaking/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/03/podcast-psychology-2-3-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2018/01/17/policy-in-500-words-uncertainty-versus-ambiguity/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/11/11/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-bounded-rationality-and-incrementalism/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/01/podcast-bounded-rationality-19-1-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/05/policy-analysis-in-750-words-deborah-stone-2012-policy-paradox/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2017/09/09/policy-concepts-in-500-words-social-construction-and-policy-design/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/01/28/policy-in-500-words-the-narrative-policy-framework/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/01/08/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-the-social-construction-of-target-populations/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/01/podcast-social-construction-26-1-16.mp3
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1. How can we describe simple versus complex models of policymaking?  

• Identify key stages of the policy cycle 

• Identify key elements of the ‘Westminster model’ 

• Compare with the idea of multi-centric policymaking 

• Individual groups: MLG, complexity theory, polycentric governance 

2. What are the implications for policy analysis and analysts?  

• Describe old and new stories of policy analysis and analysts. 

• Describe the implications for policy analysis (a) styles, and (b) skills. 

 

Key reading for each question:  

1. Cairney, P., Heikkila, T. and Wood, M. (2019) Making policy in a complex world (click here). 

• Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: chapter 8 (MLG) and 6 (section on complexity) 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: the Westminster Model and Multi-level Governance  (podcast 

download) 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Complex Systems (podcast download) 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Multi-centric Policymaking (podcast download)  

2. The Politics of Policy Analysis Chapters 3 (6, 7, 11 are also relevant) 

• Radin, B. (2019) Policy Analysis in the Twenty-First Century  

• Marleen Brans, Iris Geva-May, and Michael Howlett (2017) Routledge Handbook of Comparative 

Policy Analysis 

• Thissen, W. and Walker, W. (Eds.). (2013) Public Policy Analysis  

• Defining policy problems and choosing solutions 

• What can you realistically expect policymakers to do? 

• What you need as an analyst versus policymaking reality 

• Complex systems and systems thinking 

 

 

Bonus Reading:  

1. Dommett, K. and Flinders, M. (2015) ‘The centre strikes back: Meta‐governance, delegation, and 

the core executive in the United Kingdom, 2010–14', Public administration, 93, 1, 1-16 

2. Stephenson, P. (2013) “Twenty years of multi-level governance: ‘Where Does It Come From? 

What Is It? Where Is It Going?” Journal of European Public Policy, 20, 6, 817-837 

 

Meeting 6 Institutions and networks (7th November, Pathfoot D1) 

In my description of ‘the policy process’ or ‘complex policymaking environment’, you will see reference 

to actors (operating across many levels of government), ideas, institutions, networks, and socioeconomic 

context and events. We have already covered the first two concepts. Over the next two weeks, we can 

complete the set, to expand our discussion of the policymaking context within which policy analysts engage. 

You may notice an overlap between concepts, such as when institutions seem to be similar to ideas (although 

would they seem so similar if we described rules and beliefs?). 

 

1. Institutions are the rules, norms, practices that influence behaviour. Rules can be formal and well 

understood, or informal and difficult to grasp.  

2. Networks are the relationships between policy actors such as policymakers and influencers.  

 

There is a large literature on both of these concepts and it is too large to cover in a week! However, we can 

describe the key role of rules and relationships in policymaking and identify the main ways in which to study 

them.  

https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fo/oogwy6ftqeit41k0s7uaw/h?dl=0&rlkey=zguuff4rhncn4je91ohl89li3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/11/10/policy-concept-in-1000-words-multi-level-governance-and-the-westminster-model/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/podcast-wm-mlg-15-2-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/podcast-wm-mlg-15-2-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/11/01/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-complex-systems/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/podcast-complexity.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/01/21/policy-concept-in-1000-words-multi-centric-policymaking/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2019/01/mpp3-21.1.19.m4a
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/06/policy-analysis-in-750-words-beryl-radin-b-2019-policy-analysis-in-the-twenty-first-century/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/18/policy-analysis-in-750-words-marleen-brans-iris-geva-may-and-michael-howlett-2017-routledge-handbook-of-comparative-policy-analysis/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/18/policy-analysis-in-750-words-marleen-brans-iris-geva-may-and-michael-howlett-2017-routledge-handbook-of-comparative-policy-analysis/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/11/policy-analysis-in-750-words-wil-thissen-and-warren-walker-2013-public-policy-analysis/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/20/policy-analysis-in-750-words-defining-policy-problems-and-choosing-solutions/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/19/policy-analysis-in-750-words-what-can-you-realistically-expect-policymakers-to-do/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/20/policy-analysis-in-750-words-what-you-need-as-an-analyst-versus-policymaking-reality/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/23/policy-analysis-in-750-words-complex-systems-and-systems-thinking/


