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Here are some useful things to know about MPP3. You will 
find more up-to-date information via Canvas announcements.  

 
USEFUL CONTACT INFORMATION 
 
If you need academic help or further feedback then contact your lecturer by email 
p.a.cairney@stir.ac.uk  
 

KEY DATES 
Seminars begin  Monday 24 January 2-6pm Cottrell C2A9  

Mid-semester reading week Week beginning Monday 6th March  

Coursework submission date(s) 12th April 2pm 

Feedback return date End of April 

Final module grades will be available by End of May  

 

INFORMATION AND SUPPORT 
You can find information on how this module will operate and what you need to do in the 
following places: 

What? How do you find it? 

Key information on the arrangements for 
this module 

This handbook and Canvas  

Learning materials; reading lists; calendar; 
coursework details and coursework upload 

This handbook and Canvas 

Regulations which formally govern how 
your programme operates 

Postgraduate regulations 
  

University policies on matters such as 
attendance; assessment; feedback 

Quality handbook 

Advice on administrative matters History, Heritage and Politics Post Graduate: 
fah-hhppg@stir.ac.uk   

Feedback and academic guidance Professor Paul Cairney p.a.cairney@stir.ac.uk  

SUMMARY OF MODULE  

Our aim is to develop your (a) knowledge of policy theory, and (b) analytical skills, to (c) combine 
public policy insights from a wide range of disciplines, and (d) apply them to the real world. The 
module provides a comprehensive analysis of policymaking theories and approaches, comparing 
political science with other disciplines or approaches, including economics, communication, 
psychology, management, social marketing and/ or feminist research. Your aim is to use this 
knowledge to complete coursework – an essay and blog post - designed to apply these insights to 
an in-depth case study.  
 

mailto:p.a.cairney@stir.ac.uk
https://www.stir.ac.uk/study/semster-dates/
https://www.stir.ac.uk/about/professional-services/student-academic-and-corporate-services/academic-registry/regulations/postgraduate-taught-regulations/
https://www.stir.ac.uk/about/professional-services/student-academic-and-corporate-services/academic-registry/regulations/postgraduate-taught-regulations/
http://www.stir.ac.uk/academicpolicy/handbook/
mailto:fah-hhppg@stir.ac.uk
mailto:p.a.cairney@stir.ac.uk
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The 40-credit MPP3 format allows for the combination of weekly discussions of political science 
approaches (Cairney), regular guest seminars from specialists in other departments, possible guest 
presentations from policy practitioners, and a regular discussion of student projects (Cairney). The 
written project involves selecting a specific policy area and using a range of approaches in which to 
understand and explain policy change: what is your policy, how much has it changed, and why? The 
coursework builds on the insights of MPP1, but with a much higher bar (you will be expected to 
demonstrate a much wider knowledge of the source literature and your case study). 
 
 
Responding to Student Voice 
 

Issue: The last time this module ran, students indicated some desire for (1) more lectures to 
inform initial discussion, (2) more in-person discussion on campus. 

Action: Paul (1) recorded a series of lectures during the previous MPP3 module, and (2) we 
expect most seminars to take place on campus (see below for a week-by-week list).  

 
The recordings are available here: https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/ (and they 

supplement the shorter podcasts for the 1000 words series: 
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/1000-words/. You can also listen on Anchor 
https://anchor.fm/professor-paul-cairney (or indeed Spotify or iTunes). If you listen closely to one 
of the recordings, you can detect the point at which Paul noticed one student falling asleep. This 
year, please feel free to provide feedback on what topics are missing from the recorded series.  

Please also note that the 3-step process - (1) prepare before seminar, (2) group discussion, then 
(3) plenary discussion - allows Paul to gauge your knowledge before providing further information 
(akin to a highly tailored lecture at key points in the seminars).  
 
 

LEARNING OUTCOMES AND SKILLS 
By the end of this module, students will have developed an informed and critical understanding of: 

LO1 theories of politics and policymaking as applied to real world cases 
 

LO2 current issues and debates of policymaking 
 

LO3 the breadth of disciplinary approaches that can make a crucial contribution to policy 
analysis. 
 

