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Populism and Civic Engagement 
– a fine-grained, dynamic, context-sensitive and forward-looking response 

to the negative impacts of populist movements  
(PaCE) 

 
 

Abstract 

Across Europe, there is a rise of political movements that claim to challenge liberal elites and 
speak for the 'ordinary person' - movements that can be loosely categorised as 'populist'. Many of 
these movements have undesirable tendencies. The Populism and Civic Engagement project 
(PaCE), with others, aims to combat the negative tendencies of populist movements, to build 
upon the lessons of positive examples (such as Reykjavik), and hence play a part in constructing 
a firmer democratic and institutional foundation for the citizens of Europe. 
PaCE will analyse, in detail, the type, growth and consequences of such movements in terms of 
their particular characteristics and context. From this, it will analyse the causes of these 
movements and their specific challenges to liberal democracy a possibilistic analysis to 
complement survey/statistical approaches. In particular, it will focus on transitions in these 
movements (especially changes in leadership) as well as how they relate to other kinds of 
movements and the liberal reaction. PaCE will propose responses to these challenges, developing 
risk-analyses for each kind of response, each kind of movement and the type of transition. For 
this, it will employ the agent-based simulation of political processes and attitudes to allow 
thorough risk analyses to be made. Throughout the project, it will engage with citizens and 
policy actors, especially groups under-represented in public affairs, face-face and via new forms 
of democratic participation appropriate to our digital age to help guide the project and to 
comment on its outputs. 
It will develop new tools, based on machine-learning algorithms for identifying and tracking 
populist narratives and to aid online consultation. It will result in specific interventions aimed at: 
the public, politicians, activists and educators. It will look further into the future, developing new 
visions concerning how we could respond to populism and it will warn about longer-term trends.   
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1. Excellence 

1.1 Objectives  

A spectre is haunting Europe – the spectre of Populism 

Across Europe, there is a rise of political movements that claim to challenge liberal elites and speak for the 
‘ordinary person’ – movements that can be loosely categorised as ‘populist’. Many of these movements have 
undesirable tendencies, including: intolerance of others, a tendency to polarise issues, reductionist decision 
making and the weakening of democratic accountability. However, not all anti-elitist movements are like 
this; for example, in Iceland the response to corruption and their banking crisis of 2007/8 was towards more 
liberalism and constitutional reform. The Populism and Civic Engagement project (PaCE), in conjunction 
with others, aims to combat the negative tendencies, to build upon the lessons of positive examples, and 
hence play a part in constructing a firmer democratic and institutional foundation for the citizens of Europe. 
PaCE will analyse, in detail, the type, growth and consequences of such movements in terms of their 
particular characteristics and context. From this, it will analyse the causes of these movements and their 
specific challenges to liberal democracy across Europe. In particular, it will focus on transitions in these 
movements (especially changes in leadership) and how they relate to the liberal reaction to them. PaCE will 
propose policy-oriented responses to these challenges, developing risk-analyses for each kind of response, 
each kind of movement and the type of transition. Throughout the project, it will engage with citizens and 
policy actors, especially groups under-represented in public affairs, face-face and via new forms of 
democratic participation appropriate to our digital age. It will develop new tools for identifying populist 
narratives and for democratic consultation. This activity will result in result in specific interventions aimed at 
three audiences: the public, politicians and educators. It will look further into the future, developing new 
visions concerning the directions our democracies could take (positive and negative) and it will warn about 
emerging threats to democracy itself. These aims are now delineated in five objectives. 

Objective 1. Trace the historical growth and political consequences for the EU project and 
democracy in MS of illiberal, nativist, and antidemocratic populist parties 
Expected results 
A knowledge base on the post-war historical development of illiberal, nativist and antidemocratic populist 
parties in selected European countries. The report will identify patterns related to geography (north vs. south; 
east vs. west), politics (weak vs. strong institutions; solid vs. feeble party systems; old vs. new democracy), 
economics (crisis-prone vs. crisis-resilient; open vs. more closed markets; robust vs. weak middle class), 
power cliques and huge inequalities), religion (Protestant vs. Catholic vs. Christian Orthodox; more or less 
Muslims), and culture (multiculturalism vs. monoculturalism; role of welfare state, etc.) and charismatic 
leaders. 
Performance indicators 

− Report containing the historical and political development of populism in Europe (1990-2020) (24) 
− Report on the state of modern day populism in Europe (24) 
− A typology of populist movements with development indicators for each type. (M27) 
− A series of interactive infographics covering the development of populism (1990-2020) according to 

(a) individual country, (b) regional group of countries, (c) type of challenger, (d) party leadership 
changes, (e) parallel European and world developments. (26) 

− Report targeting the public and other stakeholders containing tools (infographics and typology) to 
allow civil society to identify populist parties and populist narrative. (27) 
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Objective 2. Study the general and the specific causes of the three modes of populism (illiberal, 
nativist and anti-democratic) in European democracies – distinguishing between demand and 
supply side, internal and external causes.   
Expected results 

A comprehensive understanding of the different causes of populism, the causals mechanisms and path 
dependencies from three theoretical perspectives (illiberal, nativist and anti-democratic) in Europan 
contexts and distinguishing between demand and supply side, internal and external causes.   
 

Performance indicators 
− Report on the causal mechanisms of populist social movements and political parties in Europe. 

(M18) 
− Report containing a theoretical model of the external and internal, supply and demand side causes 

of illiberal populism. (22) 
− Report on comparative findings and assessment of risk factors to democratic quality (M30) 

Objective 3. Study, propose and test policy-oriented responses to each of the three forms of 
populism. 
Expected results  
This objective will consider policy approaches to address the three types of populism taking into account and 
their different causes. This includes the identification and analysis of the effects of political narratives of 
nativist, populist, and anti-democratic parties, as well as the respective counter-narratives by liberal 
democrats including both parties use of social media and digital communication. The analysis is based on 
three case studies. The objective will establish how the use of social media and digital communication can 
lead to democratic engagement and boost civic participation. it will also construct of a set of foresight long-
term scenarios around each of the grand challengers (including their potential interactions) to be used to 
counter harmful populism by identifying potential intervention points for policy-makers, by taking into 
account populist political narratives and developing convincing liberal-democratic counter-narratives and 
by exploring ways to increase civic engagement in beneficial for liberal democracy in the EU and its member 
states.  
Performance indicators 

− Report containing three case studies of political responses to a set of popular anxieties related to 
triggers of illiberal populism.(x)  

− Report presenting containing an analysis of how populist party/movement organization shapes 
popular opinion and how populism and the opinions of populist activists and leaders shape negative 
perceptions. (M36) 

− Report containing policy recommendations on how to mitigate risk factors. (M36) 
− Scenarios and analysis of the steps to take to reach the desired futures and avoid the undesired 

future. (M36) 
− Report containing analysis of the effects of populist narratives in online experiments, analysis of the 

attenuate properties of counter-narratives in online experiments, policy recommendations on how to 
react to populist narratives (M36) 
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Objective 4. Identify strategies for strengthening democratic values and practices, taking into 
account the role played by both traditional and social media and public opinion. 
Expected results: 
This objective will create strategies to strengthen liberal-democratic values by enhanced civic engagement 
based on the identified policy risk dimensions linked to the effects of populist mobilizations and policies on 
politics, the state and society and on the developed foresight scenarios. The strategies will strengthen liberal-
democratic values by using counter-populist narratives and building on vital democratic practices of 
beneficial for democracy civic engagement. It will create policy recommendations on how to mitigate 
populism-related risk factors, identified by PaCE and the necessary steps for European democracies and 
institutions to reach the desired future and avoid the undesired future are identified, taking into account the 
role of social media and public opinion that will contribute to create a more stable, inclusive and resilient 
society by understanding potentially harmful elements of populism. 
 
Performance indicators 

− Report containing policy recommendations on how to mitigate risk factors. (M36) 
− Scenarios and analysis of the steps to take to reach the desired futures and avoid the undesired 

future. (M36) 
− Report presenting containing an analysis of how populist party/movement organization shapes 

popular opinion and how populism and the opinions of populist activists and leaders shape negative 
perceptions. (M36) 

 

Objective 5. Engage with stakeholders, especially groups under-represented in public affairs, 
particularly younger citizens, schools and local communities, in new forms of democratic 
engagement appropriate in our digital age. 

Expected results 
This objective ains to get Stakeholders (policymakers, educators, experts)  engaged in the analysis of causes 
of populism; in evaluating the risks from populism; in developing foresight scenarios and in developing 
strategies for countering harmful populisms. It seeks innovative ways of enhancing citizens’ democratic 
involvement based on assessing the public’s attitude to and aspirations for democracy and taking into 
account how traditional and social media influence and shape political and social opinions. It aims to exploit 
connections to existing and new democracy networks and to draw together a range of experts, practitioners 
and officials who can receive the output of research and take it forward into practice, increasing and 
speeding up PaCE’s impact. It will create a digitally mediated community of practice as a platform for 
stakeholders to exchange views on forms of civic engagement and participatory democracy. It will create 
materials on populism and crucially it will seek to engage educators in their development and to increase 
their capacity and school authorities to support and enable young people to think about future policy 
challenges and encourage them to debate future challenges and solutions. 
The outputs of research activities are disseminated to policy makers who will be engaged in dialogue on 
implications of populism for the future and in identifying strategies for strengthening democratic values and 
practices especially by seeking support for future foresight project for schools. PaCE is linked to networks 
already discussing issues of openness, transparency, democratic participation and new forms of government 
and all results will be promoted online, in the media, academic, industry and other relevant publications and 
are present at conferences and other relevant activities. 
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Performance indicators 
− A programme of lab events (at least 10) taking place across at least 6 member states (M17-28) 
− A report with recommendations for new forms of public participation. (M28) 
− Circulation of project outputs to elected EU representatives and policy makers (M36) 
− D5.9 A final conference and gathering of youth representatives from the schools’ project and 

country or European level policy makers to discuss the conclusions reached by young people 
through the exercise. (M36 

1.2 Relation to the work programme  
Specific	challenge/scope	from	the	call	 How	PaCE	addresses	this	

…to analyse the phenomenon of populism and 
its consequences for European democracies 
and the European project 

The analysis of the phenomenon of populism is the core 
of PaCE – to do a fine-grained analysis of populist 
movements across the EU that addresses the complexity 
of the phenomena itself. 
 
Objectives: 1, 3 
Workpackages:1 

... [to propose] innovative ways of 
understanding and addressing the causes of 
populism as well as strategies for 
strengthening democratic values and practices 
need to be identified 

PaCE will apply agent-based simulation techniques to 
integrate the available evidence of all different kinds, to 
get to the roots of how individual interactions result in 
macro-level change.  
 
Objectives: 2, 3 
Workpackages: 4 

Proposals should analyse populism 
comprehensively, drawing also on historical 
and comparative perspectives, philosophical, 
sociological, cultural and gender-based 
explanations, and foresight 

PaCE will apply historical, comparative, narrative, 
scenario, causal, simulation and risk analyses to the 
evidence, using all possible perspectives and including 
all aspects for which there is evidence. This innovative 
mixed-methods and multidisciplinary approach enables 
a comprehensive analysis of populism. 
 