10 
 
 

 

This discussion is crucial to:  

• MPP1 policy analysis and reflection. You need to tailor your advice to the rules, norms, and 

relationships between policymakers/influencers related to your policy issue. 

• You might also reflect on how big a challenge it would be to learn the informal rules of an 

organisation or network, or build up trust with your audience. 

• MPP3 essay.  It is difficult to explain policy change – or the lack of change - without reference to 

institutions and networks. 

 

Questions for our groups:  

1. What are institutions and why do they matter? 

1. Tell a story about each variant: (a) historical, (b) sociological/ normative, (c) rational choice, (d) 

discursive/ ideational, and/ or (e) feminist 

2. What are policy networks and why do they matter? 

• Describe the ‘logic’ of policy communities: why do they form? Why are they so pervasive? Who gets 

in? What are the ‘rules of the game’? 

3. How would your knowledge of institutions and networks influence your policy analysis? 

• Think of examples from your case study. 

 

Key reading for each question:  

1. Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: chapter 5 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Institutions and New Institutionalism (podcast download) 

• Policy in 500 Words: Feminist Institutionalism 

2. Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: chapter 9 (the section on networks) 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Networks, sub-government and communities (podcast download) 

3. The Politics of Policy Analysis Chapters 10 and 12 (and refresh yourself on chapter 4) 

• Entrepreneurial policy analysis 

• How much impact can you expect from your analysis? 

 

 

Further Reading (please read at least one on each topic):  

1. Pierson, P. (2000) ‘Increasing returns, path dependence, and the study of politics, The American 

political science review, 94:2, 251-67. 

2. Schmidt, V. (2009) ‘Discursive Institutionalism: The Explanatory Power of Ideas and Discourse’, 

Annual Review of Political Science, 11, 303–26  

3. Mackay, F., Kenny, M. and Chappell, L. (2010) ‘New Institutionalism Through a Gender Lens: 

Towards a Feminist Institutionalism?’ International Political Science Review, 31, 5, 573–588 

4. Jordan, G. and Cairney, P. (2013) ‘What is the ‘dominant model’ of British policymaking? 

Comparing majoritarian and policy community ideas’, British Politics, 8, 3, 233–259 

5. Rhodes, R.A.W. (1997) Understanding Governance (Open University Press) 

 

COURSEWORK PREPARATION WEEK (One-to-One Teams meetings) 
We will not meet on Monday 14th November on campus. Rather, I have set up a schedule for individual 

meetings with each of you (Wednesday 16th), to talk through your coursework and presentation plans. 

Please click this link and type your name after a time. 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2014/03/28/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-institutions-and-new-institutionalism/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/01/podcast-new-institutionalism-26-1-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/08/22/policy-in-500-words-feminist-institutionalism/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2014/03/25/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-networks-sub-government-and-communities/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/podcast-networks-22-2-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/23/policy-analysis-in-750-words-entrepreneurial-policy-analysis/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/20/policy-analysis-in-750-words-how-much-impact-can-you-expect-from-your-analysis/
https://docs.google.com/document/d/15AxzcNuPSgwnKP7ot29oOxMKYV8q1YU_0cgm-3qcgfg/edit?usp=sharing
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Meeting 7 Socioeconomic factors and the role of ‘events’ (21st November, Pathfoot 

D1) 

We examine the extent to which policymakers think about, and seek to solve problems, within a policy 

environment that represents a source of pressure. When, for example, demographic change, economic crisis, 

or public behaviour prompts new problems. Or, policymakers inherit the choices of their predecessors before 

they do anything new. Events can be routine, such as elections, or prompted by unpredictable shifts in the 

policy environment.  