 
 

TEACHING SCHEDULE 
 The teaching pattern on this module is:  

Total Study Time on module  400 hours 
MPP3  

Scheduled Learning and Teaching (e.g. virtual or face-to-face lectures/ podcasts, 
seminars, formative assessments, meetings with supervisor) plus Feedback and 
Guidance 

 70 hours  

Guided Independent Study (e.g. reading and preparing for tutorials or seminars; 
reviewing lecture notes and preparing for assessments) 

 330 hours 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/1000-words/
https://anchor.fm/professor-paul-cairney
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Lecture and Seminar Timetable 

What When Where 

Seminars 2-6pm Cottrell C2A9*  
 
*Please check which weeks are online. For example, 13.2.23 is 
on Teams (Paul has just duty in the morning) 

 
Some of the following schedule and reading will be familiar to you, since MPP3 overlaps somewhat 
with MPP1. This is not an accident. In early weeks, we start by recapping the key points introduced in 
MPP1, then we begin to read further into the source material. Your working knowledge of concepts 
will be useful, but knowledge of each theory requires much more preparatory work. In each case, 
please follow this format: 
 

1. Read the blog posts, but note that this is just the beginning,  
2. Follow up with relevant Understanding Public Policy (2nd edition) chapter (UPP) 
3.  Engage with the suggested further reading by the original authors.  
4. Go beyond my initial suggestions by ‘snowballing’ (identify the key references in each article, 

find them, and read them too). 
 

 

Week Date  

1 23/01/2023 Recap: (1) what is policy? (2) How do we measure policy change?  

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

Policy in 500 Words: how much does policy change? 

What is Policy? (podcast download) 

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

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

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

Lecture ‘On defining and measuring public policy’ 
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/ 

Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: Chapter 2  

Further reading: 

1. Bacchi, C. (2009) Analysing Policy: What’s the problem 
represented to be? (summary) (in reading this book, perhaps 
reflect on what our role might be when we try to describe or 
prescribe policy change) 

2. Jordan, A. and Turnpenny, J. (eds 2015) The tools of policy 
formulation (open access) (note the difference between these 
methods for policymaking existing versus being used). 

 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/04/28/policy-in-500-words-what-is-public-policy-and-why-does-it-matter/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/04/29/policy-in-500-words-how-much-does-policy-change/
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/2014/03/18/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-policy-change-and-measurement/
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/2019/08/11/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-how-do-policy-theories-describe-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.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/500-words/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/10/08/policy-analysis-in-750-words-carol-bacchis-2009-wpr-approach/
https://www.e-elgar.com/shop/the-tools-of-policy-formulation?___website=uk_warehouse
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Group work:  
(1) You will remember the ‘what is policy?’ question, but do we now 

have a better answer? 
(2) The measurement of policy change will be essential to your 

coursework. For example, think about (a) how to identify the use 
of different policy tools/ instruments, and (b) if they add up to 
minimal change (little more than a statement of aims), maximal 
change (a collection of taxes, regulations, services) or 
somewhere in between. 

(3) Come prepared with your case study topic (even if you are not 
100% set on a question). I will ask you to describe – in your 
groups - the policy you have chosen for your case study (for 
many of you, it will be the topic you used for MPP1) and discuss 
how to define and measure change in that context. We can then 
discuss some examples in plenary discussion. 

 
Our aim here is to think about your coursework from the beginning. 

In your essay you will need to know what your policy is and how 
to identify the policy instruments that are relevant to policy 
continuity and change. Both seem straightforward at first, but 
let’s see if they seem so clear when you need to describe them 
to others.  

 

2 30/01/2022 Recap: ideal-types versus policymaking reality  

NB WEEK 6 and READING WEEK change 

 

Now, we begin to explain the policy process, which helps us explain 
policy change.  

In groups we will revisit key distinctions between ideal types: 

1. Compare comprehensive versus bounded rationality 

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

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

Policy in 500 words: uncertainty versus ambiguity 

2. Compare the policy cycle versus theories identifying complexity  

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) 

Policy in 500 Words: The Policy Process 

Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: The Policy Process 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/11/11/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-bounded-rationality-and-incrementalism/
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/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.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/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.files.wordpress.com/2016/01/podcast-the-policy-cycle-19-1-16.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/
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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)  

Further reading: 

Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: these topics are spread across 
Chapters 2, 4, 6 (and 8) 

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

Cairney, P., Heikkila, T. and Wood, M. (2019) Making policy in a complex 
world https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2019/02/cairney-heikkila-
wood-2019-making-policy-in-a-complex-world.pdf  

  

2. This post - Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Multi-centric 
Policymaking (podcast download) – also contains a brief lecture on the 
topic 

 

3. In your groups, I will ask you to connect your working knowledge of 
bounded rationality/ complexity to the policy changes you described 
last week (in relation to your case studies). If you can’t explain your 
policy change well by describing rational policymakers and cycles, how 
can you explain it better with the concepts and theories we study? 