Objectives: 1,2 
Workpackages: 1,2, 3 

They should also examine whether and how 
populism is related to structural socio-
economic mutations or destabilisations of 
politico-economic paradigms 

Whilst not the focus of PaCE, PaCE will consider the  
the economic and politico-economic context in the 
analysis of particular case studies, and represent such 
elements represented within the simulations and models 
it will develop. 
 
Objectives: 2 
Workpackages: 1,2, 3 

The evolving character and emergence of new 
political parties as well as the role played by 
both traditional and social media and public 
opinion should be studied, including changes 
in political and social functions over time 

The concept of transitions in populism movements and 
parties is a core conceptual element of PaCE.  The 
project will look at transitions in political movements, 
including the emergence of new movements and the 
dwindling of old. It will apply a mixture of narrative 
analysis, stakeholder input and machine-learning tools 
to understand the role of public messages and spreading 
influence over social media. 
 
Objectives: 1,2 
Workpackages: 1, 2, 3 & 4 
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Specific	challenge/scope	from	the	call	 How	PaCE	addresses	this	

The significance of charismatic leaders for the 
cause of populism should also be considered as 
well as other factors such as perceptions of 
elitism and establishments, which may attract 
citizens to populist movements 

Leadership, especially changes in leadership, is a focus 
of PaCE. PaCE will focus on (a) the narratives 
(associated with both populist movements and the 
resulting liberal reaction) and (b) stakeholder opinions. 
Both of these directly address the perceptions of elitism 
and establishments. 
 
Objectives: 1,2 
Workpackages: 1, 3 & 4 

A central question should be how the potential 
of groups under-represented in public affairs, 
particularly younger citizens, to engage in 
public affairs and their civil responsibilities 
could be harnessed for constructive democratic 
engagement 

PaCE will specifically look at qualitative data derived 
from younger people, and then further engage with them 
to understand their attitudes and hence identify and test 
project recommendations. The project will produce 
initial material for educators to support young people in 
reflecting upon populism and democratic engagement.  
 
Objectives: 3,5 & 5 
Workpackages: 4 & 5 

The role of schools, local communities and 
digital media should be considered as well as 
new forms participation 

PaCE will trial forms of engagement and materials 
specifically tested with young people and offered to 
schools and other community organisations. In addition 
it will refine and develop a set of online participatory 
tools. 
 
Objectives: 5 
Workpackages: 5 

Proposals should also assess to what extent 
populism in Europe is tied up with negative 
orientations (e.g. anti-globalisation, anti-EU, 
anti-immigrants, anti-minorities), a sense of 
nostalgia or nativeness, and nationalist 
ideologies 

The whole conceptual framework of PaCE (based 
around breaking populism apart into different, but 
related political stances) distinguishes between of these 
negative orientations, and the project will conduct 
further causal analysis to identify their roles in populist 
movements, against the background of the liberal 
engagement with these issues. 
 
Objectives: 1,2 
Workpackages: 1,2, 3 & 4 

Research should also investigate in which ways 
populism in Europe may be a transnational 
phenomenon and how it may have been 
affected by European integration 

PaCE will analyse populist reaction to “meritocratic” 
transnational elites and their perceived role both in the 
global economic crisis and the deepening European 
integration as possible drivers of nativist and illiberal 
populisms. 
 
Objectives: 1,2 
Workpackages: 2, 3 

Comparisons between manifestations of 
populism inside and outside Europe, and over 
time, may be made 

PaCE will study the internal dynamics of major populist 
movements in Europe since 1990 with a focus on the 
leadership transitions, often changing the character of 
the populist movements themselves. 
 
Objectives: 1,2 
Workpackages: 1 
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Specific	challenge/scope	from	the	call	 How	PaCE	addresses	this	

Research should also assess actions that have 
been taken to counter populism as well as how 
populism affects the policy-making process 

PaCE will produce risk-assessments of the different 
actions and responses to populist movements, enabling a 
more fine-grained and context-appropriate assessment of 
the possible effects of using these. 
 
Objectives: 3,4 
Workpackages: 4 

 

1.3  Concept and methodology 
PaCE, as a project, is distinctive in the following ways. 

A Fine-grained causal analysis 
• Distinguishing kinds of populism (e.g. nativism, democratic illiberalism, anti-democratic) both in terms 

of the analysis and in terms of a response 
• Focussing on transitions in Populist Movements – when these movements emerge or change 
• Not just focussing on populist rhetoric but also studying the liberal reaction  
• Looking at the importance of (a) leadership in populist movements and (b) liberal institutions (including 

emergent decentralised liberal response, e.g. internet-based) 
• Moving the focus of analysis from “factors to actors”, relating how in-context, individual interaction 

relates to the macro-level outcomes and vice versa. 

Integrating new tools from computational social science  
• Using agent-based modelling as an integrating tool in conjunction with scenario analysis 
• Develop ICT tools to track the evolution of populist narratives and reactions to them 

Emphasis on Engaged Impact  
• PaCE does not see solution in terms of simply encouraging political participation but rather how people 

can be engaged in liberal institutions in the widest sense 
• Forward looking to suggest educational and policy directions, providing practical tools and resources 

In other words, a project that is dynamic, detail- and context-sensitive with practical outcomes suited to the 
complexity of the phenomena. The following conceptualisation and methodology will make this clear. 

 (a) Concept 
The thrust of the analytic components of PaCE is to drill down to the complex causal interactions that 
underlie the emergence and impact of populist movements. To address the relationship between micro- and 
macro-components of populist phenomena – both bottom-up of social influence and top-down processes 
concerning the establishment of narrative and normative structure. 

Theoretical Framework 
Populism is an ideological construct consistent of ambivalent claims propagated by political actors to 
question the status quo in order to depose the elites and allow the “true or forgotten people” to take power. 
As populism is pushing an agenda favouring popular mobilization over limited government and political 
restraint, two equally important tasks have arisen: First, to map and understand populism in its various forms. 
Second, to anticipate its impact in relation to political, social, economic, and environmental changes that are 
likely to shape European societies in the years to come. Achieving these two objectives is necessary to 
generate valid scientific explanations and predictions as well as to provide relevant information to the public, 
policymakers, and stakeholders about the risks and consequences so as to develop strategies for 
strengthening liberal democracy.  
In the media, the academia, and in everyday public discourse, the topic of ever-rising populism has become 
in recent years a staple of concern (among the most recent crop of books on the topic, see in particular Judis 
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2016, Moffitt 2016, Müller 2016). Yet, we still lack consensus about what exactly “populism” really is, 
which are its causes, and what may be its consequences. Perhaps the single most important reason of our 
inability to pin down our object is that, in both academic and broader public discourse, we conflate several 
different phenomena under the populist label (Mudde 2007). In this project, we think otherwise. Based on 
cumulate research of its partners, PaCE will start from a comprehensive disaggregation of those phenomena, 
which will then allow us to study them comparatively and in an analytically distinct manner (Pappas 2016a, 
Pappas 2018). We believe that each has its own historical, cultural, and political origins. Moreover, we shall 
make a strong claim that each of the phenomena that are so far carelessly considered as populist point to 
quite different scenarios with respect to consequences. By the same token, each of them requires a different 
kind of engagement on the part of responsible political leadership and active civic society lest those 
scenarios be averted. 
Few would dispute the claim that insurgent populism represents a challenge to post-war European 
democracy (e.g., Levitsky and Ziblatt 2018). But it is a gross conceptual and methodological mistake to label 
any and all challenges to liberal democracy “populist.” Let it then be clear that, in this project, we do not 
consider all of democracy’s challengers to be the same despite the promiscuous tendency to label them all as 
such. What is more, we do not trace their rise to a single cause, and hence do not believe that there should be 
a single response. In short, we propose distinguishing among – and dealing separately – with the whole range 
of phenomena that are lumped under the label “populism,” but nevertheless have their own distinct sets of 
causes, normative assumptions, and practical consequences.  
What are these phenomena? We start by distinguishing three of them. Each is represented by a group of 
parties and movements that defines itself through its opposition to one of the three main pillars of post-1945 
European politics: democratic representation, gradual progress toward greater European integration, and 
political liberalism. The foes of democratic representation we call antidemocrats, those of European 
integration we call nativists, and those of liberalism we call populists. This framework will be developed and 
adapted at need, in the light of the project analyses.  
Antidemocrats are the parties that wish to delegitimize representative democracy’s normative foundations 
and subvert its legal-institutional structures. More than seventy years since the close of the Second World 
War and almost three decades after the end of the Cold War, such parties still survive, and occasionally 
thrive, in several countries in Europe. They may take part in elections, but they do so as “antisystem” 
formations—they comply with some of the outward rules of parliamentarism, but they disdain its principles 
and spirit and would happily jettison them if given the chance. This type of challenger is present on both the 
extreme right and left of European politics. Antidemocrats of the right typically advocate ultranationalist—
even racist—ideologies, focus on security issues, are hostile to the EU, and take a strong stand against 
immigration. Antidemocrats of the left remain pledged to promote proletarian dictatorship, condemn 
European unification as the brainchild of a nefarious capitalism, and are ideologically committed to 
internationalism for all working people, including immigrants and refugees. All these parties prefer state 
control of the economy to capitalism and open markets: Rightists emphasize national economic autarchy 
while leftists stress collectivism. Finally, antidemocratic parties of both the left and right have a penchant for 
violence and the cult of the leader.  
Nativists are those parties that, according to the standard lexical definition (see, for instance, The Oxford 
English Dictionary) advocate “the policy of protecting the interests of native-born or established inhabitants 
against those of immigrants.” Nativism in this sense is a distinct phenomenon that develops in specific socio-
political contexts due to the fear of imported change (Pappas 2016a, 2018). It is complementary to, if not 
synonymous with, xenophobia. It flourishes where diversity sharply increases, and tails off in the presence of 
ethnic and racial homogeneity. It is no wonder, then, that nativism has historically been much stronger in the 
multi-ethnic United States than in Europe, whose nations until recently have been culturally and ethnically 
far more homogenous. It is also hardly a surprise that, in contemporary Europe, nativism has risen, along 
with immigration and the attempts to promote EU federalism, in the most economically wealthy and 
politically advanced democracies, such as, most prominently, France, Austria, Germany, the Netherlands, 
Switzerland, Denmark, Norway, and Finland. 
Populists, finally, are specifically those political parties, or movements, whose members have the specific 
characteristics of being at once democratic and illiberal (Pappas 2016b). Thinking of populism as democratic 
illiberalism offers several advantages. It places the object of study where it belongs—within the context of 
modern democracy and its discontents—and thereby closes off the possibility of confusing it with pre-
modern and predemocratic forms of populism. It keeps the object clearly in view: Populism is always 
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democratic but never liberal. Finally, this way of thinking about populism ascribes clear boundaries to the 
phenomenon: To be classified as populist, a party must display two antithetical characteristics. It must 
harbour an allegiance to democracy, and it also must endorse illiberal tactics.  
Other anti-establishment movements. Looking wider than the above three categories are a variety of 
movements that are anti-elitist or at least anti-establishment. These could include the “pots and pans” protest 
movement in Reykjavik or the “Anonymous” set of hackers.  