 

This discussion is crucial to:  

• MPP1 policy analysis and reflection. Consider the extent to which policymakers can actually control 

the context in which they operate. What advice can you give them under the circumstances? Can you 

use these factors to describe an urgent problem? 

• MPP3 essay.  Consider the extent which socioeconomic factors cause policy change. 

 

Questions for our groups:  

1. What factors and events matter to your analysis? How can you respond? 

2. Take turns to describe your policy problem and how it relates to (for example) geography, 

demographics, social behaviour, economic factors, technology. 

3. Discuss how you might respond (and reflect on your policy analysis). 

2. What concepts help to capture these dynamics? 

• Describe one or all of the following: globalisation, inheritance before choice, environments, complex 

systems (and ‘systems thinking’). 

 

 

Key reading for each question:  

1. Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: chapter 6 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Context, Events, Structural and Socioeconomic Factors  

2. Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: chapter 6 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Complex Systems.  

• Complex systems and systems thinking 

• Policy in 500 Words: The Policy Process 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: The Policy Process 

 

Further Reading 

1. Rose, R. (1990) ‘Inheritance Before Choice in Public Policy’, Journal of Theoretical Politics, 2, 3, 

263-91 

2. Hay, C. (2002) Political Analysis: A Critical Introduction (Basingstoke: Palgrave) 

3. Geyer, R. and Cairney, P. (eds.) (2015) Handbook on Complexity and Public Policy chapter 1  

Meeting 8 Do policymakers learn? Do they learn from ‘evidence’?  (28th November 

Pathfoot D1) 

This is a bumper week. I have provided a lot of further reading, but we should be able to cover the basics 

first, allowing you to read more at your leisure (and during MPP3) if you find these topics interesting. 

 

PART 1: Policy learning and transfer 

First, we examine the extent to which policymakers actually take the advice provided by policy analysts. Do 

they learn from the experiences of others? Do they gather and use evidence to inform policy? 

http://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2014/03/25/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-context-events-structural-and-socioeconomic-factors/
http://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/11/01/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-complex-systems/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/23/policy-analysis-in-750-words-complex-systems-and-systems-thinking/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2017/07/11/policy-concepts-in-500-words-the-policy-process/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2017/07/11/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-the-policy-process/
http://www.e-elgar.com/shop/handbook-on-complexity-and-public-policy
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Ideally, policy analysis would be informed by learning from one’s own experience and that of other 

governments. In some cases, a government might import ideas or policies from a successful government. In 

reality, learning is just as political as anything else, and policy transfer is just as much about politics and 

agenda setting as ‘success’.  

 

This discussion is crucial to:  

• MPP1 policy analysis and reflection. Consider how you are asking policymakers to learn, and on 

what comparable experiences you might draw. 

• MPP3 essay. Learning and transfer can help explain policy change, but first we need to know what 

they mean (and how much of it is voluntary) 

 

Questions for our groups:  

1. What is policy learning?  

• Describe a ‘common sense’ view of learning and compare it to ‘policy learning’ (in relation to 

bounded rationality, power, ideas, and stories). 

• What are Dunlop & Radaelli’s 4 categories and why do they matter?  

• For example, what happens when learning is not just epistemic?  

• Which of the 4 types are good ways to do policy learning? 

2. What is policy transfer?  

• Describe key concepts: lesson-drawing, diffusion, convergence, transfer 

• Who does it? 

• Why? E.g. is it voluntary? 

• What makes it successful? Well implemented? Well informed? Relates to wider measures of 

success? 

• Why might it not make sense to talk of successful transfer?  

3. How does our discussion affect your policy analysis? 

• Take turns to describe your case studies. 

• Consider what you want a policymaker to learn, and how. 

• Do you want a government to transfer success from elsewhere? 

