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Author and Focus of this Submission 

This Submission has been authored by Dr Tom Gerald Daly, in his capacity as Assistant Director of the 
University of Melbourne’s School of Government and Director of the global online research and policy 
platform Democratic Decay & Renewal (DEM-DEC). Both are independent non-partisan entities, and the 
author remains personally responsible for the views expressed herein. 

With reference to the Terms of Reference and Discussion Paper for this Inquiry, the author has noted 
that the Committee in its Discussion Paper indicates that it “is particularly interested in… what Australia 
could learn from overseas experiences.” The submission focuses most closely on the following items 
from the Terms of Reference: (c) “social cohesion and cultural identity in the nation-state” and (g) 
“comparison between Australian public debate and policy and international trends”, addressing the 
following matters in sequence: placing Australia in comparative context; democratic dissatisfaction, 
fragmentation and polarisation; representation; participation; and civic education. 

 

Key Points 

The Submission makes the following key points: 

(a) Many of the challenges faced by Australia’s democratic system are common to advanced 
liberal democracies worldwide.  

(b) The fundamentals of Australia’s democratic system remain robust compared to various 
comparator democracies worldwide.  

(c) The above notwithstanding, there is a pressing need to examine ways to reform Australia’s 
democratic system to ensure that it is more responsive, representative, and inclusive.  

 

Recommendations 

The Submission makes the following recommendations to the Committee: 

(a) Consider the value of organizing a series of public forums on national identity and democracy 
in Australia at a time of change. (It is important, in this connection, to emphasize that many 
of the world’s foremost democracy experts are based in Australia).  

(b) Consider ways to enhance representation of women, Indigenous communities, and 
permanent residents in the political system, and respond to calls for institutional reform. 

(c) Consider the need to fund systematic research on the potential of reforms to enhance citizen 
participation in the political process in Australia, with a focus on a holistic approach that 
specifies how such reforms would work with existing structures such as parliament. 

(d) Consider the need to fund research on reforms enhancing citizen participation in the political 
process in key comparator states as well as Australia. 

(e) Consider the need to fund systematic research on past and existing participation 
experiments in Australia, at the federal state, and local levels.  

(f) Consider the need for reform of the civics education curriculums across Australia, as regards 
(i) content; (ii) focus on skills; and (iii) need for training of secondary school teachers. 

(g) Consider the need for wider, more dynamic, civic education measures across the federation 
to enhance knowledge of the political process, the Constitution, and the way federalism 
works. 
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1. Author and Focus of this Submission 

This Submission has been authored by Dr Tom Gerald Daly, in his capacity as Assistant Director of the 
University of Melbourne’s School of Government and Director of the global online research and policy 
platform Democratic Decay & Renewal (DEM-DEC). Both are independent non-partisan entities, and the 
author remains personally responsible for the views expressed herein. 

With reference to the Terms of Reference and Discussion Paper for this Inquiry, the author has 
noted that the Committee in its Discussion Paper indicates that it “is particularly interested in… what 
Australia could learn from overseas experiences.” The submission focuses most closely on the following 
items from the Terms of Reference: (c) “social cohesion and cultural identity in the nation-state” and (g) 
“comparison between Australian public debate and policy and international trends”, addressing the 
following matters in sequence: placing Australia in comparative context; democratic dissatisfaction, 
fragmentation and polarisation; representation; participation; and civic education. 

This submission draws on the author’s academic research and policy work in the area covered by 
the Terms of Reference, including: 

• Extensive published research concerning the nature of the perceived global trend toward 
deterioration of liberal democracy (‘democratic decay’) and global efforts to re-think democracy. 

• Attendance at conferences and meetings worldwide concerning democratic decay since 2016, 
including the USA, UK, Australia, Germany, Denmark, Poland, Brazil, South Korea and Chile. 

• Producing monthly global research updates on this issue for the DEM-DEC research platform. 

• Spearheading development of the ‘Renewing Democracy’ research theme at the Melbourne 
School of Government. 