Transitions 
Populist parties have undergone a variety of transitions and flexibly adapted to the changes in the political 
markets place and to an ever greater variety of political settings (Taggart 1995). This is true even for the 
relatively narrow group of West European radical right populist parties but even more true for populism in 
other parts of Europe, especially the former Communist countries. In Western Europe populist parties 
mutated from middle-class protest parties into parties whose voters felt threatened by modernisation and 
internationalisation. The politics of identity, anti-immigration positions, Euroscepticism, the criticism of 
globalisation and free trade, as well as law and order became fixtures in the programmes of nearly all 
populist parties across the continent (cf. Minkenberg 2001; Mudde 2007: 158–98; Van Spanje 2010; but: 
Rooduijn et al. 2014). Thus, several populist partiers moved from middleclass protest to welfare chauvinisms 
and identity-related claims.  
In another transition, populist transformed themselves from fringe and anti-system parties by becoming 
increasingly policy seeking and government seeking. Eventually, we have seen their inclusion in government 
(or their support for a conservative government) following a process of  ‘mainstreaming’  (Akkerman, de 
Lange, and Rooduijn 2015) or of convergence toward conservative parties represented the next phase. 
Populist transitions have been a feature of Central and East European party systems as they have shown 
higher degree of fluctuation compared to Western Europe (Bunce and Wolchik 2010). This “under-
institutionalization” (Minkenberg 2015: 34) resulted in frequent reconstitution, making the parties 
“disconcertingly fluid” and contributing to “permeable borders between the radical right and the mainstream 
right”. Fewer institutional constraints and greater fragmentation made it easier for ideological extremism to 
take hold Rovny (2014: 675). In these new polities, populist parties seek to draw a contrast to the post-
transition mainstream by attacking them for political corruption and ‘selling out’ the national interest 
(Zapryanova 2010). In the ‘crowded’ world of populist and protest politics, populist actors needed to 
differentiate themselves from each other by adopting a variety of positions (Heinisch 2008). In Eastern 
Europe main right-wing (Fidesz in Hungary, Law and Justice in Poland, ODS in the Czech Republic) or 
main left-wing parties (Smer in Slovakia) later developed into populist parties engaging in identitarian 
politics. 
Another form of transition is populism ability to attach itself to other ideological features—such as nativism, 
nationalism, regionalism, on the right and socialism, on the left— facilitating the development of the so-
called ‘new populist parties’. SYRIZA in Greece, Podemos in Spain, and the Five Star Movement in Italy 
attests to a new breed of populism located to the left of the political spectrum and having arisen out of protest 
movements. Likewise, the emergence of regionalist populist parties engaging in claims-making by the 
periphery against the centre (e.g., Lega Nord, Lega dei Ticino), has shown the diversity of the populist 
phenomenon. Yet, the position of  regional populist parties are frequently ambivalent as they also seek to 
strengthen their national system vis-a-vis the European Union. Above the national level, populist now 
engage in European Union politics, affecting both the EU decision-making and the national level. 
Another transition, related to the rise of populist parties in some party systems, is the emergence of the 
media-party hybrids.  In unstable, highly fragmented and de-ideologized party systems  political parties start 
mimicking the media in an attempt to attract popular vote (Smilova, Smilov and Ganev 2012). There have 
been several cases in Bulgaria of such populist political parties, emerging from media outlets - such as party 
Ataka and party NFSB (from SKAT TV), and party Bulgaria without censorship (TV7) (Smilova and Smilov 
2015).  Similar earlier phenomena include Silvio Berlusconi’s Forza Italia and M5Stelle more recently.  In 
the most graphic such cases, we have charismatic TV presenters turning into politicians, and their audience 
turning into loyal voters. 
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Leadership-Base Relationship 
Initially, populism came to be associated with ‘charismatic’ leadership but weak organization (Taggart 1995: 
48). Using sharply polarising messages, breaking regularly with political conventions, and understanding 
their audience’s desire to be enthralled by political spectacle, party leaders like Jean-Marie Le Pen, Umberto 
Bossi, and Jörg Haider created political templates for others. However, more recent literature has found 
populist leadership styles and organization to vary widely (Zaslove 2008: 324), even calling into question the 
very concept ‘charismatic’ leadership (McDonnell 2015). Europe’s party-based populist formations turned 
out to be less beholden to the success and duration of the leadership of single individuals than the more 
presidentialized and personalised political systems elsewhere. As a result, party-based populism was able to 
pass power on from one generation of leaders to the next without significant problems as long as the new 
leaders were able to follow the same winning formulas (Heinisch and Mazzoleni 2016). Leadership in 
populist parties is not uniform; in some cases, the authoritarian, personalistic leadership model prevails while 
in others leadership may be functionally divided between different individuals (for example in Vlaams 
Belang,  the Swiss Peoples Party, Alternative for Germany) or even be collective (Sweden Democrats). 
Leaders may not always seem particularly charismatic (Danish Peoples Party) or, as in the case of the SVP, 
the party’s most powerful figure may not be its formal leader. Nonetheless, leadership matters. Especially in 
terms of how it is concentrated and organizationally connected to the party’s base (Art 2011; Carter 2005; 
Art and De Lange 2012; Johansson 2014).  
Whereas some parties are indeed weakly organized and dominated by a charismatic leader, others boasted 
strongly developed, centralized organisations to enforce party discipline so as to boost party performance in 
electoral competition (Carter 2005: 98-99). Other scholarship has arrived at similar conclusions by showing 
that several electorally successful  populist have developed a great capacity for rank-and-file activism (e.g. 
Art 2011).  The variable role of the top leaders reflects different forms of party organization which require 
different rules and organs. Nonetheless, a complex organizational structure does not necessarily imply 
internal democracy. As radical populist parties, they typically wage campaigns directing very aggressive 
polarizing and often controversial messages usually articulated by the party leader(s). This can be effective 
only if the leadership is able to concentrate power such that it has near complete control over the party’s 
messaging.  
The loyalty of functionaries and party organs is as critical as is the support by rank-and-file members.  
Populist parties show a wide variety of mechanism and strategies to ensure a nearly unequalled concentration 
of power in the hands of the leadership.  An effort in mapping the evolution of populism requires a 
sophisticated analysis of the different forms of leadership and its pattern of organization. Specifically, this 
requires identifying the leadership mode, understanding its ability to concentrate power and connect the 
leadership to the party’s activist base. This is necessary to understand both the internal dynamics of such 
parties and their effectiveness at disseminating sharply polarizing messages. In fact, the literature points to a 
connection between a strong and durable right-wing populist party and a strong and durable organisation.  

Populist Narratives 
Public narratives: Although the “grand narratives” (Lyotard, 1979) may have lost their suggestive power in 
the post-modern world, smaller-scale narratives continue to play an important part in politics (Bennett & 
Edelman, 1985). Within the context of this proposal, we focus on “public narratives” (Somers, 1994), as 
opposed to personal or biographical narratives, because the former fulfill four main intersubjective functions: 
First, political actors employ public narratives to legitimize their aims and decisions (Patterson & Monroe, 
1998). There is empirical evidence that citizens tend to vote for parties with whom they share common 
political narratives (Sheafer et al., 2011). Second, public narratives serve as vehicles for deliberation 
(Boswell, 2013). Third, public narratives help to form individual and collective identity (Ashmore et al., 
2004). Fourth, public narratives can be instrumentalized for persuasive purposes (Braddock & Dillard, 
2016). They are also regarded as tools for countering undesirable or harmful behavior (Briggs & Feve, 2013; 
Braddock & Horgan, 2016). This is because narratives benefit from the psychological mechanism of 
“transportation” (into a story) that lowers the cognitive defenses of the recipients and makes it easier to 
influence them (Green & Brock, 2000; Slater & Rouner, 2002). 
Populist narratives: Populist political actors seem particularly well versed in using narratives (Mols & 
Jetten, 2016). These narratives frequently revolve around distinctions of ingroups and outgroups, between 
“us” and “them” (Sanders et al., 2017). They also draw on the so-called “heartland” (Taggart, 2004), which 
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refers to an idealized conception of the past. There is reason to assume that “online opportunity structures” 
(Engesser et al., 2017b) favor the prevalence and effectiveness of populist narratives. We know already that 
populist messages usually appear in fragmented form (Engesser et al., 2017a) but the individual fragments 
can be sufficient to activate complete populist heuristics in the minds of the recipients (Hameleers et al., 
2018; Müller et al., 2017). Therefore, representatives of liberal democracy aim at providing counter-
narratives to publicly oppose populism (e.g. Cottrakis, 2017). 
State of research: Despite the undisputed social and scientific relevance of narratives, there has been no 
scholarly consensus on their theoretical definition nor their operationalization for empirical research 
(Shenhav, 2005). There is a particular wide gap of research on populist narratives, which has been largely 
restricted to isolated case studies (e.g. Thompson, 2010; Sanders et al. 2017; Vasilopoulou et al., 2014). 
Empirical analyses already demonstrated that public populist communication in general might affect 
political attitudes (Hameleers et al., 2017a; Matthes & Schmuck, 2015) and voting intentions (Hameleers et 
al., 2017b). Populist media content may even lead to a polarization of society (Müller et al., 2017). However, 
there is a dearth of research on the content and effects of populist narratives (rare exception: Mols & Jetten, 
2016). There is also no sufficient empirical evidence on the argument that counter-narratives have the 
potential to attenuate populist narratives. 

Powerlessness and Status 
One of the causes of populism identified by scholars (Krastev 2007, Krastev 2014) is the popular reaction to 
powerlessness in contemporary liberal democracies - they have turned into ‘democracies without choices’. 
As too many issues have been removed from the democratic agenda and are relegated to supranational expert 
bodies – like IMF, World Bank, etc., political competition is turning away from policies (one can change 
governments, not policies,) towards identity politics – a fertile ground for diverse stripes of populists. 
This sense of powerlessness is among the reasons why cosmopolitan meritocratic elites are increasingly 
resented, fuelling further populist reaction. Not only are such elites seen as the main drivers and beneficiaries 
of this relegation of important decisions to extra-democratic expert bodies, but they are also perceived as 
having split loyalties at best, if not as utterly disloyal to ‘the people” (Krastev 2017). People fear that when a 
crisis strikes, members of such elites are the first to leave - as their skills and qualification are fully 
convertible - rather than try solving the problems, which, in the popular imagination, they themselves have 
created. The anti-elitist sentiments are aptly used by alternative – nationalistic elites, who effectively 
mobilise them in support of populist projects.  Thus both the sense of democratic powerlessness and of being 
left behind, of losing status, are among the major causes of nativism and illiberal populism to be studied. 
Gender 
The gender dimension in populist movements and parties has recently attracted considerable scholarly 
attention. In 2017 ECPR  had a panel on «Gendering Populist Radical Right Leadership and Activism», 
https://ecpr.eu/Events/PanelDetails.aspx?PanelID=6631&EventID=114 which drew attention to  the 
narrowing of the traditional ‘gender gap’ in populist radical right (PRR) support and  the «genderization» in 
recent developments in PRR.  Again in 2017 the journal West European Politics, vol. 40/4  had a symposium 
on «Gender and the radical right in comparative perspective» .  
One of the many puzzles still to address is the gender gap in voting for populist radical right and populist 
radical left parties in established democracies in Europe, as well the gender gap in leadership of PRR in 
established and 'new' democracies from CEE. While we see a growing trend of female leadership of PRR in 
West Europe, in the East this is not yet observed – in the current FIDEZS government of Hungary, for 
example, there is no single female member. 