 

 

Key reading for each question:  

1. Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: chapter 12 

• Dunlop, C. and Radaelli, C. (2018) ‘The lessons of policy learning’, Policy and Politics, 46, 2, 255–

72 (or any relevant article by D&R) 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Policy Transfer and Learning (podcast download)  

• Three ways to encourage policy learning 

• Epistemic versus bargaining-driven policy learning 

2. Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: chapter 12 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Success and Failure (Evaluation) (podcast download) 

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: the intersection between evidence and policy transfer (podcast 

download) 

3. Teaching evidence based policy to fly: how to deal with the politics of policy learning and transfer 

• How to use evidence to identify, learn from, and transfer policy success  

 

Further Reading: 

1. Dolowitz, D. and Marsh, D. (1996) “Who Learns What from Whom: a Review of the Policy Transfer 

Literature”, Political Studies, XLIV, 343-57 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/11/11/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-policy-transfer-and-learning/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/podcast-transfer-10-2-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2017/09/04/three-ways-to-encourage-policy-learning/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2018/09/28/epistemic-versus-bargaining-driven-policy-learning/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/12/21/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-success-and-failure-evaluation/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/01/podcast-policy-success-failure.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/02/10/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-the-intersection-between-evidence-and-policy-transfer/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/podcast-ebpm-transfer-10-2-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/podcast-ebpm-transfer-10-2-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2018/10/11/teaching-evidence-based-policy-to-fly-how-to-deal-with-the-politics-of-policy-learning-and-transfer/
http://imajine-project.eu/2019/02/19/how-to-use-evidence-to-identify-learn-from-and-transfer-policy-success/
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2. Rose, R. (2005) Learning From Comparative Public Policy: A Practical Guide  

PART 2: ‘Evidence-based policymaking’  

There is a large interdisciplinary literature which tries to understand the relationship between evidence and 

policy. Some of it bemoans an evidence-policy gap and blames ‘post-truth’ politics and politicians. Some of 

it uses policy theory to understand the process during which policymakers might demand evidence (while 

describing EBPM as a myth or political slogan). We can have an introductory discussion of this topic, then 

revisit it in MPP3 when we have covered many more policy theories.  

 

This discussion is crucial to:  

• MPP1 policy analysis and reflection. Consider how you are asking policymakers to use evidence, 

and how you might frame it to maximise its policy relevance. 

• MPP3 essay. If the use of evidence does not explain policy change, what does? 

 

Questions for our groups:  

 

1. What is evidence?  

• How do you identify good and bad evidence? 

• What methods do we use to produce it? 

• How can you combine different kinds of knowledge? 

2. Why will policy/ policymaking never be ‘evidence based’? 

• What barriers do researchers describe?  

• What are the usual reasons given for a lack of EBPM? E.g. people don’t trust experts 

• What are common reasons for a lack of researcher-policymaker cooperation? 

• Use your new conceptual knowledge - bounded rationality and complex environments. - to explain 

the lack of EBPM. 

3. How do you do conduct and sell policy analysis in the absence of EBPM? 

• Return to policy analysis texts for advice. 

 

Key reading for each question:  

I have written and spoken a lot about this topic, so feel free to be selective in your reading and listening. 

1. The Politics of Policy Analysis Chapter 7 

• Who should be involved in the process of policy analysis? 

2. Cairney, P. (2016) The Politics of Evidence-based Policymaking  

• Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: ‘Evidence Based Policymaking’ (extra long podcast download, 

plus bonus lecture and Q&A) 

• EBPM page https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/ebpm/  

• EBPM lectures https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/anzsog/  

3. What can you do when policymakers ignore your evidence? (takes you to a series of posts, with links 

to several recorded lectures) 

• How far should you go to privilege evidence? 2. Policy theories, scenarios, and ethical dilemmas 

 

 

Further Reading 

1. Cairney, P., Oliver, K. and Wellstead, A. (2016) ‘To Bridge the Divide between Evidence and 

Policy: Reduce Ambiguity as Much as Uncertainty’, Public Administration Review, 76, 3, 399–402 

2. Botterill, L. and Hindmoor, A. (2012) ‘Turtles all the way down: bounded rationality in an evidence-

based age’, Policy Studies, 33, 5, 367-379 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/12/18/policy-analysis-in-750-words-who-should-be-involved-in-the-process-of-policy-analysis/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/11/23/why-is-evidence-based-policymaking-criticised-by-policy-scholars/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/paul-cairneyn-evidence-based_policy-lecture-5-2-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/paul-cairney-spa-02242016-talk.mp3
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/paul-cairney-spa-02242016-q-and-a.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/ebpm/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/anzsog/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2018/07/20/what-can-you-do-when-policymakers-ignore-your-evidence/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2018/07/20/how-far-should-you-go-to-privilege-evidence-2-policy-theories-scenarios-and-ethical-dilemmas/
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3. Weiss, C. (1979) ‘The Many Meanings of Research Utilization’ Public Administration Review 39, 5, 