 

2. Democratic Decay Worldwide 

As the Discussion Paper for this Inquiry notes on p.4, research has indicated that democratic rule can 
deteriorate through subtle erosion of democratic norms and that some researchers have raised the 
possibility of ‘illiberal democracies’ that enjoy appreciable public support, but which do not respect core 
principles such as the separation of powers or the rule of law. It is important to make a number of key 
clarifications here to help place Australia in comparative context. First, it is true that a range of research 
and policy research suggests that liberal democracy is under challenge worldwide. All leading democracy 
indices suggest that, after decades of advances across the globe, democratic progress has gone into 
reverse across the world in every year since the mid-2000s (see e.g. Freedom House 2019).1 Second, the 
US democracy analyst Larry Diamond suggests that this ‘democratic recession’ encompasses four broad 
categories: (i) a deepening of authoritarianism in non-democratic states; (ii) an acceleration in the 
breakdown of democratic regimes; (iii) a decline in the stability or quality of democracy in younger 
democracies; and (iv) a decline in the vigour of long-established democracies.2  

Australia, if viewed as coming within the ‘democratic recession’ framework, would evidently lie in 
Diamond’s fourth category of long-established democracies. This is important, as it is in Diamond’s third 
category – younger democracies – that in a variety of states (e.g. Poland, Hungary) democratically 
elected governments have most actively sought to diminish accountability institutions such as 
independent courts, the prosecution service, civil service and media, and change electoral rules and 
institutions to entrench themselves in power, thus ‘hollowing out’ the democratic system from within. 
For instance, Hungary, under some indices, is no longer considered a liberal democracy but rather a 
‘hybrid’ system that blends elements of democratic rule (e.g. elections) with elements of authoritarian 
rule (e.g. excessive concentration of power in the governing party).3 

Older democracies are in a significantly different position. For example, although some see a 
strong similarity between Hungary’s Viktor Orbán, Turkey’s Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, and President Trump 
in the USA, the Trump administration cannot be said to have taken actions commensurate with the 
Hungarian or Turkish governments as regards assaults on democratic institutions.  Although judicial 
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appointments have prompted controversy and structural attacks on the electoral system, such as 
gerrymandering and voter disenfranchisement, have accelerated at the state level, the structures of the 
democratic system remain in place: the courts remain independent and functioning; there is a strong 
and active political opposition; media remains free; and avenues for popular protest and mobilisation 
remain open.  The same may be said of the UK: despite the highly charged political environment of Brexit, 
especially due to the recent political crisis concerning the attempted prorogation of Parliament, the core 
structures of the democratic system remain functional.  

It is on the ‘substance’ side – the norms and shared understandings that underpin democratic rule 
–that concerns have been most acute in these longstanding democracies, including: the delegitimization 
of democratic institutions rather than their capture by the executive; the breakdown of previously 
accepted political conventions and norms of political behaviour; a rise in hyper-partisanship and 
‘constitutional hardball’ (i.e. more aggressive brinkmanship tactics in government-opposition dealings, 
discarding established norms); the polarisation of the electorate; and declining faith in democratic 
institutions as well as trust in democratic rule as a system of government. These challenges have not 
cropped up overnight; rather, recent years have witnessed the intensification of trends that have often 
been developing for decades. Nor is this an Anglosphere phenomenon: from the countrywide gilets 
jaunes (‘yellow vests’) protests in France to the rise of the nativist (or even authoritarian populist) 
Alternativ für Deutschland (AfD) party in Germany and the Nazi-rooted Sweden Democrats party, liberal 
democratic values and the longstanding political-party system in the most highly regarded democratic 
systems worldwide are under pressure as electorates express dissatisfaction with the status quo.4  
 

3. Australia in Comparative Context 

Viewed against a global trend of rising authoritarian populist parties and political forces, and 
governments opposed to key tenets of liberal democracy, Australia appears as a relatively resilient 
outlier. For instance, most democracy assessment indices (although far from perfect as reflections of 
reality) have not registered any declines for the past decade. The country enjoys extremely high levels 
of voter enrolment and participation – 96.8 per cent of eligible voters were enrolled for the last federal 
election, and 91.9 per cent voted. In addition, the tampering with polling, electoral laws, and 
gerrymandering seen in a range of democratic states worldwide, is not a feature. 

However, the dominant narrative that has taken hold in recent years regarding Australia’s 
democratic system is one of crisis, paralysis and decline. For instance, the federal government and 
parliament’s public image has been tarnished by a variety of factors including the increasingly regular 
ousting and resignation of prime ministers (six prime ministers since 2007, compared to six prime 
ministers in the previous 36 years (1971-2007)). Some point to polarisation as the central problem, 
across the wider society as well as the political class.5 Polls, cited in the Committee’s Discussion Paper, 
suggest that public satisfaction with the way democracy works has plummeted from 86% in 2007 to 41% 
today.  