Existing Data Sources 
MyPlace Data 
The MYPLACE consortium was composed of national teams based in 14 European countries, each country-
based research team being responsible for addressing the common research question: How is young people’s 
social participation shaped by the shadows of totalitarianism and populism in Europe?  using data they 
themselves collected and analysed. A common methodology was used in each participant country and 
scheduled to take place within a common time frame, during 2012 and 2013. The project began with a single 
scoping phase, which informed the subsequent four major empirical elements: survey, follow-up interviews, 
ethnographies, and inter-generational interviews. In the initial phase, the groundwork was laid for selecting 
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the research locations for survey and follow-up interviews, identifying ethnographic case studies and 
establishing collaboration with the museums. As part of this, each team undertook a series of interviews and 
focus groups in order to establish national perspectives and issues. These data were collected using a bottom-
up approach, in order to identify the contextually relevant issues and themes. The data were subsequently 
analysed using a common, consortium-wide ‘coding tree’, in order to draw out common themes across 
countries. By the end of this phase of work, we were in a position to finalise research locations for the 
questionnaire survey and interviews, determine an agreed list of ethnographic case studies and commence 
work with our museum partners.  
The questionnaire was a fully comparable research instrument containing approximately 80 questions 
grouped into six substantive sections: engagement, social networks, religion, attitudes to minority groups, 
understandings of democracy, and history and memory. In addition, there was a standard socio-demographic 
section. This resulted in around 400 separate items. Each team was tasked with collecting data from a sample 
of at least 600 young people in each of the survey locations, such that the final sample would be statistically 
representative of that location. In a small number of locations, the target for completion was not quite 
achieved and the final database contains 16,935 responses (the target was 18,000). 
The follow-up interviews took place soon after the questionnaire, typically between one and three weeks 
later, to ensure that the interviewee could remember what had been asked previously. The process of 
selection of these interviewees drew on answers to selected questions on the questionnaire in order to ensure 
that there was a range of responses included and that there was adequate representation of young people who 
were active and engaged, as well as those expressing radical or extreme views. In contrast to the 
questionnaire, the follow-up interviews gave greater freedom to national teams to influence the form, content 
and sequence of questions. A common semi-structured interview scenario was devised and contained three 
sections. The first section included broad themes that were expected to be covered by all teams through a 
common core of six blocks of questions on: political heritage and transmission, history and memory in 
everyday life, participation and understanding of ‘the political’, culture and lifestyles, understanding the 
language of politics, and receptivity to populism/extremism. The second section detailed possible prompts; 
these were adapted by national teams who could use national issues and themes to encourage discussion by 
respondents. The inclusion of visual stimuli among these prompts was left as a country team decision. The 
final section was for ‘additional questions’, which allowed even more scope for national teams to develop 
follow-up questions to reflect the local context. In total, each team was tasked to collect 30 follow-up 
interviews per location; in practice, this was marginally exceeded, as 903 interviews were collected. 
This unique collection of data will inform the comparative analysis as well as the specification of the 
simulations in PaCE (in conjunction with the following data sources). 

Other data sources 
Although not primarily quantitative in nature, PaCE will not ignore the lessons from this kind of data.  In 
particular following the methodology of (Moss & Edmonds 2005) 
• European social survey http://www.europeansocialsurvey.org/ 
• Eurobarometer:  http://ec.europa.eu/commfrontoffice/publicopinion/index.cfm/Survey 
• Political Data Yearbook of European Journal of Political Research. 

http://www.politicaldatayearbook.com/ 
• World Values Survey: http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/wvs.jsp 
• Euromanifesto Study: http://europeanelectionstudies.net/ees-study-components/euromanifesto-study 

Case Studies 
Selection of case studies  
Using the existing research on 1) populism from historical and comparative perspectives, philosophical, 
sociological and gender-based explanations 2) the relation of populism to structural socio-economic 
mutations or destabilisations of politico-economic paradigms, and 3) the extent populism in Europe is tied up 
with negative orientations (e.g. anti-globalisation, anti-EU, anti-immigrants), a sense of nostalgia and 
nationalist ideologies, 4) Comparisons between manifestations of populism inside and outside Europe, the 
consortium would create a knowledge base on populism in comparative and historical perspective. The 
knowledge base (observatory) will include an assessment of actions that have been taken to engage 
populism, their effectiveness and impact. Crucially, the project will consider the potential of younger citizens 
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to engage in politics and public affairs, how their participation could be harnessed for constructive 
democratic engagement and how civic responsibility can be induced in a social group that arguably has most 
to gain from a prosperous, peaceful and unified Europe. 	
Table 1 summarises the main cases we will consider.	

Table	1.	Key	Case	Studies	in	PaCE	

Name	 Country	 Dates	 Type	 Issues	 Leadership	
Changes	

Lead	
Partne

r	
Pots and 
Pans 

Iceland 2008-
2010 

Anti-Elitist  Political Corruption; Distrust; 
Incompetence, Socio Economic 
meltdown 

Yes RVK 

ATAKA 
party 
(+branch
es etc.) 

Bulgaria 

>2005 Right Pop 
(illiberal, 
nativist) 

Anti-elitism; Anti-minorities; 
Anti-NATO, Sovereigntism, 
nationalism, illiberalism 

No CLS 

Syriza Greece >2010 Left Pop Illiberalism Yes/No UH 
Anel Greece >2012 Right Pop Illiberalism No UH 
Fidesz Hungary >1988 Right Pop Illiberalism No UH 
Jobbik Hungary >2003 Antidemo Autocracy No UH 
National 
Front 

France >1972 Nativist Nativism Yes PLU 

PVV NL >2006 Nativist Nativism No PLU 
Finns Finland >1995 Nativist Nativism Yes PLU 
Podemos Spain >2014 Left Pop Illiberalism Factionalism UH, 

CLS 
Anonymo
us 

Global >2003 Anti-elitist Internet freedoms, anti-capitalist Not known TRI 

Forza 
Italia 

Italy 2004-9, 
>2013  

Right Pop Anti-corruption, anti-
establishment, mild nationalism 

No CLS 

5-star Italy >2009 Anti-elitist, 
illiberal 

Illiberalism Yes CLS 

UKIP UK >1993 Nativist Nativism Yes TRI 
FPÖ Austria >1986 Right Pop Illiberalism/Nativism Yes/ 

Splintering 
PLU 

AfD Germany 
>2013 Right-

wing-
populism 

From Neoliberalism to  
Nationalism/Nativism. 

Yes TUD 

 
Out of these we choose to highlight seven of these here. 

Austria/FPÖ 
The Austrian Freedom Party represents one of the oldest and most influential rightwing populist parties. It is 
not only one of the strongest such formations anywhere but has participated twice in government and 
undergone significant leadership transitions, ideological changes, and splits. Yet it manages to adapt, shape 
the electoral agenda, and reach far into the mainstream. It is the only populist party once considered to be 
such a threat that 14 EU member countries imposed sanctions on the Austrian government in 2000 because it 
included FPÖ members. The FPÖ has on three occasions formed a national coalition government  with the 
Conservative, which have been pursuing an accommodative strategy and a convergent political orientation. 
The extent of this development will have be closely examined. Austria represents the case of an affluent 
West European democracy with a consolidated and traditionally ultra-stable political system. 

Hungary/Fidesz 
The Hungarian formation Fidesz is not the country’s major party on the right but as government party with 
an absolute majority in the parliament it has dominated national politics for years. While one being more 
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liberal and centrist, Fidesz under its leader Prime Minister Viktor Orban has become increasingly 
ethnocratic, xenophobe, and euroskeptical. The Fidesz government’s actions to curb the free press, NGO, 
and independent academic institutions as well as efforts to intimidate the judiciary are well-documented and 
have led to conflict with the European institutions and several member states which accuse Hungary of 
sliding into authoritarianism.  Of particular relevance is the relationship between Fidesz and Jobbik, a former 
far-right extremist party that has since begun to moderate. Here the role of party competition will be of 
significant impotence. Hungary represents a transition economy and recent EU member-state  
Germany/Alternative für Deutschland (AfD) 
In 2013, the Alternative für Deutschland (AfD) was founded by economics professor Bernd Lucke, largely 
motivated by criticism of the euro area’s bailout funds (EMS). Soon after, the AfD narrowly missed the 5-
percent threshold in the federal election of the same year. In the following year, the AfD gained seats in three 
German state parliaments (Thuringia, Saxony, Brandenburg). In the course of the “refugee-crisis” in Europe, 
AfD adopted right-wing policies. The power struggle between the euro-sceptics around party founder Bernd 
Lucke and the more right-wing camp around Frauke Petry was won by the latter in 2015. The resulting 
programmatic shift boosted AfD’ popularity. In 2016, the AfD was represented in ten state parliaments; 
today in 14 out of 16. By the end of 2018, the AfD is expected to be represented in all state parliaments 
(elections in Bavaria and Hesse will take place in 2018). In the federal election in 2017, AfD not only 
entered the Bundestag (German parliament) for the first time but also became the third largest party. In a 
second major power struggle within the party, the far-right camp prevailed and Frauke Petry – representative 
of the center-right camp of the party – resigned as a party leader and member of AfD.  
The AfD can look back at a remarkable history. It started as a Euro-sceptic movement in 2013. After several 
intra-party power struggles, programmatic shifts, and changes in leadership, it ended up as the most 
successful far-right party in Germany after World War II. The AfD attracts voters particularly in East 
Germany, with Saxony leading the way, where the AfD accumulated 27 percent of votes in the federal 
election in 2017 and left all other parties behind. 
Germany is Europe most curial economy and the EU’s most influential member state. The Alternative for 
Germany has grown to nearly 15% electoral support nationally and is now presents in nearly all of 
Germany’s regional parliaments.  Germany represents a case which was long thought to be immune from 
populism (due to Germany’s history). It is also an example of a major centre-right party moving further to 
the left providing room for new, more radical party on the right to occupy this space. In the current legislator 
the AfD will even serve as the largest opposition party. Their much stronger than expected showing in the 
2017 elections has surprised political analysis. Yet, the AfD has seen leadership change, splits, and 
considerable political internal turmoil over ideology and direction. 

ATAKA and the coalition ‘United Partiots” in Bulgaria 
It is fruitful to study in detail this case as it is the first case of a media-party hybird in post-transition politics 
in Bulgaria.  It  has developed against the background of fragmented, de-ideogized party system, and in the 
context of the rise of mild populism in Bulgaria: in 2001 the former Bulgarian king Simeon II swept the 
power in 2001 just a month after his return from exile.  in 2005 a charismatic TV presenter – Volen Siderov, 
mobilized the support of his TV audience and managed to get his party ATAKA elected in Parliament,  
getting 8.14% of the popular vote. Ever since ATAKA is reelected in Parliament - to become part of the 
minor coalition partner in Bulgaria's current government in May 2017.   
Ataka’s is a case of a populist party which, without change in leadership, moved from an initially an anti-
democratic form of populism towards illiberal and nativist populism. We will study the causes, but also the 
effects of the hybridization of the media and the political sphere on the democratic process. We will also 
study the consequeces for the political system of  mainstreaming right wing nationalist populist players.  
Major developments and transitions of ATAKA and its current partners within the “United Patriots” 
coalition – itself the minor coalition partner of Bulgaria’s current government.  
• 2005 founded by Volen Siderov, anchor of a nationalistic TV Program “ATAKA” on the nationalistic 

cable TV  SKAT. Owner of TV SKAT is Valeri Simeonov, who supports ATAKA. ATAKA gets 8.14% 
on the 2005 Parlamentary elections, winning 21 seats in 240 seat Bulgarian Parliament.  