426–431 (or anything by Carol Weiss) 

4. Oliver, K., Innvar, S., Lorenc, T., Woodman, J., & Thomas, J. (2014). A systematic review of 

barriers to and facilitators of the use of evidence by policymakers. BMC Health Services Research, 

14, 1, 2 http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6963/14/2  

  

Meeting 9 Presentations (5th December Pathfoot D1) 

This is your chance to make a 3 minute presentation based on the policy analysis that you will submit for 

marking on the 9th December. There are many ways to frame a policy analysis, but the most common 

questions tend to be: what is the policy problem, why should we try to solve it, who should solve it, and what 

policy solutions seem the most feasible? Or, you can follow common analytical steps: define the problem, 

generate technically and politically feasible solutions, use values to compare them, predict their effects, and 

make a recommendation. It is up to you. 

 

We will time your 3-minute presentations. In that time, you need to identify a policy problem and possible 

solutions. Focus on being persuasive, to capture our imagination. Focus on the policy context, in which you 

want to present a problem as solvable (otherwise, who will pay attention?) but not make inflated claims 

about how one action can solve a major problem. We will then devote 3-5 minutes to questions from the 

audience about your presentation. Being an active part of the audience is as important as doing a good 

presentation of your own.  

 

Please note that this is your chance to be creative; to experiment. The stakes are low (there is no mark for 

your performance) and the timing is good (you will have written a draft of your coursework and now have 

time to refine your argument before submission), so this is a key opportunity to try out your argument and 

gauge the response. 

 

Also note our wider aims. When everyone has presented, I will ask you what you remember. What (of the 

likely 10) presentations stood out and why? 

 

 

Listen Again 

In this module, Listen Again will not be used because there are no additional lectures (we use small 

and large group discussions). For the equivalent of a preparatory lecture, please consult the podcasts 

found here: 

•  https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/policy-analysis-in-750-words/ 

• https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/  

• https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/1000-words/ 

 

You can also go straight to the podcasts here (and can find them on iTunes or Spotify): 

The Politics of Policy Analysis https://anchor.fm/paul-cairney/episodes/The-Politics-of-Policy-

Analysis-eon520  

The Politics of EBPM https://anchor.fm/professor-paul-cairney1  

500 and 1000 https://anchor.fm/professor-paul-cairney  

 

 

ASSESSMENT 
There is no exam. 

 

http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6963/14/2
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/policy-analysis-in-750-words/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/1000-words/
https://anchor.fm/paul-cairney/episodes/The-Politics-of-Policy-Analysis-eon520
https://anchor.fm/paul-cairney/episodes/The-Politics-of-Policy-Analysis-eon520
https://anchor.fm/professor-paul-cairney1%20500
https://anchor.fm/professor-paul-cairney1%20500
https://anchor.fm/professor-paul-cairney


15 
 
 

The purpose of the formal module assessments (summative assessments) is to provide evidence of 

your achievement of the learning outcomes on this module. In the last meeting there will be 

opportunities to practice and prepare for assessments (formative assessments) which will not count 

towards your final mark. Rather, you will be offered peer feedback which will help you reflect and 

develop your analysis. There are very good reasons to submit all three pieces together, which I discuss 

at length in the Annex to The Politics of Policy Analysis (or click here for a shorter web version). 

 

Assessment 
Component  

Assessment Type 
(formative/summative) 

Weighting Pass/Fail? Linked to Learning 
Outcome(s) 

Oral Presentation Formative N/A N/A See the Annex to 
The Politics of 
Policy Analysis for a 
full description of 
the rationale for the 
coursework.  

Policy Analysis Summative 40% See 
Appendix 1 Policy Concepts 

(Reflection) 
Paper 

Summative 40% 

Blog Post Summative 20% 

 

 

Details of Coursework  

In the policy options paper (40%) and reflection essay (40%), you have 2000 words in total of main 

text (the bibliography does not count) to produce two very different but highly-connected pieces of 

work: 

 

1. A brief policy options paper for your chosen audience.  

• For example, you can identify a relevant policymaker audience, explain a policy problem to 

them, and highlight potential solutions.  