Extra Reading: 

1. Gigerenzer, G. (2001) ‘The adaptive toolbox’ 

2. Kahneman, D. (2011) Thinking, fast and slow 

3. Vis, B. (2018) ‘Heuristics and Political Elites’ Judgment and 
Decision-Making’, Political Studies Review 
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1478929917750311  

 
Group work details: 
1. What is the difference between comprehensive and bounded 

rationality? (list the differences in a table) 

• How do policy actors deal with bounded rationality? (go beyond 
rational/ irrational, towards specific theories)  

2. What is the difference between the policy cycle and other models/ 
theories (MLG, complexity, multi-centric) or descriptions (like 
policymaking environment)?  

• Be specific about what you are describing, as if in an essay. 
3. From your groups, choose at least one student’s essay topic to 

relay to our whole group (preferably not the same as last week, to 
rotate participation) 

• Tell me a story of the policy change 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/11/10/policy-concept-in-1000-words-multi-level-governance-and-the-westminster-model/
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.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.files.wordpress.com/2019/01/mpp3-21.1.19.m4a
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11077-017-9304-2
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2019/02/cairney-heikkila-wood-2019-making-policy-in-a-complex-world.pdf
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2019/02/cairney-heikkila-wood-2019-making-policy-in-a-complex-world.pdf
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/01/21/policy-concept-in-1000-words-multi-centric-policymaking/
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://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/1478929917750311
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• Discuss how well you can describe it in relation to these concepts – 
comprehensive/ bounded rationality, the policy cycle (or stages of 
development), or other approaches – and we can discuss this 
general topic in plenary. 

3 6/02/2023 Social Construction and Policy Design (SCPD), the Narrative Policy 
Framework (NPF)  

We continue looking at the psychology of policymaking, as described in 
many different ways.  

Key reading: 

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

Policy in 500 words: uncertainty versus ambiguity 

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) 

Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed: Chapter 4 

 

Further reading: 

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.  

 

In groups, I will ask you to describe: 

1. Examples of ‘cognitive bias’ or ‘fast and frugal heuristics’ and how 
they relate to policy concepts/ theories 

2. the key elements of the NPF 
3. the key elements of SCPD 
4. the relationship between (a) power and (b) respect for certain 

forms of knowledge and information. 

The brief lecture on these topics is called “On bounded 
rationality, power/ knowledge, the NPF and SCPD (download)”: 
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/ 

 

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.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/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.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
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2018/01/17/policy-in-500-words-uncertainty-versus-ambiguity/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2018/01/17/policy-in-500-words-uncertainty-versus-ambiguity/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/01/28/policy-in-500-words-power-and-knowledge/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/01/28/policy-in-500-words-the-narrative-policy-framework/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2017/09/09/policy-concepts-in-500-words-social-construction-and-policy-design/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2019/01/mpp3-power-28.1.19.m4a
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/
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5. If we are feeling energetic, let’s go beyond the introductory material 
and get into the ontological/epistemological/methodological issues that 
arise when we cover so many theories and approaches. In your groups, I 
will ask you to make sense of this pre-reading: 

Policy Concepts in 1000 words: Critical Policy Studies and the Narrative 
Policy Framework  

Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Feminism, Postcolonialism, and Critical 
Policy Studies 

Then, see what you make of this debate: 

Jones, M. and Radaelli, C. (2015a) ‘The Narrative Policy Framework: child 
or monster?’ Critical Policy Studies, 9:3, 339-355 

Dodge, J. (2015) ‘Indication and inference: reflections on the challenge of 
mixing paradigms in the Narrative Policy Framework’, Critical Policy 
Studies, 9:3, 361-367 

Jones, M. and Radaelli, C. (2015b) ‘The narrative policy framework’s call 
for interpretivists’, Critical Policy Studies, 10:1, 117-120 

 

4 
 

13/02/2023 
(TEAMS) 
 

Note: I have jury duty in the morning (in Aberdeen), so this session 
needs to be on Teams. 

 
Multiple Streams Analysis (MSA) and Punctuated Equilibrium Theory 

(PET)  
The MSA story is that policy will not change much unless during a 
‘window of opportunity’ in which there is a lurch of attention to a 
problem, a feasible solution exists, and policymakers have the motive 
and opportunity to select it.  
The PET story is that policymakers ignore almost all issues while putting a 
small number at the top of their agenda. The result is a combination of 
policymaking stability and policy stasis punctuated (in a small number of 
cases) by instability and change. Both are connected by ‘evolutionary’ 
metaphors. 
 