• 2006 Volen Siderov gets into the run-off of the Presidential elections – his highest political achievement 
to this day, yet is defeated. 

• 2009 Valeri Simeonov leaves Ataka and withdraws the support of his TV SKAT. 



 

 
15                    PaCE 

• 2011 Valeri Simonov establishes his own party - National Front for Salvation of Bulgaria (NFSB) 
• 2013 ATAKA supports the highly unpopular coalition government of BSP and MRF, which erodes this 

party’s support. 
• 2014 – Coalition “Patriotic Front” between NFSB and the VMRO of Krassimir Karakachanov 

established for the preterm 2014 elections, where they get 7.28%, or 19 seats.  
• 2016 and 2017 – Coalition “United Patriots” between NFSB, VMRO and ATAKA formed in 2016 for 

the Presidential elections (3rd place), and re-established for the 2017 preterm elections, where they get 
15%  or 27 seats. “United Patriots” become the minor coalition partner of Boyko Borissov’s third  GERB 
cabinet. Valeri Simeonov and Krassimir Karakachanov appointed vice-PMs, and the latter also the 
Minister of Defence. 

Populism in Italy since the 90ies 
Populism in Italy is a central case for the study of populism because the trends visible in many countries 
today have affected it since the 1990s. With the advent of Silvio Berlusconi Italy became a pioneer of a type 
of centrist, soft, conservative populism which became quite influential in Europe in the new century. This 
phenomenon and its main features are well studied: minimalistic ideology, heavy reliance on the media, mild 
nationalism, generation of distrust in politicians and politics in general, flamboyant political style.  
What is apparent today is the crisis and possible eclipse of the Berlusconi type of centrist populism by a new 
variety, which is more radical and problematic from the point of view of both liberalism and the European 
integration. The March 2018 elections in Italy clearly show that M5S and the Liga have in practice become 
more attractive to the voters with their radical positions on issues such as the Eurozone, migration and 
constitutionalism.  
One hypothesis, which will be tested, is that the public attitudes, expectations and sentiments, which the 
Berlusconi type of soft-populism has generated, have become unmanageable by soft populists. The type of 
voter constructed by soft  populists – skeptical of positive collective action, distrustful of authority, non-
solidaristic both in national and in supra-national matters – has a preference for more radical populist actors.  
At stake is ultimately the governability of the state, and Italy provides a good case study of these processes. 

Pots and Pans movement in Reykjavik 
Of particular importance is the example of pro-liberal anti-elitist movements. In this respect the case of 
Reykjavik is a good case study. 
In this case the anti-elitist behaviour can be seen as an expression of pessimism about the current state of 
affairs in a nation state. We propose it is linked to perceptions of inequality, distrust of the political system, 
social and economic uncertainty and general anxiety about current and future prospects. Such feelings can 
lead to a need to protest which then causes people to cast their vote or to behave in a way that could be 
interpreted as an inclination towards populism but which is more an expression of frustration not bigotry. 
The Pots and Pans revolution in Iceland in 2008 was a populist movement that grew out of a catastrophic 
socio economic situation and which resulted in political upheaval and eventually the forced removal of the 
government. The aftershocks of the events are still felt in society and in the political system with the 
traditional political party system fragmenting creating peripheral parties that are not aligned to any of the old 
parties or even the established philosophies of the old system. The Reykjavik case would bring together the 
city of Reykjavik as the main theater of these events, the Citizens Foundation as an important civil society 
organisation in Iceland, and the University of Iceland represented by Professor Jón Ólafssson who also leads 
the Transparency civil society organisation that is a key player in driving reforms in Icelandic politics 
http://hi.academia.edu/jonolafs.   
Data sources that could be mined from the 2006-2018 period: 
• Citizens Foundations extensive database of citizens participation projects 
• Public Facebook discussion groups 
• Public Facebook pages of political parties and politicians 
• Websites and manifestos from different times of political parties and politicians 
• Twitter data 
• Icelandic online news sources and blogs 
• Icelandic Parliaments law data feeds 
• Data sources from the Icelandic constitutional process 
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Anonymous 
A contrasting case study for populism can be found in the growth and eruption onto the world stage of the 
social movement loosely called Anonymous. This was a radically decentred, primarily online social 
movement, growing out of various parts of hacker culture, supported by new digital communication 
technologies (Coleman 2013, Fuchs 2015). It was a network of activists that was born digital, had network 
structures, and engaged in ‘digital image politics’ (Jarvis 2014). Unlike populist parties in other case studies, 
there was no formal membership structure, no officers, designated representatives or legal existence. 
Anonymous became involved in global political debates and activism around surveillance and 
whistleblowing (Barnard-Wills 2011).  
This movement provides a useful case study for populism in that the movement prefigured some of the 
technological resources and strategies that have been adopted by contemporary populist movements, groups 
such as the alt-right (Nagel 2017) and even the phenomena of 'patriotic hacking' (Ottis 2010). Anonymous 
was able to inspire radical and social imaginaries but also other direct forms of action with societal effects 
(Stoehrel & Lindgren 2014). At the same time, Anonymous exhibited several characteristics of populist and 
illiberal democratic movements. It's rhetoric and discourse, often deliberately contradictory and hyperbolic, 
both rejected formal leadership and constructed an alternative mass collective identity, an "us" radically 
divorced from both nation and state. An Anonymous press release sums this up by saying ‘we are not a 
group of hackers, we are average Internet Citizens’ (Anonymous, 2010).  Its tactics were at times anti-
democratic and its relation to liberal values was often highly variable. Yet it had its own rough and ready 
internal democratic structures, and certainly increased political engagement for some participants. 
Anonymous also underwent its own transitions between "internet hate machine" dedicated to pranks, into a 
serious political movement, and a subsequent decline in activity and profile (Coleman 2014). 

United Kingdom Independence Party and Brexit 
The United Kingdom Independence party (UKIP) is a nativist party primarily campaigning against 
immigration and membership of the UK in the European Union (Goodwin & Milazzo 2015). Established 
parties are portrayed by UKIP as the "Westminster elite". In the UK's two-party dominated system, UKIP is 
a minority party, which whilst it does contest elections, and has secured representation in local government 
and the European Parliament, has only ever secured one member of the UK Parliament. It has however 
exerted high influence upon the UK's politics, primarily upon the phenomena of "Brexit".  The causes of the 
Brexit referendum decision are still being analysed but have been linked to dissatisfaction with political 
elites (Marsh 2018), neo-liberal stagnation (Bailey 2018), rising inequality (Bell 2016), falls in living 
standards (Clarke 2016) and the "left-behind" or "let down" (Watson, 2018). The case provides a clear case 
study of the challenges for democratic states, and the relations between elite groups and popular democracy 
(Copus 2018), and in relation to the EU. The case study features examples of mishandled institutional 
responses to the rise of a nativist party from more established right of centre parties. The UK Conservative 
party included a commitment to hold a referendum on continued UK membership of the EU in its 2015 
election manifesto (Conservative Party 2015), to address internal party divisions, but also in an attempt to 
stem the loss of votes to UKIP (Webb & Bale 2014). Longer term mishandling includes the extent to which 
mainstream political parties marginalised a proportion of the electorate (Ford & Goodwin 2014). The 
referendum result now contorts UK politics where both main political parties feel required to "respect the 
will of the people" (Allen 2017, Lynch & Whitaker 2017). Importance transitions within the case study 
include the increase in attention and status granted to the party through the referendum campaign, and its 
subsequent drop in electoral support after the referendum (Merrick 2017), as many of its policy positions 
were adopted by the Conservative Party (Bale 2018).  Equally important has been the role of charismatic 
leadership with the party, after the departure of Nigel Farage, the party has experienced a rapid succession of 
short term leaders often mired in scandal. 
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(b) Methodology 

The research challenge 
To achieve the above objectives, the PaCE project faces a research challenge with the following 
characteristics and risks.  
• Comprehensiveness – populism (in its three variants) is a highly complex phenomena which manifest in 

diverse historical, cultural, geographical, linguistic and political contexts. The project's methodology 
needs to encompass this scope, in a manner that is able to extract meaningful insight. 
o Populism is a wide-ranging phenomena, emerging in different forms with multiple causes.  
o Populism is now a transnational phenomena, which cannot be studied within isolated national 

boundaries due to (inter alia) the role of international communications platforms as well as evidence 
of populist movements learning from their international "peers". 

o The risk is that the method misses some component of populism, that context is ignored, or that 
some important national insight is missed – with the result that the project's insight and policy 
suggestions are not applicable in certain contexts.     

• Value-laden, contested and politicised – the concept of populism is both contested and politicised. 
Whilst the project has a conceptual framework for understanding such movements, this is not universally 
shared. Designations of populism carry political connotations and rhetorical effects in different political 
environments and are not neutral. Further, the question of how societies and political institutions should 
best respond to different variants of populism is also heavily politicised.  
o Inherent in this project is the need to better understand motives, causes, perceptions, and feelings 

that contribute towards populist movements. 
• A moving target – Populism has shown the ability to adapt itself to a variety of different settings and 

political competitors. Compared to other constructs, populism is quick to incorporate new ideas and 
popular trends for the purposes of popular mobilizations.  
o New research needs to question existing assumptions and claims about populism. 
o New research needs to anticipate that populist organization, communication, narratives, and policy 

demands have all been subject to sudden changes.    
• Need for causal analysis – To adequately inform practice, the project will need to develop a working 

causal model of populism that is scientifically grounded, and able to inform policy activity. 
o The risk is that the analysis remains historical and descriptive and therefore does not provide a 

guide to policy action or to engagement activity.    
• Future orientation and the need for policy-relevant insight. Unerringly predicting the future of 

populism in Europe is impossible, however, policy actors require information in order to make decisions 
and select policies.  
o The project needs to understand the trajectories that the three varieties of populism may take and the 

likely impacts that could arise from this.  
o It also needs to develop indicators that will determine the direction of populist trends. 
o The risk is that the project's increased understanding of populism is not in a form usable by policy 

actors or other social stakeholders with the capacity to intervene.    
• Accessibility and relevance. Translation of complexity into an accessible and communicable form for 

an appropriate audience(s). 
o There is a risk that this analysis remains at an "elite" layer, that is not meaningful to people within 

the population. 
o Risk is that engagement efforts fail.   