• Your brief is to produce an eye catching, concise, persuasive, and feasible analysis of a policy 

problem and its solution.  

• Books like Bardach or Meltzer and Schwartz guide you quite well on this exercise, but 

there is no book out there to tell us how exactly to do it. Instead, the aim is to help you 

develop the wider critical and analytical skills to overcome this lack of certainty about how 

to proceed. 

• See also Catherine Smith (2015) Writing Public Policy: A Practical Guide to Communicating 

in the Policy Making Process  

2. A policy concepts (reflection) paper explaining to me why you wrote your analysis in a 

particular way.  

• Your focus is to show how your knowledge of the concepts in this course (such as bounded 

rationality and policymaking complexity) inform your choices about how to write the policy 

analysis.  

• Explain what those concepts mean, then describe how you made sense of them. 

• For example, you should show how you take into account policymaker psychology and 

policymaking concepts that complicate the extent to which you can propose a feasible solution.  

• Put bluntly, there is no point in putting together a beautiful analysis of a problem if you can’t 

get anyone to read it, or they can’t do much about it. If so, how can we use policy theories 

and concepts to help us produce more impactful and feasible analyses? 

• It is an exercise in demonstrating your reading of the literature (not the reflection associated 

with a personal diary or journal). As such, you should treat it like a short essay with the usual 

Harvard referencing. 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2021/11/02/policy-in-500-words-and-policy-analysis-in-750-words-writing-about-policy/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/10/11/policy-analysis-in-750-words-catherine-smith-2016-writing-public-policy/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/10/11/policy-analysis-in-750-words-catherine-smith-2016-writing-public-policy/
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• Most students find this exercise a little bit tricky. If so, why not simplify your task by 

producing one or more research questions to guide your reflection? E.g. How does 

policymaker psychology affect policy analysis requirements? How does policymaking 

complexity affect how you make and sell your analysis? 

 

One part of this exercise involves you deciding how to allocate the 2000 words (not including 

bibliography) between both exercises. Within reason, you can decide to have a longer or shorter 

analysis (say, up to 1200/800 either way). If you really tip the balance either way (say, a 500 word 

analysis), you should describe your rationale in the reflection. It would be very hard to write a very 

short concepts essay, but maybe a 1-page policy analysis works in some cases. You decide! 

 

The blog (20%) is there to explain and sell the policy analysis to a wider ‘lay’ audience in 500 words 

(with no bibliography – embed your sources as weblinks). Think, for example, about whether or not 

you can sell a policy solution in the same way to a small policymaker audience and large ‘lay’ 

audience, or if you can use your post to help policymakers sell your preferred solution (you can also 

discuss this process in your reflection essay).  

 

For some very detailed and crucial advice on the coursework (and its rationale), I initially wrote 

this blog post: How to write theory-driven policy analysis which links to a pdf with a lot of further 

advice on how to write this coursework. It is a long document, but relevant to your coursework 

success. That said, I trimmed and polished it in the Annex to The Politics of Policy Analysis. We can 

discuss this advice in week 1 and during our 1-to-1 meetings.  

 

 

 

Submission 

Deadline  

Friday 9th December at 2pm 

Submission 

method 

By Canvas. Follow the instructions set out on 

the coursework page in Canvas (and remember to submit one document – with 

all three tasks included - only) 

Word Limit: In total: 2500 words plus bibliography 

Feedback 

available by: 

Monday 19th December (feedback and provisional marks, to be confirmed after 

internal and external moderation and module board in January) 

This 

coursework 

will be marked 

against the 

following  

criteria: 

Marking Scheme 

https://www.stir.ac.uk/about/professional-services/student-academic-and-

corporate-services/academic-registry/academic-policy-and-practice/quality-

handbook/assessment-policy-and-procedure/appendix-2-postgraduate-common-

marking-scheme/  

 

These are the questions I use to structure your feedback: 

Policy Paper.  

Tailored properly to a clearly defined audience?  

Punchy and concise summary?  

Clearly defined problem?  