Although key challenges to Australia’s democratic system appear to lie on the ‘substance’ side 
(regarding norms, shared understandings, and trust in the system) the two dimensions of structures and 
substance are of course intimately connected and must be considered in tandem. Recent concerns 
regarding core democratic structures, voiced by some, include: the raid of News Corp journalist Annika 
Smethurst’s home by Australian Federal Police in June 2019; and concerns regarding adequate 
protections for journalists’ metadata (in at least one case the Federal Police has admitted to accessing a 
journalist’s metadata without the special warrant required6). In the sphere of national security, serious 
concerns have been raised by UN special rapporteurs on free speech, terrorism and human rights 
defenders regarding the potential for broadly worded espionage offences in the National Security 
Legislation Amendment (Espionage and Foreign Interference) Act 2018 to restrict expression and access 
to information that is central to accountability and public debate.7 These appear to be more acute 
threats to free speech than those raised in the Discussion Paper, i.e. “more extreme movements of the 
eco-fundamentalist and postmodernist variety.” 

https://www.aec.gov.au/media/media-releases/2019/06-13a.htm
https://theconversation.com/australians-trust-in-politicians-and-democracy-hits-an-all-time-low-new-research-108161
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4. Democratic Dissatisfaction, Fragmentation & Polarisation 

A range of recent research has sought to identify the fundamental drivers and broad structural factors 
fuelling the rise of popular dissatisfaction with democratic rule, and the challenges of fragmentation and 
polarisation in the public sphere. This submission evidently cannot address these issues fully, but two 
key points may be made based on recent research.  

First, although a broad range of research suggests that the rise of illiberal parties and party politics 
in the US and Europe is driven by a combination of economic issues and a wider cultural backlash against 
rapid social change,8 dissatisfaction, fragmentation and polarisation in the political system is not a 
natural or inevitable result. A recent global analysis of polarisation, for instance, suggests that it is “not 
attributable to any specific underlying social or political cleavage nor any particular institutional make-
up”, but rather, due to the activity of “political entrepreneurs” who emphasise differences to gain 
electoral advantage.9  Chiming with that sentiment, the Grattan Institute recently offered that: 
“Politicians should … seek to dampen rather than inflame cultural differences. Language and symbols 
matter in these debates. Politicians can take a positive leadership role in stressing the common ground 
between city and country and between communities with different backgrounds.” 

Second, it is important to remember the role of individual choice in the face of the seemingly 
inexorable rise of social media and the fragmentation and distortion of the public sphere. Certainly, the 
US scholar Ronald Deibert further offers “painful truths”, including that social-media success is built on 
personal-data surveillance; and that the public have consented to this, albeit not entirely wittingly (i.e. 
because social media are designed to be addictive).10 Half-hidden within this idea of public complicity in 
‘digital unfreedom’ is a hopeful message of agency, that individuals can also choose not to support these 
technologies and can perhaps learn to better navigate them. In addition, although scholars such as 
Sophia Rosenfeld11 suggest that in an age of widespread misinformation and polarisation we are 
witnessing the unravelling of a longstanding functional relationship between competing aspects of 
democratic culture—the supposed wisdom of the crowd and the need for information to be vetted and 
evaluated by a learned elite–this is also not an inevitable trend. The challenge may lie in changing how 
the public and experts interact in the democratic sphere.  
 

5. Representation 

In many states worldwide, the crisis facing democratic governance is viewed as a crisis of representation.  
Certainly, Australia’s political-party system has undergone significant shifts over recent electoral cycles, 
including declining support for the two mainstream parties (the Liberal-National Party Coalition and 
Labor), and a rise in support for smaller parties including the nationalist anti-immigrant Pauline Hanson’s 
One Nation Party, the Greens and newer parties such as the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers (SFF) Party. 
Although nationalist anti-immigrant parties have not garnered the same level of support as equivalent 
parties in other countries, anti-immigrant sentiment is rising across the electorate as some parties, such 
as Pauline Hanson’s One Nation party have fashioned a highly negative narrative regarding immigration. 
Electoral volatility has increased. The most recent data on voting volatility by the Australian National 
University shows that in 1987, 72% of voters always voted for the same party, but by 2016 that number 
had dropped to 40%. This voter volatility has translated into a number of minority governments, or 
governments with only a slim majority, at a federal level since 2010. Before 2010, there had not been 
a hung parliament followed by the formation of a minority government for almost 70 years.  