The brief lecture, trying to connect these theories with reference to 

evolutionary metaphors, is called: “On ‘evolutionary theory’ as a 
way to connect Multiple Streams Analysis, Punctuated Equilibrium 
Theory, and Complexity Theory (download): 
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/ (Click each link for 
further reading, and don’t be too optimistic if a lot of this stuff 
seems familiar!). 

 

In your groups, I will ask you to: 
 

1. identify the key elements of MSA (and how they explain 
minor/major policy change) 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2015/03/06/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-critical-policy-studies-and-the-narrative-policy-framework/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2015/03/06/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-critical-policy-studies-and-the-narrative-policy-framework/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/03/07/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-feminism-postcolonialism-and-critical-policy-studies/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/03/07/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-feminism-postcolonialism-and-critical-policy-studies/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2017/06/23/policy-in-500-words-multiple-streams-analysis-and-policy-entrepreneurs/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/10/29/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-punctuated-equilibrium-theory/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/10/29/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-punctuated-equilibrium-theory/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/11/01/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-complex-systems/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2019/02/mpp3-msa-pet-25.2.19.m4a
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/


9 
 
 

2. identify the key elements of PET (and how they explain 
minor/major policy change) 

3. discuss how this language – in MSA and PET - relates to your 
case studies. E.g. Is your chosen field of study relevant (in other 
words, can you identify important windows of opportunity or 
punctuations)?  

4. Answer this question of methodology: if you want to use the 
MSA or PET to explain your case study, what methods do you use 
to do so? 

 
Key reading: Multiple Streams Analysis 
Kingdon, J. (1984) Agendas, Alternatives and Public Policies (any Edition 

is fine) (New York: Harper Collins).   
Cairney, P. (2018) ‘Three habits of successful policy entrepreneurs’, 

Policy and Politics, 46, 2, 199-215  
[Then ‘snowball’ further reading, including  
Knaggård, A. (2015) ‘The multiple streams framework and the problem 

broker’, European Journal of Political Research 54, 3, 450–465 
Herweg, N. et al (2018) ‘The multiple streams framework’, in C Weible, P 

Sabatier (eds) Theories of the policy process (4th edn), Chicago, IL: 
Westview Press] 

Cairney, P. (2013) ‘What is Evolutionary Theory and How Does it Inform 
Policy Studies?’ Policy and Politics, 41, 2, 279-98 

Key reading: Punctuated Equilibrium Theory 
Koski, C. and Workman, S. (2018) ‘Drawing practical lessons from 

punctuated equilibrium theory’, Policy & Politics, 46, 2, 293–308 
Baumgartner, F. and Jones, B. (1993 or 2009) Agendas and Instability in 

American Politics (Chicago: University of Chicago Press)  
Jones, B. and Baumgartner, F. (2005) The Politics of Attention (Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press) 

 

5 20/02/2023 Collective Action Problems: Rational Choice Theory and the 
Institutional Analysis and Development Framework (IAD) 

This session connects our previous focus on institutions, complexity, and 
the need to find ways to solve collective action problems. The IAD 
provides a language to help understand institutional solutions that are 
not simply single central government interventions. 

I will explain some context to rational choice theory. Then, in your 
groups, I will ask you to explain: 

1. the Prisoner’s Dilemma, the ‘logic of collective action’/ free 
riding, and the Tragedy of the Commons (these ones are 
fairly straightforward) 

2. What is the IAD? How does the IAD describe and respond to 
collective action problems? (these questions are not 
straightforward) 

Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: it’s time for some game theory 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/08/22/policy-in-500-words-feminist-institutionalism/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/11/01/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-complex-systems/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/02/03/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-its-time-for-some-game-theory/
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Policy in 500 Words: applying economics to politics 

Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: the Institutional Analysis and 
Development Framework (IAD) and Governing 
the Commons (download) 

Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: Rational Choice and the IAD (podcast 
download) 

Policy in 500 Words: the Social-Ecological Systems Framework 

Policy in 500 Words: Ecology of Games 

Policy Concepts in 100 Words: Multi-centric Policymaking 

The brief lecture based on UPP Chapter 7 is called “On a collection of 
posts, including rational choice theory, game theory, the IAD, the SES, 
and Ecology of Games: (download)” 
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/ . Click each link in the 
title for further reading (and don’t be too despondent if a lot of this stuff 
seems new and unfamiliar).  