To meet these challenges, PaCE has developed a methodology composed of the following components. 
Figure 1 illustrates the relationship between the components of this. 
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Figure	1.	The	relationship	between	the	methods	and	outputs	of	PaCE.	(Boxes:	Green	are	starting	points,	Red	
Analysis,	Orange	all	pervading,	Black	Impact.	Arrows:	black	dependencies,	blue	informing,	grey	synergies)		

Mapping Populism 
The cases are to be analyzed using a mixed methods approach drawing on quantitative and qualitative 
investigative techniques. The cases were drawn from a group of parties and movements the literature has 
identified as a) successful rightwing or leftwing populist, and b) operating in European democracies. The 
cases are listed above. The case studies are based on a most similar design with considerable within-subject 
variation.  
All these parties and movements share that they are insurgent populist formations challenging postwar 
European democracy. In the context of their respective systems, all these groups are or began their lives as 
radical outsider formations and thus constitute parties or movements of a special type. Beyond their populist 
characteristics, the positions of these formations may vary, ranging from nationalism, protectionism, 
nativism, secessionism to religio-centrism and economic liberalism. What unites them is a dichotomous view 
of society in which a forgotten and homogenous is people disadvantaged or threated by self-serving elites or 
sinister outgroups. Central to these cases is their claim of wanting to restore people’s sovereignty by using, if 
necessary, illiberal and radical means. Despite these ideological commonalities, the cases selected vary in 
terms of their national setting, host ideology (leftwing or rightwing) foundational characteristics (ex-nihilo 
formations and converted parties), party origin (protest formations and business-firm parties, regional versus 
national parties), organizational structure (ranging from consolidated complex and highly articulated to 
weakly institutionalized and highly leader dependent formations), and leadership characteristics (ranging 
from quasi-authoritarian, top down or divided leadership with limited concentration of power) .  
The first objective is to “open the black box” of political parties (Latour 1999) and provide a comprehensive 
account of inside the populist party/movement. Specifically, we consider: a) party structure and organisation, 
b) the perspective of activists, c) perspective of the party elites, and c) the leadership-base relationship. 
Mapping the organization will allow us to generate an empirical understanding not only of party 
development but also how such parties actually work (Heinisch and Mazzoleni 2016).  For example, how 
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does it motivate and direct its activists or how does it create a political talent pool to be recruited for political 
office?  
The second objective is to understand the use and content of manifestos. How do such parties employ their 
programs and how flexible or dogmatic are their positions and what political tradeoffs are such parties 
willing to make? Here we also want to know the connection between manifestos, agenda setting, and policy 
impact. 
The third objective is to understand how populist parties communicate while maintaining relative party 
cohesion. This includes determining how populist actors construct their claims and how these claims 
resonate within the organization and the voting public at large. 
The forth objective is to understand how populist party organization, manifesto development, and 
communication impact policy making and shapes national political debates. This is a necessary  prerequisite 
for assessing risk to the quality of democracy. 
Methods: To fulfil these objectives the researchers will first carry out a descriptive quantitative analysis of 
electoral and membership data gained from databases. Here we employ specifically the new Members and 
Activists of Political Parties Database (MAPP) and Political Party Database (PPDB) containing data on 
parties’ resources, organizational structure, and internal decision making. Since not all cases or countries are 
covered in the data bases (e.g., Greece is not covered at all by MAPP), the research group then proposes to 
conduct an online survey among party members. Here the idea is to enlist support from the selected parties 
(e.g. on party websites, blogs, Facebook pages etc.). The survey contains general questions about 
demographic, geographical, and socio-economic characteristics, as well as questions about their position 
within the party and motivations for being involved. The research group will commission a survey among 
eligible voters….(to be determined). 
While the survey provides the foundation for a general assessment of the party, we also conduct in depth 
interviews with 20 party activists (PAI) and 10 members of the leadership (PLI). The interview guide to be 
developed will be adapted from Klandermans and Mayer’s (2006) to increase comparability and will focus 
on individual commitment, ideology, socialisation, and views about the party. The survey will centre on the 
interviewees’ assessment of party strategy, party ideology and the perceived costs and consequences of 
political activity. The overall goal of the quantitative and qualitative case study investigation is to generate 
political and sociological (including gender-related) explanations of how populism relates to (i) the political 
system and liberal democracy, (ii) structural socio-economic mutations or destabilisations of politico-
economic paradigms, and (iii) orientations toward (European) integration and internationalization versus the 
own community. The survey will also include questions about the communication strategy and modes of 
communication by the party leadership both outside and inside the organization. 
Also the manifesto analysis will commence with an assessment of manifesto development by drawing on two 
well-established databases, the Manifesto Project Database (WZB, Berlin) and Chapel Hill expert surveys 
(CHES). This will then be supplemented by a manifesto analyses carried out by the research group draw on 
NVivo and human coding with the goal of assessing positionality, direction, salience of position, wording, 
etc. in relation to variety of parameters. Party communication will also be assessed by examining leader 
speeches (samples of parliamentary speeches, campaign speeches, general public speeches) with attention 
paid to components such as the overall narrative, the master frame, and sub-frames employed (cf. Heinisch, 
Holtz-Bacha, and Mazzoleni 2017).  
The mapping project case study will result in the following outputs: Concerning objective 1: Comprehensive 
account of organization and inner working and of the cases examined and their relation to political 
environment. Conserving objective 2: An understanding how populist movements shape and employ their 
programs and their electoral impact. Concerning objective 3: An understanding how populist parties 
communicate their claims both outside and inside the organization. Concerning Objective 4: An 
understanding how the components of party organization especially at the grassroots level, manifestos, 
communication combine to shape the political debate.  
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Gender Aspects 
PACE will explore the gender aspects of populism in Europe, by focusing on gender issues in 3 different 
areas: gender profile of voters/members, gender profile of leadership and the gender aspects of policies 
proposed/implemented. Along with an analysis of the causes for the gender gap in support for left and right 
populist parties, PACE will look at the causes for the observed gender asymmetry in leadership of PRR in 
the West and in the 'new' democracies. One hypothesis to check is whether the strong anti-communist 
conservative bent of PRR in new democracies, and the association in the popular imagination of female 
emancipation with the communist period, may account for the gender gap in PRR leadership in CEE. With 
respect to the gender aspects of populist policies, PACE will develop a comparative study of the reaction of 
right and left populist parties in established and 'new' democracies in Europe towards the ratification of the 
Council of Europe Convention on preventing and combating violence against women and domestic violence. 
This comparative study would allow to explore the right and left populist narratives (in both established and 
new democracies) on gender roles, which shape the populist policies towards the family, women and 
LGBTQI rights, etc. 

Agent-based Simulation 
The methodology used to 
develop this knowledge base 
will combine the use of a 
foresight framework and case 
studies to provide an applied 
focus for the use of existing 
literature and research on 
populism with the formal 
technique of Agent-Based 
Social Simulation (ABSS). 
This will allow for the 
development of a complex, 
multi-facetted and dynamic 
conception that: 
1. Is dynamic, that allows its 

growth, development and dissipation to be understood  
2. Relates to personal micro-level behaviours and decision-making, meso-level social structures and macro-

level phenomena so that a coherent, multi-level picture can be achieved 
3. Understands what elements of the complex construct are place-, culture-, and context-dependent and 

which are more reliably universal 
4. Is able to integrate, or at least relate, different ways of describing populist phenomena, including: 

qualitative accounts, historical accounts, social network analyses and quantitative statistics (time series 
and surveys). 

Whilst these different aspects and viewpoints can always be considered and compared discursively, the only 
formal technique that can integrate all four points is ABSS. Thus, if the understanding of populism is to be 
well-founded and holistic then ABSS is essential.  
Due to its formal nature, building ABSS means that vague concepts and ideas have to be made precise and 
this then forces a sharper and more integrated set of ideas and theories to emerge as  more and more aspects 
of the phenomena are integrated in to the simulation. This contrasts with a purely discursive or theoretical 
approach where apparently consistent sets of ideas can co-exist without a deep coherency that comes from 
multi-level modelling. The theoretical and narrative accounts of ‘upwards’ and ‘downwards’ interactions 
between macro-level and micro-level are replaced in ABSS with precise accounts, but usually it also reveals 
that there are multiple ways in which this could happen, each with subtly different consequences. 
Computational modelling has a long history in the political sciences, starting with mostly electoral studies in 
the 1950s via several specifications of social influence models and the modelling of political cognition and 
ideology to the now emerging field of computational political science, which utilises agent-based models to 
drive research and theory building (Voinea 2016). The advantages of agent-based simulation models as 
outlined above allows researchers to represent many heterogeneous actors and their complex interactions, 

		

Micro/	
Individual	data	 Qualitative,	behavioural,	social	psychological	data	

Theory,	
narrative	
accounts	

Social,	economic	surveys;	Census	Macro/	
Social	data	

	

Simulation	

Figure	2.	Narrative	vs	simulation	ways	of	relating	macro-	and	micro-
levels	of	evidence	



 

 
21                    PaCE 

whilst integrating empirical data of both quantitative and qualitative nature, in order to investigate topics 
such as party competition with (Muis 2010, Schoonvelde 2018) or without the influence of the media (Laver 
2005, Laver & Sergenti 2012), aspects of political ideology (Baldassari & Bearman 2007, Homer-Dixon et 
al. 2013), or the roots and dynamics of civil conflicts (Cederman & Girardin 2007, Cioffi-Revilla & Rouleau 
2010). 
As experts in the general method of agent-based social simulation, the Centre for Policy Modelling has 
specific expertise in applying ABSS to political science with the development of a complex empirical data 
driven model of voter turnout (Fieldhouse et al. 2016) within a recent research project on the social 
complexity of immigration and diversity (SCID), and a more abstract model trying to understand the 
processes leading to the Brexit vote (Edmonds 2017). 
An agent-based model of the processes underlying the current rise of populist movements will thus be able to 
draw on existing models of voter behaviour, political attitudes, a variety of influences on individual voters 
from their social networks, and party strategies to position themselves tactically in the landscape of voter 
opinions. 
The project will take the form of a hub-and-spoke structure, with the hub being the integrative activities – 
discursive mapping and ABSS – and the spokes being various different kinds of evidence and theoretical 
perspectives. The abstract integrative models will then be confronted and tested against particular case 
studies (Reykjavik and others) where there is plenty of evidence at a variety of levels and time-scales. 
It will allow for the ‘off-line’ testing of ideas to better understand the causes of populism. It will allow the 
analysis of the relative importance of group-based identity, reaction against the liberal consensus, the 
different interests of different classes, the role of media generally and digital media in particular and the 
significance of charismatic leaders. 
Using this combination, the consortium will create a series of (medium to long-term) long-term scenarios 
based around each of the grand challenges (including their potential interactions). These scenarios will 
map out the potential evolution of populism in relation to these grand challenges. The scenarios will also 
explore the ways in which efforts to increase and foster participatory democracy and political engagement 
will be mediated by the grand challenges. The knowledge base and the scenarios will then be used by the 
project to provide guidance and recommendations for innovative actions, policies, narrative construction 
and other actions to address the phenomenon of populism. 