The Australian experience of party system change and volatility mirrors a wider global context of 
often intense change within parties and across political-party systems. Many states are currently 
experiencing a wholesale realignment in political-party systems. In Europe, ‘hybrid’ parties of a nativist 
or ‘far right lite’ nature, which have long occupied the fringes of democratic political-party systems, have 
now displaced liberal parties as the “third ideological authority” alongside Conservative and Christian 
Democrat parties, and Social Democrat Parties: one need only look at France, Sweden, or Italy.12 In the 

https://grattan.edu.au/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/902-a-crisis-of-trust.pdf
https://www.lowyinstitute.org/publications/australia-s-political-shakeup-evidence-decline-party-politics
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2019-05-04/history-minor-parties-in-australia-elections/10800580
file:///C:/Users/harperc1/Downloads/Trends%20in%20Australian%20Political%20Opinion%201987-2016.pdf
https://www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Parliamentary_Departments/Parliamentary_Library/pubs/BN/1011/HungParliaments
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US, a forthcoming book by political veteran Frank J. DiStefano predicts the “crumbling” of the existing 
political-party system, and the emergence of entirely new parties.13  

This submission does not address the potential for wholesale reform of the existing electoral 
system in Australia. Instead, it focuses on the fact that the composition of parliament still does not 
reflect the diversity of the Australian community. Three key issues are highlighted here. First, women 
remain underrepresented in parliament: they comprise 36.6 per cent of the federal parliament after the 
May 2019 elections; and the proportion of women in senior leadership positions in parliament is far 
lower. Second, Indigenous communities continue to seek greater recognition in the democratic system. 
In particular, the political response to the Uluru Statement from the Heart (produced by delegates to an 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Referendum Convention in May 2017), which called for an 
Indigenous ‘Voice to Parliament’ aimed at enhancing the input of Indigenous communities to the 
legislative process has not led to any significant reform proposals. Third, some have called for granting 
the vote to Australia’s many permanent residents.14  

 

6. Participation 

Across the democratic world, the challenges facing liberal democracy have spurred debates about how 
best to reform political systems to render them more responsive and resilient. Key questions emerging 
are: is the answer to today’s challenges to enhance deliberative processes, giving citizens an additional 
voice within the political system? Or do we refocus on representative actors, the role of leadership, and 
experts? Can they be combined?   

Citizens’ assemblies, in particular, are increasingly touted worldwide as an antidote to democratic 
decay and improving policy itself.15 Such experiments are mushrooming globally: recent examples 
include the ‘Great Debate’ on everything from democracy and participation to the environment, held, 
at President Macron’s instigation in the face of ‘yellow vests’ protests, across France between mid-
December 2018 and mid-March 2019, involving 10,000 citizen debates, gathering 1.4 million 
contributions (uploaded to online platforms) and with a further 18 Citizen Conferences scheduled. There 
are also plans for a range of such assemblies in the UK. Experiments with deliberative bodies in Ireland, 
such as its Citizens’ Assembly, are viewed positively by many. Perhaps most strikingly, as against the 
temporary nature of all such experiments worldwide to date (including in non-European states from 
Canada to Australia to Mongolia), February saw the world’s first permanent Citizen Council established 
by the Parliament of the German-speaking community in Belgium as a co-equal institution to parliament. 
This Citizen Council will set the agenda and monitor follow-up by elected politicians of the 
recommendations of a number of citizens’ assemblies (comprising 25 citizens each, selected by sortition).  

It is too early to tell whether the French and Belgian experiments are a success. Recent analysis of 
Ireland’s Citizens’ Assembly, which was convened across four weekends from November 2016 to March 
2017, and which broke a longstanding political deadlock regarding the vexed issue of abortion reform, 
cautions against seeing these bodies as a panacea. However, despite limitations, these bodies may carry 
significant potential to cut across deadlock or hyper-partisan political systems, to marry public, political 
and expert knowledge, to attenuate the impact of excessive lobbying by sectoral interests, and can 
possibly provide a better means for participatory government than one-off referendums (which of 
course have a particularly problematic place in Australia’s political system).  

The sensible approach may be to focus on what such an innovation might offer to the Australian 
democratic system and how to achieve a good marriage of enhanced participation with existing 
representative organs, with the aim of maximising the potential of citizen participation without 
overstretching its capacity, or displacing the need for collective organs such as parliament. Australia is, 
of course, no stranger to experiments with citizens’ assemblies and participatory decision-making, 
especially in the past decade: these include the Citizens’ Parliament on strengthening Australia’s political 
system in 2009 to more localised current bodies including the current Geelong Citizens' Jury and 
Melbourne People's Panel.  