Good evidence or argument behind the solution?  

Clear recommendations backed by a sense that the solution is feasible? (these two 

questions are similar, but they highlight different aspects of the value of solutions). 

Evidence of substantial reading of the policy studies literature? 

Blog.  

Punchy and eye grabbing title?  

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2017/11/13/how-to-write-theory-driven-policy-analysis/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2021/11/02/policy-in-500-words-and-policy-analysis-in-750-words-writing-about-policy/
https://docs.google.com/document/d/15AxzcNuPSgwnKP7ot29oOxMKYV8q1YU_0cgm-3qcgfg/edit?usp=sharing
https://www.stir.ac.uk/about/professional-services/student-academic-and-corporate-services/academic-registry/academic-policy-and-practice/quality-handbook/assessment-policy-and-procedure/appendix-2-postgraduate-common-marking-scheme/
https://www.stir.ac.uk/about/professional-services/student-academic-and-corporate-services/academic-registry/academic-policy-and-practice/quality-handbook/assessment-policy-and-procedure/appendix-2-postgraduate-common-marking-scheme/
https://www.stir.ac.uk/about/professional-services/student-academic-and-corporate-services/academic-registry/academic-policy-and-practice/quality-handbook/assessment-policy-and-procedure/appendix-2-postgraduate-common-marking-scheme/
https://www.stir.ac.uk/about/professional-services/student-academic-and-corporate-services/academic-registry/academic-policy-and-practice/quality-handbook/assessment-policy-and-procedure/appendix-2-postgraduate-common-marking-scheme/
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Tailored to an intelligent ‘lay’ audience rather than a specific expert group? 

Clearly defined problem?  

Good evidence or argument behind the solution?  

Clear recommendations backed by a sense that the solution is feasible?  

Well embedded weblinks to further relevant reading? 

 

Reflection. I simply want to know what you have learned about the policy process 

(from your MPP1 reading) and how you use it to write your analysis. You should 

include Harvard referencing in the usual way (with date: page number) to show 

where you are getting your knowledge. The application of that knowledge is up to 

you. 

 

Referencing style used on this module I prefer Harvard, but your main aim is 

consistency 

Referencing Guide Referencing Guide  

 

Coursework Guidance  

 

Coursework should be submitted in the following format: 

• One document with all pieces of work in a single document in this order: analysis, blog post, 

reflection. 

• Student number should be the only identification used 

• 1.15 spacing typescript 

• Font size 12 

• All pages numbered  

• If you upload in Word, Turnitin will convert to PDF automatically 

• Word count excludes footnotes; bibliography; coversheet. 

 

Marking 

Coursework is anonymously marked, and therefore you should not put your name on any 

coursework. Instead, make sure that your student number is visible on the first page. Marks are 

determined by level of performance against the criteria set out above. The Common Marking Scheme 

is used consistently across the University to translate that performance into a mark descriptor which 

equates to module mark: 

https://www.stir.ac.uk/about/professional-services/student-academic-and-corporate-

services/academic-registry/academic-policy-and-practice/quality-handbook/assessment-policy-and-

procedure/appendix-2-postgraduate-common-marking-scheme/  

 

All marking and feedback on coursework and examinations are subject to rigorous quality checks 

after initial marking Marks are therefore, 'provisional' until the Module Board has met at the end of 

each semester.  For the autumn semester this is mid-January, and for the spring semester this is late 

May. Once confirmed by the Module Board, grades will be uploaded to the University portal.  

 

 

 

https://libguides.stir.ac.uk/Referencing
https://www.stir.ac.uk/about/professional-services/student-academic-and-corporate-services/academic-registry/academic-policy-and-practice/quality-handbook/assessment-policy-and-procedure/appendix-2-postgraduate-common-marking-scheme/
https://www.stir.ac.uk/about/professional-services/student-academic-and-corporate-services/academic-registry/academic-policy-and-practice/quality-handbook/assessment-policy-and-procedure/appendix-2-postgraduate-common-marking-scheme/
https://www.stir.ac.uk/about/professional-services/student-academic-and-corporate-services/academic-registry/academic-policy-and-practice/quality-handbook/assessment-policy-and-procedure/appendix-2-postgraduate-common-marking-scheme/

