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IMPACT: what are we talking about?
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IMPACT: what are we talking about?
• Take-home message = THM1: ImpactS
• THM2: Impacts on WHAT? 

• Policies
• Actors
• Institutions

• THM3: ‘Successful/positive cases’ vs. 
‘failed/negatives cases’

• Democratic innovations: ‘institutions that have been 
specifically designed to increase and deepen citizen 
participation in the political decision-making 
process’ (Smith 2009: 1) vs DMPs
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IMPACTS of Deliberative Mini-Publics 
(DMPs)/Citizens’ Assemblies (CAs)
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Open access: https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110758269

THE SERIES: CITIZENS’ ASSEMBLIES AND MINI-PUBLICS

The titles in this series assess the strengths and weaknesses of the use of citizens’ 
assemblies and mini-publics for democracy around the globe, in theory and practice. 
Theoretically and methodologically pluralistic, the series includes a diversity of voices 
and disciplines. It aims to push the fi eld forward and to rejuvenate contemporary 
debates in order to set the agenda for research and practice in the fi eld. It will enable 
coordinated and in-depth exploration of perennial and emerging pertinent issues on 
citizens’ assemblies and mini-publics.  CITIZENS’ ASSEMBLIES

AND MINI-PUBLICS
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CAMP

Citizens’ Assemblies (CAs) are fl ourishing around the world. Quite often composed of 
randomly selected citizens, CAs, arguably, come as a possible answer to contemporary 
democratic challenges. Democracies worldwide are indeed confronted with a series of 
disruptive phenomena such as a widespread perception of distrust and growing polar-
ization as well as low performance. Many actors seek to reinvigorate democracy with 
citizen participation and deliberation. CAs are expected to have the potential to meet 
this twofold objective. But, despite deliberative and inclusive qualities of CAs, many 
questions remain open. The increasing popularity of CAs calls for a holistic refl ection 
and evaluation on their origins, current uses and future directions. 
The De Gruyter Handbook of Citizens’ Assemblies showcases the state of the art 
around the study of CAs and opens novel perspectives informed by multidisciplinary 
research and renewed thinking about deliberative participatory processes. It discusses 
the latest theoretical, empirical, and methodological scientifi c developments on CAs 
and offers a unique resource for scholars, decision-makers, practitioners, and curious 
citizens to better understand the qualities, purposes, promises but also pitfalls of CAs.

Min Reuchamps is Professor of Political Science at the Université catholique de Louvain (UCLouvain), 
Belgium.

Yanina Welp is Research Fellow at the Albert Hirschman Centre on Democracy, Graduate Institute in 
Geneva (Switzerland) and co-founder of the Red de Politólogas.

Julien Vrydagh is a postdoctoral researcher at the University of Stuttgart working on the ERC funded 
project “Designing Democracy on Mars and Earth”.

https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110758269
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THM4
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IMPACTS & Political uptake
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Corrected Table 24.1. Potential factors influencing elected officials’ perception of CAs

View: Negative
Positive

Complementary Disruptive
Decision-making power: None Consultative Co-decisive Solely decisive
Factors:

In
te
re
sts Power Losing power Gaining popularity/votes –Better decisions/acceptance

Outcome Disagreeing Agreeing

Id
ea
s

Representative Electoral representation Both legitimacies Descriptive representation
legitimacy Electoral accountability Justification and rotation

Capacity
Through selection,

professionalisation and
adversarial exchange

Both forms of capacity
Through epistemic

diversity, independence
and deliberation

Complementarity Non-complementary Complementary Non-complementary
Ideology Conservative Progressive

In
sti
tu
tio
ns

Socialisation Long political career Short political career
Experience with
elected institutions Positive Problematic Negative

Experience with
citizen deliberation Negative Positive
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IMPACTS & Political uptake
• Interview with 91 Belgian MPs
• MPs’ discourses depend on:
• + their evaluation of citizens’ competence 
• + their vision of representation
• + their experience with citizen deliberation
• THM7: organizing the first DMPs has changed

Brussels MPs’ opinions towards DMPs
=> IMPACTS & Policy implementation

Rangoni, S., Bedock, C. & Talukder, D. (2023) More competent thus more legitimate? 
MPs’ discourses on deliberative mini-publics. Acta Politica.
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IMPACTS & Policy implementation

THM8
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1. Finding Stage: Identifying a topic 
(BR, citizens council), proposals via

a. public appeal (suggestions need 100 
signatures)

b. suggestions from political factions in 
parliament

c. suggestions from within the citizens council (at 
least 2 promoters)

2. Narrowing down the chosen topic
(BR, citizens council & BV, citizens 

assembly)

3. Writing recommendations 
(BV, citizens assembly)

4. Receiving and implementing 
recommendations

(parliament/government )

4 Stages of recommendation making and processing 
in the Permanent Citizens’ Dialogue

THM9
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Bürgerversammlung 1 - 
Care

Bürgerversammlung 2 - 
Inclusion

Full endorsement × Context 
Partial endorsement
with minor 
modifications

× Respect of institutional leeway
× Policy not generalisable

Partial endorsement
with major 
modifications

× Outside scope of competences
× Deontological objections

Exists already
positive response

× Improve visibility, accessibility, transparency

Exists already
negative response

/ × Existing policy suffices

Refusal × Outside scope of 
competences

× Sufficiently covered by 
other recommendations

× Lack of resource
× No task of political 

institution
× Deontological objections

Gebauer, R., Sautter A.-M. & Reuchamps M. (2024). Le Parlement de la Communauté 
germanophone comme laboratoire de participation citoyenne. Lien social et Politiques.

THM10
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IMPACTS on INSTITUTIONS
Following the first Walloon mixed deliberative

committee: permanent mixed council?
The best of both worlds

è Permanent mixed council
à Citizens’ assemblies
à Mixed deliberative committees
à Regional popular consultations

THM11



What do you
think?