6. Final group task: I will ask you to summarise/ describe the key issues – 
collective action problems, the role of institutions to solve them, and the 
complexity of games and institutions – and relate them to your chosen 
case studies.  

• For example, is the policy problem you describe resolved simply 
by central government action, or more ‘communal’ or polycentric 
solutions?  

• Does your policy problem transcend one institution?  

• If so, how do many bodies cooperate to produce what we call 
‘policy’? 

Key reading:  

UPP 2nd ed. Chapter 7 

Ostrom, E. (1990) Governing the Commons: The Evolution of 
Institutions for Collective Action (Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press). 

Ostrom, E. (2009b) ‘A General Framework for Analyzing Sustainability 
of Social-Ecological Systems’, Science, 325, 5939, 419-22 

Heikkila, T. and Andersson, K. (2018) ‘Policy design and the added-
value of the institutional analysis framework‘, Policy and Politics, 46, 2, 
309-24 

Lubell, M. (2013) ‘Governing Institutional Complexity: The Ecology of 
Games Framework’, Policy Studies Journal, 41, 3, 537-59 

6 27/02/22 Part 1 The Advocacy Coalition Framework  

The simple story of the ACF is that people get into politics to translate 
their beliefs into policy. They form coalitions with people who share their 
beliefs, and compete with coalitions of people with other beliefs.  

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/05/10/policy-in-500-words-applying-economics-to-politics/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/02/03/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-the-institutional-analysis-and-development-framework-iad-and-governing-the-commons/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/02/03/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-the-institutional-analysis-and-development-framework-iad-and-governing-the-commons/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/02/03/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-the-institutional-analysis-and-development-framework-iad-and-governing-the-commons/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2019/02/mpp4-4.2.19.m4a
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2014/04/10/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-rational-choice-and-the-iad/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/podcast-rational-choice-15-2-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2016/02/podcast-rational-choice-15-2-16.mp3
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/02/03/policy-in-500-words-the-social-ecological-systems-framework/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/02/03/policy-in-500-words-ecology-of-games/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/01/21/policy-concept-in-1000-words-multi-centric-policymaking/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2014/04/10/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-rational-choice-and-the-iad/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/02/03/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-its-time-for-some-game-theory/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/02/03/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-the-institutional-analysis-and-development-framework-iad-and-governing-the-commons/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/02/03/policy-in-500-words-the-social-ecological-systems-framework/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/02/03/policy-in-500-words-ecology-of-games/
https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2019/02/mpp4-4.2.19.m4a
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/
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The brief lecture on the ACF and PCF is called “On the Advocacy Coalition 
Framework: (download)” https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-
words/ . 

Policy Concepts in 1000 Words: The Advocacy Coalition Framework 

Policy in 500 Words: The Advocacy Coalition Framework 

In your groups, I will ask you to: 

1. Identify the key elements of the ACF and describe how they 
explain minor/major policy change. 

2. Discuss how this language relates to your case studies. Is your 
chosen field of study relevant (in other words, can you identify 
competing coalitions)?  

3. Answer this week’s big methodological question: if you want to 
use the ACF to explain your case study, what methods do you 
use to do so? 

Key reading: 

 UPP 2nd ed Chapter 10 

Weible, C. and Ingold, K. (2018) ‘Why advocacy coalitions matter and 
practical insights about them’, Policy & Politics, 46, 2, 325–43 

Weible, C. and Heikkila, T. (2017) ‘Policy Conflict Framework’, Policy 
Sciences, 50:23–40 

Sabatier, P. and Jenkins-Smith, H. (eds.) (1993) Policy Change and 
Learning: An Advocacy Coalition Approach (Boulder: Westview 
Press) 

 
PART 2 Session on how to write up large pieces of work (such as 40-

credit coursework and 60-credit dissertations) 
 
By this stage, we will have covered the major policy theories and will be 

ready to think about how to structure a large piece of coursework 
on the topic. So, I will set aside some time to discuss this this topic, 
with a lot of opportunities for follow up questions. We can also use 
this time as a way to catch up on the theories, and raise any 
questions you have about how they fit together.  

 
 

 6/3/23 READING WEEK 1-to-1 meetings 

I will set up a schedule to discuss your coursework.  

This meeting is essential to help you produce a specific research question 
and approach. 

There is no set question, so we need to talk to set your question. 