Visionary Scenario Development 
This project will develop a set of (medium to long-term) foresight scenarios as a tool to analyse the 
phenomenon of populism taking into account the grand-scale challenges that will face European 
democracies and the European project, namely: 1) global climate change, 2) high level refugee 
movements arising from geopolitical instability, and increased immigration, 3) nationalism and anti-
globalisation and 4) changes in the nature of work related to automation. These scenarios will map out the 
potential evolution of populism in relation to these grand challenges. The scenarios will also explore the 
ways in which efforts to increase and foster participatory democracy and political engagement will be 
mediated by the grand challenges.  
Scenario planning systematically, collaboratively and creatively explores a broader range of future 
possibility, in order to identify the key decision points and provide guidance to policy makers. 
The partners will consult and brainstorm with a wide range of stakeholders to create a shared vision of how 
Europe deals with populism in five years from now. Where the rest of the project describes the existing 
populism environment this work provides a goal for the project and society.  The scenarios will be 
descriptive of the desired future, rather than narratives, telling a story. After constructing the scenarios, we 
will describe how we can reach the desired future (what steps need to be taken).  
Scenarios are both a research process, and a research product, and a scenario methodology must find a 
balance between these, with implications for how the success of the method is evaluated. (Hulme & Dessai 
2008). The process itself can dacilitate collaboration and communication among those with different 
worldviews (Lempert 2013). Good scenarios tell credible stories about possible futures – include as many 
certain elements as possible. They may also share a common "meta"-structure to emphasis differences. Our 
case study work will support this. They are challenging and divergent – they challenges assumptions about 
the evolution of a phenomena (e.g .populism); Tightly linked to potential users concerns and worldviews, 
including spatial and temporal detail (they require engagement with stakeholders so that the project is aware 
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of these, and draw detail from the case studies) but not too tightly detailed that they appear as oracular, and 
users have greater difficulty in imagining other ways in which the same outcome could be reached (Morgan 
& Keith 2008). Finally scenario formats and processes should be flexible and adaptive and vary between 
open and closed formats of interaction with many or few actors.  
Innovation in scenarios 
The content for the PaCE scenario work is derived from the improved causal model and agent-based 
simulations the project will developed. The scenario description is made more realistic by the inclusion real 
narrative/discursive forms of populism from the narrative analysis. Engagement with the public and policy 
makers supports these scenarios being developed in a participative way. 
Volkery & Ribeiro (2009) argue that scenario planning still is often executed in a rather ad-hoc and isolated 
manner and is mostly geared towards indirect decision support such as agenda-setting and issue-framing. The 
project's scenario development should aspire towards a tight link with policy-makers occupied with populism 
and civic engagement. Further, they argue that scenario planning efforts are not often well evaluated and that 
reporting can be opaque. Follow-up with participants is often limited. Finally, they suggest that finding ways 
to link scenario development projects into the internal futures and decision making structures and institutions 
in a more coherent way will strongly benefit the policy impact of scenario planning. The project should 
attempt to identify and build relationships with such actors through its dissemination and exploitation 
activity, to increase the trust in the project's outputs. A particular challenge here is that responses to populism 
occur in very heterogenous types of organisation (e.g. government, media, other politics parties, civil society 
organisations). 
PaCE will also develop step-by-step guidance for other projects on how to construct and deconstruct 
(analyse) scenarios descriptive of desired and undesired futures. The partners will organise and host two 
scenario exploration workshops with policy-makers, civil society actors and other stakeholders to develop 
the scenarios in a participative way. A co-creation approach will increase buy-in for the scenarios and give 
them greater credibility. 

Hermeneutic Computational Narrative Analysis. 
There have been two major strands of methodological approaches to investigate public narratives. On the one 
hand, Quantitative Narrative Analysis (Franzosi, 1998; Sudahar, 2015; Sudahar et al., 2015) employs 
computational network analysis to investigate the narrative structure of Big Data. More qualitative studies 
(e.g. Manners & Murray, 2016; Sheafer et al., 2011; Wodak & de Cillia, 2014) identify political narratives in 
specific contexts and limited datasets. We follow the call from the literature (e.g. Mohr et al., 2015) and 
combine both methods into what we call Hermeneutic Computational Narrative Analysis (HCNA).  
This method can be considered a type of “thematic analysis” (Riessman, 2008, p. 53) and focuses on the 
content of narratives. HCNA proceeds in three steps: First, we extract narratives from selected sources by 
means of Qualitative Content Analysis (Mayring, 2000). In the case of populist narratives, we draw on 
political manifestos because they are known to be particularly saturated with populist ideology (e.g. Manucci 
and Weber, 2017). Second, we use the linguistic entities constituting the populist narratives to calibrate a 
specifically tailored version of computational network analysis, which is subsequently applied to a large 
corpus of social media and mass media content. Third, we use the set of narratives gained in the first step as 
heuristic to interpret the data resulting from the second step. 

Machine-learning Analysis of Textual Utterances 
Measurement of the semantic and syntactic similarity of human utterances is essential in developing 
language that is understandable to allow machines to understand dialogue with users. However, human 
language is complex and the semantic meaning of an utterance is usually dependent on the context at a given 
time and also based on learnt experience of the meaning of the perception based words that are used. Short 
Text Semantic Similarity measures are used to measure the degree to which texts are subjectively evaluated 
by humans as being semantically equivalent to each other (Li et al 2006; Chandran et al 2014; Crockett et al 
2017). Short-texts refer to typical human utterances that are of sentence length ranging from 10 to 25 words 
(Li et al 2006). Clustering is a prominent component of exploratory data analysis. It is the unsupervised 
process of grouping data instances into relatively similar categories, without prior understanding of the 
groups’ structure or class labels. Most of the research conducted in clustering complex text such as that 
extracted from social media aim to interpret these texts into relevant and meaningful information that support 
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reasoning on potential conclusions, such as inferring users’ interests and identifying emergent topics. 
However, several natural challenges such as sparseness, Out-of-Vocabulary Words, volume and credibility 
of such data prevent standard clustering algorithms being applied with their full potentials. A recent review 
has identified that many of the existing methodologies for clustering text  have limited capabilities in their 
performance and thus limited potential abilities in recognizing patterns in the data (Alnajran et al 2017). 
Therefore this work will integrate a new semantic similarity measures developed at MMU into a new 
semantic based clustering approach for the domain under consideration. Narratives can initially be anaylsed 
at the sentence level to determine semantic meaning and then clustered around themes. Measures of cluster 
density such as compactness and human domain expert can be used to evaluate the clusters. 

Continual Engagement 
The consortium will also conduct a comparison between selected countries of the various participatory 
mechanisms (if any) at work and data on electoral turn-outs. We will provide an analysis of why some 
participatory mechanisms seem to work better than others. In addition to existing mechanisms, the 
consortium will brainstorm with stakeholders and propose alternative future measures that could stimulate 
greater participation in democratic processes in the European Union. Based on the analysis, the consortium 
will make recommendations to politicians, policy-makers and other stakeholders on stimulating greater 
participation. 
We propose going beyond traditional research methods, such as interviews and surveys, to enrich the 
research using participatory and deliberative processes, methods and tools. This requires good process 
design and strong facilitation. 
Given the nature of the topic - populism - it seems appropriate to involve citizens and stakeholders in the 
process of research itself, rather than as subjects. Simply involving citizens and other stakeholders provides 
new perspectives, and provides a starting point for co-production and collaboration in longer-term and 
deeper ways (key for WP6 and beyond).   
Citizens and stakeholders could, for example, be engaged in: 
• Scenario planning 
• Identifying causes (WP3) 
• Priority setting and developing indicators 
• Understanding effects on policy-making 
• Feedback on research outputs, particularly the roadmap (by a citizen’s panel?) 
• Deliberative workshops and processes centered around exploring issues such as climate change, 

increased immigration, globalisation and the future of work. 

We could further develop models and details about synthesis + analysis if the general principle of citizen and 
stakeholder involvement in research is agreed 
There’s a clear opportunity for standalone engagement in WP3, and many of the questions get to the core of 
challenges The Democratic Society is working on both theoretically and in practice. The model in (A) could 
be applied to (B). How this strand eventually emerges should be informed by all of the research activities in 
previous WPs and be focused on particular sites of engagement to avoid sweeping statements about ‘what 
works’. 
Otherwise, the danger is that we produce a list of different methods and tools without analysis of how to 
deploy them in different contexts. What a community responds to well in one place does not necessarily 
translate to a positive response in another, which is where the skills and knowledge of participatory 
practitioners and facilitators – informed by research - becomes key. 
To develop a useful plan, we need: 
• To understand who we’re asking to participate  
• To be clear on why we’re asking them to participate 
• To feed in learning from the other work programmes to inform the engagement plan and subsequent 

outputs – we need to avoid engagement for engagement’s sake 
• To decide if and how we want to use digital engagement (we would need to build in costs to buy or set 

up the right tools, which vary significantly) 
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To scope relevant civic engagement activities already in existence and understand how they link or could 
link in to this (and to avoid replication of activities). This is an activity for when the project is officially 
underway as they pop up all the time. 

Policy Risk Analysis 
Relevance: Populism poses serious risks to representative democracy and liberal democracy. It is at odds 
with both these forms of democracy because populist actors reject the representative character of democracy 
by arguing representation prevents a clean implementation of the general will. Thus, populism poses a 
special risk to pluralism by arguing in favor of a homogenous “true” or “pure” people with unified interests. 
Populism also poses a risk to the system of checks and balances and by extension to the rule of law, which is 
seen as restraining the true will of the people.  In this sense populism clearly represents a risk to 
constitutionalism as evidenced by examples from Latin America and Eastern Europe where government 
parties come into conflict with liberal-constitutionalism, preferring instead popular sovereignty and self-
government over self-limitation. Populism’s willingness to test the boundaries of the existing constitutions 
and international laws, threatens especially legal protections for minorities and vulnerable groups. For the 
same reasons, populism poses a risk to the freedom of expression and media, often depicted as representing 
elite opinions and as examples from Eastern Europe show.  Populist disregard for, and campaigns against 
experts, professionals, and science more generally poses the risk of collective policy errors and poor 
judgement in which long-term benefits are sacrificed for to short-term popular goals. Populism depends on 
the use of wedge issues and conspiracy theories as well as on projecting sharply polarizing messages 
designed to radicalize opinion, incite divisions, and appeal especially to emotions. This too, poses the risk of 
inflaming latent resentments, causing societal conflict, und undermining the public trust in politics.  Finally, 
populism in government poses the risk of seeking to neutralize challenges to its power by building up 
internal and external enemies against which the population is mobilized. This in turn threatens to reduce 
stability and increases the potential for conflict. 
State of research: Despites a long track record of research on populism and democracy (e.g., Taggart 2002; 
2004; Plattner 2010) ), a more nuanced picture has been emerging only in recent years as it has taken some 
time for there to be a sufficient and varied enough number of country cases. It has also taken time to measure 
the impact of populism on democracy. There is however significant evidence of the populists efforts at 
radicalizing the public discourse (already Betz 1999) and campaigning against liberal democratic rules 
(Griffin 1999; Rensmann 2003, 2006). Comparative work on the link between democracy and populism in 
general (Mudde & Rovira Kaltwasser 2013; Rovira Kaltwasser 2014, Rooduijn 2014) and on the preference 
for a plebiscitary style of democracy (Abts & Rummens 2007; Barr 2009; Canovan 1999, 2005; Meny and 
Surel 2002; van Kessel 2015; Von Beyme 2014) is well established but there are still numerous questions as 
to the impact of populism in opposition versus in government. The most comprehensive work on this subject 
dates back several years    Mudde & Rovira Kaltwasser 2012). Moreover, there have been only few cases 
thus where populist parties dominate policy making so that in most settings their political impact is diluted 
and as such hard to measure. There has thus far been still only limited work on populist engagement with 
constitution-making and constitutional change (but see Blokker 2017). Whereas the effect of populism on 
policy is just emerging as a new direction in research (e.g., Verbeek & Zaslove 2017), more work has been 
done on populism and communication and messaging (cf. “audience democracy” Manin 1997; tele-
democracy and populism” Taguieff 1995: 125; mobilization and communication style Mazzoleni et al. 2003; 
Jagers and Walgrave 2007).  Generally the literature still shows significant gaps and is strongly biased in 
favour of the better known and more established cases.  
Case selection: A representative sample will be selected to include parties from Nordic Countries, Western, 
Central, and Southern Europe as well as Eastern Central and Eastern Europe. The risk dimensions to be 
studies will be: (1) impact on (the quality of) representative democracy and liberal democracy; (2) 
constitutionalism, (3) discourse on experts and science, (4) quality of public discourse, (5) quality of 
proposed/implemented  
Predicted results: We hypothesize that the research will show a measurable increase in risk associated with 
populism in each of the dimensions. Yet, we assume that these trends will vary significantly and 
understanding the underlying factors may help mitigate the risk and develop counter strategies.   
Outcomes: 1) By identifying the causes and effects of risks posed by populism for democracies, benchmarks 
and triggers can be developed which may be used to alert policy makers, media, and civil society 
organizations to engage in counter action. 2) Understanding the precise impact will allow for the 
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development of counter strategies because the variation between the cases will reveal factors and conditions 
that mitigate and aggravate the effect. 3) Comprehensive sampling will allow broad comparisons and more 
definitive conclusions about country cases that not well represented in the current literature 

