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“As Australia pursued its water reform agenda, there was a need to move 

from the old, administrative method of water allocation, which assumed 

there were no environmental limits to water resources, towards a new 

system that is efficient, flexible and market-based, working within 

sustainable resource limits and providing economic value to individual 

water right holders and the nation overall.

Implementing reforms in each of these four reform areas over 30 years in 

Australia has involved a series of trade-off decisions, all of which have had 

direct implications for individuals, industries, communities, their local 

environments and regional economies. Resolving these challenges can only 

occur through achieving negotiated outcomes between key stakeholders, 

communities and governments—outcomes that were politically achievable at 

the time.

Australian water managers have learnt (sometimes, the hard way) that 

meaningful community engagement is critical to achieve enduring reform. 

Undertaken properly, it enables:

• differing community views to be heard and understood

• facts and evidence to be disseminated to all participants”







1. Participatory impulse vs. procedural impulse? 

2. Multiplication of sites of participation?

3. How might the project of democratic experimentation be reignited, especially as 

it seems to have run out of steam? 

Three Questions



Beyond residual realisms



“Far from being pre-given categories 

external to participatory practice, the 

subjects (publics and their concerns), 

objects (issues and material 

commitments) and formats (political 

ontologies and participatory procedures) 

that comprise the constituent elements 

of participation can more accurately be 

seen as both constructed through and 

emergent in the performance of carefully 

mediated, open-ended participatory 

experiments”. 

(Chilvers and Kearnes)
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1. Reflexive participatory practices

2. Ecologising participation

3. Responsible democratic innovations 

4. Reconstituting participation 

Four Paths for remaking participation 

in science and democracy 



1. Reflexive participatory practices



1. Reflexive participatory practices



2. Ecologising participation 

Potential ecologising intent Example approaches

Opening up to diverse participatory collectives and their positioning in 

wider issue spaces 

Issue mapping; Controversy mapping (e.g. Marres, 2012; Marres, 2015)

Opening up to diverse forms of participation, their productions and 

interrelations 

Systematic reviews; Comparative case analyses (e.g. Chilvers and Longhurst, 

2016)

Attending to differential construction of objects and subjects of 

participation across multiple performances 

Qualitative meta-analysis (often through reanalysis of existing engagement 

events) (e.g. Macnaghten and Chilvers, 2014)

Attending to diverse forms of deliberation (formal and informal) 

across deliberative systems 

Deliberative systems (e.g. Parkinson and Mansbridge, 2012; Ercan et al., 

2015)

Opening up to the interrelations and patterns of social practices 

through which people engage in socio-technical stability and change 

Ecologies of practice; practice network mapping (e.g. Higginson et al., 2015)



2. Ecologising participation 
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2. Ecologising participation 



Mapping participation
(More) Invited (More) Uninvited

(More) 

Issue-

centred

(More) 

Device-

centred

DECC Energy 2050 Pathways 

Public Dialogue 
Climate Camp

Visible Energy Trial Solar Club 

Chilvers, J. and Longhurst, N. (2016)  ‘Participation in transition(s): Reconceiving public engagements in energy 

transitions as co-produced, emergent and diverse’, Journal of Environmental Policy and Planning.



4. Responsible democratic 

innovations 
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Public opinion surveys

Public dialogue processes

Community energy 
groups  

Protests 
(e.g. fracking / infrastructure siting)

Consultations

Deliberative processes

Behaviour change initiatives

Smart meter trials

Participatory dance & 
performance 

Activist groups 
(e.g. Reclaim the Power) 

Artistic engagement

Sentiment mapping

Everyday practices
(e.g. laundry, heating, 

commuting)

Co-design of energy 
technologies

Living labs

Energy poverty / 
equality action groups

Media & digital 
engagement

Maker / hacker spaces

Energy co-operatives

Consumer information & 
communication

Financial incentives

Mapping participation



Thank you 

https://4s2018sydney.org/