This kind of introduction may help: Putting it all together: dissertation 
research question and research design (POLU9RM) 

 

https://paulcairney.files.wordpress.com/2019/02/mpp3-acf-11.2.19.m4a
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/500-words/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2013/10/30/policy-concepts-in-1000-words-the-advocacy-coalition-framework/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/02/11/policy-in-500-words-the-advocacy-coalition-framework/
https://www.dropbox.com/s/0mwgrg7twizhsqp/Weible%20and%20Heikkila%202017%20PCF%20in%20PS.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/0mwgrg7twizhsqp/Weible%20and%20Heikkila%202017%20PCF%20in%20PS.pdf?dl=0
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/02/28/putting-it-all-together-dissertation-research-question-and-research-design-polu9rm/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2019/02/28/putting-it-all-together-dissertation-research-question-and-research-design-polu9rm/
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See also Annex A in The Politics of Policy Analysis (also appearing as 
Policy in 500 words and Policy Analysis in 750 words: writing 
about policy) 

  Wider Approaches to Policy and Policymaking 
This part of the module involves guest speakers. 
 
The idea is that we (a) listen to how our guests describe policymaking or 

policy-relevant concepts from their disciplinary perspective, and (b) 
talk to each other about how it relates to what we have learned so 
far.  

 
Please note: The dates of these appearances take time to organize, so 

they are not yet set in stone. The UCU strike action may also affect 
who can do what and when. 

 
 

7 13/3/2023 Guest slots 

8 20/03/2023 Guest slots 

9 27/03/2023 Guest slots 

10 3/04/2022 Guest slots 

11 10/04/2022 3 minute presentations. I suggest that we (you!) produce a 3-minute 
presentation to sum up your draft coursework. The format could 
be as simple as: what policy am I studying (and why is it 
important), how much has policy changed, and why? 

 
At this stage, you will have drafted your coursework, ready for some 

feedback and discussion, and this oral feedback should be helpful  
 
We can then have a final group Q&A and one-to-one discussions to make 

sure you are confident with the work. 

 
 

READING LISTS  
Preliminary reading  Cairney, P. (2019) Understanding Public Policy 2nd edition 

(Basingstoke: Palgrave) 
Any edition of Theories of the Policy Process (although we are now 
up to edition 4) 
Cairney, P. (2016) The Politics of Evidence based policymaking 
(London: Palgrave Pivot) 
 

Highly recommended 
reading: 

Core reading for the module is accessible through [redacted] 

 
  

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2021/11/02/policy-in-500-words-and-policy-analysis-in-750-words-writing-about-policy/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2021/11/02/policy-in-500-words-and-policy-analysis-in-750-words-writing-about-policy/
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ATTENDANCE AND ENGAGEMENT 
Full engagement in your studies will enable you to get the most out of the module and help you 
perform at your best when it comes to assessment.  We expect you to attend and engage with all 
aspects of this module and with your course of study and we will monitor this throughout each 
semester to check that you are fully participating and that you are coping well with your studies.  
 
It is therefore essential that you: 

• Attend all seminars outlined in the timetable of activity provided in this module descriptor 

• Actively participate in classes and group work sessions 

• Prepare in advance by undertaking the required reading and/or other forms of preparation  

• Attend meetings with your personal tutor, module co-ordinator or course director if requested 

• Submit coursework/assessment by the due time and date 

• Make your module co-ordinator aware at the earliest opportunity if you experience problems 
which may impact on your attendance and engagement 

• Inform the University of absence (planned or unplanned), e.g. illness, emergency as outlined 
here. 

 
  

https://www.stir.ac.uk/about/faculties-and-services/academic-registry/student-information/absence/
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Points of contact for tier 4 taught students and their immigration responsibilities  
If you hold a Tier 4 student visa, the University is obliged to monitor and report on your engagement. 
Tier 4 students are required to comply with administrative contact points throughout the year. You 
should contact internationaladvisor@stir.ac.uk if you have any questions regarding your Tier 4 visa 
responsibilities or other matters relating to your Tier 4 Visa. 
 
 

ASSESSMENT 
The purpose of the formal module assessments (summative assessments) is to reliably evidence 
your achievement of the learning outcomes on this module. There will be opportunities to practice 
and prepare for assessments (formative assessments) which will not count towards your final mark. 
You will be offered feedback which will help you reflect and develop as a learner.  
 

Assessment 
Component  

Assessment Type 
(formative/summative) 

Weighting 

Essay Summative 80% 
Blog Post Summative 20% 
Oral presentation Formative 0% 

 
 
If you do not attempt the formal module assessment you will be awarded 0 for that component. 
This may lead to a fail in the module depending on the weighting of that component.  
 