 

https://www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Parliamentary_Departments/Parliamentary_Library/pubs/rp/rp1920/Quick_Guides/PartyGender
https://www.referendumcouncil.org.au/sites/default/files/2017-05/Uluru_Statement_From_The_Heart_0.PDF
https://electionwatch.unimelb.edu.au/australia-2016/articles/give-permanent-residents-the-vote
https://granddebat.fr/
https://www.foundationfuturegenerations.org/files/documents/news/20190226_dgpermanentcitizensassembly_pressrelease.pdf
https://blog-iacl-aidc.org/debate-the-citizens-assembly-in-ireland
https://blog-iacl-aidc.org/debate-the-citizens-assembly-in-ireland
https://www.aph.gov.au/~/~/link.aspx?_id=E03B9D7AA31049C2AD126EBD7AC3247E&_z=z
https://www.localgovernment.vic.gov.au/our-programs/geelong-citizens-jury/frequently-asked-questions
https://www.mosaiclab.com.au/news-all-posts/2016/8/2/peoples-panel
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7. Civic Education 

Looking at new ways at enhancing citizen participation in the political process may be insufficient 
without also looking at the state of civic education in Australia. Taking once again a comparative view, 
there is an argument that deficiencies in civic education have played a part in the current crises in the 
USA and the UK, for example. In the US context, many conservatives and liberals agree that President 
Trump’s stated policy preferences would run roughshod over the most fundamental aspects of the US 
Constitution, including free speech and equality rights, and that he evinces little understanding of the 
limits on presidential power (which has come under heightened focus in the recent opening of 
impeachment proceedings). This has not resonated as strongly with the electorate as one might have 
expected, which may be partly due to the decline in the availability and quality of civic education. As one 
US observer has noted: “Compounding general constitutional illiteracy, civics classes have been stripped 
from high school curricula”. Under half of states now require students to even take a one-semester 
course in American government, compared to widespread civic education in the 1960s. Civil society’s 
efforts to stop the gap have not been successful.14  

In the UK, the very success of the ‘Leave’ side in the Brexit referendum (as well as support for 
plans to repeal the Human Rights Act; the UK’s quasi-bill of rights) as well as the ongoing political 
impasses concerning a range of core issues (e.g. the importance of the Good Friday peace agreement 
for Northern Ireland) appears, to some extent, to be rooted in widespread public ignorance of the UK’s 
constitutional structure, traditions, and fundamental reforms in recent decades. In this connection, it is 
notable that the public fund devoted to educating the UK public about the EU has been slashed 
repeatedly since the 1980s.15 Perhaps most strikingly, ‘What is the EU?’ was the second most Googled 
term in the UK on the day of the referendum result on 24 June 2016. 

In Australia, research has suggested that a lack of constitutional knowledge among the public may 
be linked to political mistrust, and there is a renewed focus on the importance of civics education as a 
way of enhancing the democratic system.16 For instance, at the high school level, a very recent meeting 
(30 September 2019) convened by the Victorian Student Representative Council (VicSRC) and the 
Victorian Curriculum Assessment Authority (VCAA) suggested that the Civics and Citizenship curriculum 
may need serious reform, including: a need to better connect civics education to students’ lives (e.g. by 
linking to local issues); to focus on how students can engage in the democratic system even before they 
vote (including students who are not citizens); to focus on the wider value of liberal democracy as well 
as technical issues (e.g. how laws are made); and to address teachers’ concerns about teaching civics in 
a polarized political environment, through targeted training, resources, and a greater focus on critical 
thinking skills (rather than particular issues) and empowering students to access the right information 
and critically assess information. For students approaching voting age, civics education is not compulsory, 
as it is in a variety of other countries (nor is Indigenous education, for that matter). 
 

Conclusion: Leadership and the Next Great Democratic Renewal 

In the current climate, especially viewed from a global perspective, it is easy to fall to fatalism regarding 
the health of democratic rule. However, there remain many sources of hope: with a spirit of political 
leadership and appropriate reform, Australian democracy can be renewed and reinvigorated. As HE 
Harinder Sidhu, the Australian High Commissioner, recently observed: “[O]ur democracies are not static. 
In Australia, we are continuously making changes to our electoral system to be more inclusive, 
representative and transparent. From extending the right to vote in federal elections to women in 1902, 
to introducing compulsory voting in the 1920s, all the way through to changes to our system of 
distributing preferences in the last few years.” In pursuing reforms, Australia can draw on a range of 
resources, including: many of the world’s leading democracy experts; committed civil society actors 
including the university sector; and the many actors in the political system who wish to be part of the 
solution. Perhaps most important is to take a holistic approach, focusing on how key reforms can work 
best together, and with existing institutions, to achieve Australia’s next great democratic renewal.  
 