Details of Coursework: MPP3 
One piece of coursework (100%), consisting of a 4000 words essay (not including bibliography) 
(80%), and a 500 word blog post (which is not just a summary) (20%). The main essay text will be 
approximately 4000 words, and it is fine if the bibliography is exceptionally long and/ or an annex 
is essential. The blog post should be a concise account of your findings, written in a way that is 
accessible to a non-specialist audience. You should assume that people read the blog post first, 
which puts the onus on you to explain your overall insights from beginning to end in 500 words. Do 
not treat it simply as your essay’s conclusion. 
 
Your aim is to demonstrate a thorough understanding of theories in public policy analysis, as well 
as the insights of multiple disciplines (such as political science, economics and psychology) and 
apply them to a case study using original research. You can do so by analysing existing 
primary/secondary data or producing new knowledge, through techniques such as elite interviews. 
However, you do not need to do this level of empirical research. You can choose to work with one 
or multiple theories and use them to interpret a case study using mostly secondary data. As with a 
dissertation, the idea is that you produce the research question in discussion with me. My usual 
suggestion will be to keep it simple, and avoid trying to punctuate the equilibrium or jimmy the 
streams (in other words, the more you discuss many theories, the less space and time you have to 
explain them well). 
 
You can tell from the 100% coursework and single assignment that I set the bar high for this piece 
of work. It is a mini-dissertation. Since this is a 40 credit course, you will be expected to 
demonstrate a high degree of empirical and/ or analytical originality and a thorough 

mailto:internationaladvisor@stir.ac.uk
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understanding of theories and approaches. You will develop these skills throughout the course, as 
we discuss theories and exchange insights based on our research. There is no summative 
assessment for the weekly meeting, but regular formative assessment – as oral feedback from me, 
and your peers - is a core part of the process.   
 
As in MPP01, there is no single essay question, but I expect that you will seek to answer this 
questions in your way: what is policy, how has it changed, and why? This is a simple set of 
questions, but it opens up several possibilities about how to define and measure policy and policy 
change in your field: is it one policy instrument or an overall strategy? Do you focus on a change in 
strategy or policy outcomes? Over what time period do you measure change? How do you 
characterise the amount and nature of change? You could then consider why policy has (or has 
not) changed: who or what were the key actors, institutions, networks, socioeconomic factors and 
ideas? Crucially, you would then draw on insights from at least one policy theory to help explain 
the results and link them to our current knowledge:  does your case study confirm what we know 
about the policy process, or provide new insights?  
 
To get started, reread these posts: Policy in 500 Words: what is public policy and why does 
it matter? & Policy in 500 Words: how much does policy change? Then, think about what policy 
is, in your case study. There may be a strategy document and/ or legislation, but also consider key 
policy tools (resources, staffing, information exchange) and instruments (economic incentives or 
punishments, regulations, ‘nudges’, support for NGOs, etc.) to build up a wider picture of policy 
and policy change. You need to do this part well before you can explain policy change well.  
To get started on theories, read the 500/ 1000 word blogs, Understanding Public Policy 2nd ed., 
and then chase up the source material. One crucial aim is to find (via Google Scholar searches and 
‘snowballing’ from bibliographies of key texts) the empirical applications (of your chosen theories) 
that help you understand how to apply the theory in your case. 
 
 The blog post is not simply a summary of your findings. It is also a chance to consider how to 
engage with a non-academic audience – which requires a different set of communication skills 
and, in most cases, the description of a case study which is theoretically informed but focused on 
explaining the case rather than the theory. Are you able to explain these issues without all the 
jargon? 
 
For older blog posts on this process, see  
Writing an essay on politics, policymaking, and policy change 
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/11/23/writing-an-essay-on-politics-policymaking-and-
policy-change/ 
 
Writing a blog post https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/10/11/writing-a-policy-paper-and-
blog-post-polu9uk/  
 
The latest is in Annex A in The Politics of Policy Analysis (also appearing as Policy in 500 words and 
Policy Analysis in 750 words: writing about policy) 
 

 

Submission Deadline (Date and Time): 12th April 2pm 

https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/04/28/policy-in-500-words-what-is-public-policy-and-why-does-it-matter/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/04/28/policy-in-500-words-what-is-public-policy-and-why-does-it-matter/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/04/29/policy-in-500-words-how-much-does-policy-change/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/11/23/writing-an-essay-on-politics-policymaking-and-policy-change/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/11/23/writing-an-essay-on-politics-policymaking-and-policy-change/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/10/11/writing-a-policy-paper-and-blog-post-polu9uk/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2016/10/11/writing-a-policy-paper-and-blog-post-polu9uk/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2021/11/02/policy-in-500-words-and-policy-analysis-in-750-words-writing-about-policy/
https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/2021/11/02/policy-in-500-words-and-policy-analysis-in-750-words-writing-about-policy/
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Submission method: By Canvas. Submit one word document in this 
order: blog post, essay, essay 
bibliography. Please ignore any separate 
blog post link if it exists. 