https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/congress/dangerous-abuse-lawless-bipartisan-attack-trump-national-emergency-declaration-n971826
https://fortune.com/2016/06/24/brexit-google-trends/
http://www.cefa.org.au/ccf/lack-constitutional-knowledge-linked-political-mistrust
https://electionwatch.unimelb.edu.au/articles/a-message-from-harinder-sidhu,-australias-high-commissioner-to-india


Page 11 of 12 

_ 
References 
 
(A variety of references in this text are provided as hyperlinks within the text).  
 
1 Democracy in Retreat: Freedom In The World 2019 (Freedom House, 2019). See also assessments by 

other leading democracy indices: the Economist Intelligence Unit, V-dem, and POLITY. 

2 L Diamond, ‘Facing Up to the Democratic Recession’ (2015) 26(1) Journal of Democracy 141, 144.  

3 A Bozóki & D Hegedűs, ‘An externally constrained hybrid regime: Hungary in the European Union’ (2018) 
25(7) Democratization 1173.  

4 See TG Daly & BC Jones, ‘Parties versus Democracy: Addressing Today’s Political-Party Threats to 
Democratic Rule’ (International Journal of Constitutional Law, forthcoming). 

5 See e.g. Matthew Lesh, Democracy in a Divided Australia (Connor Court Publishing, 2018).  

6 E Howie, ‘Protecting the human right to freedom of expression in international law’ (2018) 20(1) 
International Journal of Speech-Language Pathology 12, 14. 

7 D Kaye, M Forst, & F Ní Aoláin, Mandates of the Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of 
the right to freedom of opinion and expression; the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights 
defenders; and the Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of human rights and 
fundamental freedoms while countering terrorism. OL AUS 2/2018 (15 February 2018) 
<https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/Opinion/Legislation/OL-AUS-2-2018.pdf>. 

8 See e.g. P Norris & R Inglehart, Cultural Backlash: Trump, Brexit and the Rise of Authoritarian Populism 
(Cambridge University Press, 2019); and Y Mounk, The People Versus Democracy: The Rise of 
Undemocratic Liberalism and the Threat of Illiberal Democracy (Harvard University Press, 2018). 

9 M Somer & J McCoy, Introduction: ‘Transformations through Polarizations and Global Threats to 
Democracy’ (2019) 681(1) ANNALS, AAPSS 8.  

10 R Deibert, ‘The Road to Digital Unfreedom: Three Painful Truths About Social Media’ (2019) 30(1) Journal 
of Democracy 25. 

11 S Rosenfeld, Democracy and Truth: A Short History (University of Pennsylvania Press, 2018). 

12 See Timbro Authoritarian Populism Index 2017, 18. 

13 FJ DiStefano, The Next Realignment: Why America’s Parties are Crumbling and What Happens Next 
(Prometheus Books, May 2019). 

14 This issue is discussed more widely in e.g. J Mann (ed), Citizenship in Transnational Perspective: Australia, 
Canada, and New Zealand (Springer, 2017).  

15 See e.g. JS Dryzek, A Bächtiger, S Chambers, J Cohen, JN Druckman, A Felicetti, JS Fishkin, DM Farrell, A 
Fung, A Gutmann, H Landemore, J Mansbridge, S Marien, MA Neblo, S Niemeyer, M Setälä, R Slothuus, 
J Suiter, D Thompson & ME Warren, ‘The crisis of democracy and the science of deliberation’ (2019) 
353(6432) Science 1144. See also C Chwalicz, The People’s Verdict: Adding Informed Citizen Voices to 
Public Decision-making (Policy Network, 2017). 

16 G Ferguson, ‘Jury Instructions as Constitutional Education’ (2013) 84 University of Colorado Law Review 
233, 266. 

17 TG Daly & T Lock, Brexit and the British Bill of Rights (Edinburgh Law School, 9 February 2017). 

18 This is a longstanding issue. See, for example, the following parliamentary research paper from 20 years 
ago: K Krinks, ‘Creating the Active Citizen? Recent Developments in Civics Education’ Research Paper 15 
1998-99. Politics and Public Administration Group. 23 March 1999.  

 



Page 12 of 12 

_ 

More 

Information 

_ 
Visit our websites 

https://government.unimelb.edu.au 

www.democratic-decay.org 

 

 

 

 