Feedback and grade will be available by: end of April 

This coursework will be marked against the 
following  criteria: 

The essay rubric is traditional, focusing on clarity 
of question, clarity of exposition, adequacy of 
referencing, and evidence of appropriate 
reading. The blog rubric also involves a punchy/ 
eye-catching title, and a concise and readable 
(low jargon) explanation of the issues. 

 

Referencing style used on this module Harvard 

Referencing Guide Referencing Guide  

 
 
Marking 
Coursework is anonymously marked, and therefore you should not put your name on any 
coursework (but please remember to include your student number). 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. (See Appendix 1)  
 
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.   

 
 

FEEDBACK 
What you can expect: 
The University takes feedback very seriously.  Feedback can be both informal and formal, and can 
be provided individually and in groups. It can take many different forms depending on the module’s 
requirements and will be used in the following ways across the course:  
 

• discussions in class about the assignment  

• 'drop in' or scheduled advice 

• guidance given on previous assignments about what to change in the future 

• comments from staff or other students 

• discussions in supervision meetings 

• Whole class or 'generic' feedback on how a coursework question had been tackled  

• final marks or awards.      
 

What you should do with your feedback: 
You are responsible for:  

• familiarising yourself with module information on how to approach assessments and 
how, when and where to find your feedback 

• accessing and digesting your feedback 

https://libguides.stir.ac.uk/Referencing
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• seeking further help and guidance from your tutors and other students 

• saving a copy of your feedback for future use 

• reflecting on your feedback to celebrate and build on your strengths and to use what you 
have learnt in your approach to work in the future 

• offering constructive and supportive feedback to other students when asked to do so. 
 

When you will receive feedback: 
Formal feedback on assessment is expected to be given within 3 working weeks. Canvas, will be 
used in the electronic submission, marking and feedback dissemination of coursework.  

APPENDIX 1:  POSTGRADUATE COMMON MARKING SCHEME 

Extracted from the University’s Quality Handbook 
A student's level of achievement is denoted by the mark (a whole number in the range 0 – 100) 
achieved under the University's Common Marking Scheme. The descriptors are used, where 
appropriate, in marking coursework, examinations and dissertations.  They should be used in 
parallel with subject-specific mark descriptors 
 

Mark Equivalent 
Grade 

Descriptor of Attainment of Learning Outcomes  

90+ Distinction Meets all the requirements to attain 80 – 89 but in addition 
demonstrates an exceptional degree of originality and exceptional 
analytical, problem-solving and/or creative skills. 

80 -89 Meets all the requirements to attain 70 – 79 but in addition 
demonstrates outstanding quality evidenced by an ability to engage 
critically and analytically with source material, exhibits independent 
lines of argument, is highly original and uses an extremely wide range of 
relevant sources where appropriate. 

70 - 79 Excellent range and depth of attainment of intended learning outcomes, 
secured by discriminating command of a comprehensive range of 
relevant materials and analyses, and by deployment of considered 
judgement relating to key issues, concepts or procedures 

60 - 69 Merit Attainment of virtually all intended learning outcomes, clearly grounded 
on close familiarity with a wide range of supporting evidence, 
constructively utilised to reveal appreciable depth of understanding. 

50 – 59 Pass Attainment of most of the intended learning outcomes, some more 
securely grasped than others, resting on a circumscribed range of 
evidence and displaying a variable depth of understanding. 

http://www.stir.ac.uk/academicpolicy/handbook/assessment/#q-5
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40 – 49 Fail - Marginal Appreciable deficiencies in the attainment of intended learning 
outcomes, perhaps lacking a secure basis in relevant factual or analytical 
dimensions. 

0 - 39 Fail - 
Clear 

No convincing evidence of attainment of intended learning outcomes, 
such treatment of the subject as is in evidence being directionless and 
fragmentary. 

 X Fail Failure to comply with published module requirements 

 
 