Ethical, Legal and Societal issues assessment 
Several novel methods for practising ethics have been developed in different fields of Research & 
innovation, many involving ethicists and other social and legal experts in the design process and deployment 
of new innovations (Reigers et al 2017). These methods should be distinguished from the traditional research 
ethics approach (ensuring that the research is done ethically) but rather seek to build ethics into the design 
and development of new technologies, and to adopt a proper consideration for the ethical, legal and social 
issues involved in an area of innovation. Conducting ELSI assessments can also provide a better 
understanding of the productive and socially desirable impacts that arise from research, including how best 
to maximise these contributions. Embedding impact assessment exercises as part of research and innovation 
contributes towards the evidence base for the success of these activities and contributes towards their 
exploitation and uptake, as potential end users can be reassured that the process has considered and 
addressed privacy, legal, ethical and social concerns. 
However ELSI methods have often been poorly integrated, with the result that they exert less influence over 
the final outcome, and the risk that fundamental rights are not as well protected. Cutting edge impact 
assessment approaches spread the assessment out over the duration of the research and development work, 
acting as an internal stakeholder and advocate for fundamental rights, as well as a source of expertise on 
those issues. This requires continuous engagement between ethics and rights experts, the research teams and 
partners involved in the design of new technologies and methodologies – the case of PaCE, the development 
of ICT tools and political risk indicators. The impact assessment approach therefore has a proactive aspect 
(the identification of likely ethical, legal or social risks, and ways to mitigate them, consultation with 
impacted stakeholders and populations) and a reactive aspect (responding to queries that arise from the 
design process) 
The PaCE approach to ELSI and Responsible Research and Innovation (RRI) is based upon the expertise of 
PaCE partners Trilateral, in the development and deployment of ELSI Impact Assessments and in other 
related approaches to ELSI. The approach includes: 
• Integrating ELSI impact assessment methodologies and RRI into PaCE’s research and development, in a 

manner which directly contributes towards the study of populism in a manner that respects fundamental 
rights.  

• Ensure that ELSI considerations in included in PaCE’s work on 
o Public and policy maker engagement 
o Narrative analysis and development of ICT tools. 
o Political risks analysis 
o Scenarios 
o Producing guidance and best practices 

ELSI impact assessment 
Sex, Gender and Equality issues 
PaCE adopts a responsible research and innovation approach to all its activities. Gender equality, as part of a 
broader equality and diversity awareness, forms an integral part of RRI and therefore is central to PaCE’s 
work. PaCE will use various tools to address sex, gender and equality issues and align with a gendered and 
inclusive approach to innovation 
PaCE will include different perspectives to avoid unintentionally biased, non-comprehensive outcomes in the 
project. Second, to ensure that our proposals are well-founded and effective, PaCE will “mainstream” the 
consideration of sex, gender and equality issues throughout all stages of the project. We will ensure 
consideration of sex, gender and equality issues in the case studies and scenario development exercises, in 
the stakeholder engagement activities, and in the design of the tools and policy patterns.  
In particular, the consideration of sex, gender, as well as other biological, socio-cultural or psychological 
factors and variables add a valuable dimension to research to the historical and comparative analysis in WP1 
as well as the casual analysis  in WP2. We will determine to what extent gender, age, ethnicity and economic 
status are factors and to what extent they should inform the agent-based modelling.  
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The partners will seek a good representation of sexes/genders throughout the engagement activity. … 
Third, we will ensure that the project’s communication and dissemination activities are inclusive and not 
discriminatory. We will take care not to overemphasise the importance of different biological and social 
factors and to appropriately, rather than discriminatorily, include socially sensitive factors, e.g., race, not to 
promote stigmatisation or stereotypes. 

1.4 Ambition 
Many political movements have undesirable tendencies – including: 
• intolerance – seeking to exclude those viewed as different or foreign 
• polarisation – the tendency to divide citizens into those for and against the movement 
• reductionist decision making – a wish to ignore some of the complexities of social, economic and 

political reality 
• avoidance of democratic accountability – seeking to diminish or attack people or institutions that 

facilitate critique, open debate and judicial independence 

However, populist movements are particularly prone to these. PaCE seeks to combat these aspects, proposing 
and enacting responses based on a fine-grained, well-founded and context-sensitive analysis. Thus PaCE is 
not against populism per se (depending somewhat on how you define populism) but against these 
undesirable tendencies. PaCE aims to ‘dig down’ into the causes of these tendencies and analyse possible 
responses and policy options that might combat these. 
Examples, such as the protest movement that arose in Iceland in response to the corruption and banking 
crises was anti-elitist, but at the same time pro liberal democracy – demanding constitutional reforms that 
would strengthen, rather than weaken, the institutions of democratic checks-and-balances. PaCE aims to 
distinguish, analyse and promote lessons from such positive examples. In 930 CE, Northern Europe’s first 
parliament was formed in Iceland, the Alþingi (assembly) at Þingvellir – probably the longest running 
parliament in the world. Maybe, over 1000 years later, the events and response in Iceland can inspire a new 
generation of democratic institutions. For this reason PaCE will analyse a wider set of anti-establishment 
movements than those covered by a strict definition of  “populist”, since these give indications of the 
different directions anti-elitist sentiments can take, and hence inform a richer understanding of the inherent 
possibilities. 
The PaCE response is a detailed and possibilistic approach to analysis – to determine how political 
movements can develop within their own political, cultural and social contexts is complex. To be effective at 
dealing with these problems this complexity has to be faced. It proposes a dynamic, context-sensitive and 
complexity-aware approach that is more likely to be effective in dealing with the undesirable tendencies 
listed above. It will distinguish between different types of movements, e.g.: populist, nativist, illiberal etc. It 
will look at the temporal evolution of these movements, particularly as they undergo transitions. It will look 
at the political, cultural and social contexts of these movements to understand these changes. And it will aim 
its response at three different constituencies: the public, politicians (MEP/MPs/etc.) and educators.  
A major set of innovations in PaCE will be the combination of established qualitative analysis of cases 
(comparative, historical, scenario, narrative) with new tools from computer science, namely: agent-based 
policy simulation and machine-learning tools for textual analysis. In this way we will give some formal ‘bite’ 
to discursive approaches, allowing new syntheses and (hopefully) insights. Thus scenarios produce in 
parallel with simulation projections might be based upon a more coherent picture of underlying dynamics. 
Analysis of policies can combine expert opinion of likely outcomes with simulation-driven risk analyses of 
the possibilities involved. Principles extracted from a traditional human narrative analysis can be used to 
design and improve the machine-learning and machine-assisted identification, tagging and tracking of 
narratives on social media. 
The analyses in PaCE aim to be complementary to statistical and survey-based approaches (which we hope 
and trust others will be doing). One of the advantages of agent-based modelling is its ability to use expert, 
stakeholder and qualitative input to inform the specification of the simulations and then compare statistics 
gained from measuring the outcomes with survey, longitudinal and other quantitative data (Moss and 
Edmonds 2005). Thus an outcome from PaCE could be a building of bridges between qualitative and 
quantitative approaches, and hence a richer understanding of populist movements and their impacts. 
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The PaCE analyses will be summarised in a policy response map – a “multi-dimensional grid” that can 
suggest a menu of “policy patterns” for each combination of the following dimensions: type of movement, 
type of transition and target audience. This and derivatives from this will be  
PaCE cannot solve the deep problems of negative populist tendencies on its own, but it does aim to develop 
the analysis, tools and outcomes to underpin the development of new structures and responses that will 
mitigate these aspects in a context-sensitive manner.  The ultimate ambition of PaCE is to contribute to the 
groundwork for a more permanent "Populism Watch" network that can continue this work after the project 
has finished. This would be a joint effort with existing organisations: C-DEX, Open Societies and similar. 
This work will support the EU by enabling it to understand the conditions by which harmful populism may 
emerge. Each of these challenges on its own can be understood as structural socio-economic mutations or 
destabilisations of the politico-economic paradigm. Even a well-managed response to these challenges may 
provoke a populist response, if that response does not take the dynamics of populism (including how it 
affects the policy-making process) into account. The project will cut across a broad range of pertinent issues 
taking full account of SSH principles by integrating socio-economic dimensions into the design, 
development and implementation of the project and in framing possible measures. 

2. Impact 

2.1 Expected impacts  

Impacts set out in the work programme 
The following table lists the requested impacts from the call text and how PaCE will contribute to these.  
Expected	impacts	
from	the	call	text	

Extent	of	PaCE	contribution	to	the	expected	impacts	

The action will enhance 
the knowledge base on 
populism in 
comparative and 
historical perspective 

PaCE will produce a fine-grained possibilistic analysis – a multi-dimensional 
‘map’ of  historical and comparative cases, distinguishing kinds of populist 
movements, key transitions, their socio-political context and history, their 
causes and the resulting ‘trajectories’ that these could result in.  

Accompanying this analysis will be a set of related simulations, linking micro- 
and macro-evidence, that capture some of the underlying complex processes 
that can be used for further exploration, identification, analysis and comparison 
of observed cases.  

PaCE will be integrative in its impact by building in engagement and citizen 
input from the start so that analytic insights is shaped and guided by 
democratic engagement. The simulations will bridge the qualitative-
quantitative analysis gap and hence help to integrate the different kinds of 
analysis of populist movements. 

PaCE will track and analyse how populist narratives and the liberal reaction to 
them develop and change with their movements. New machine-learning tools 
will be developed to aid this and that will be made available to other analysts. 
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It will develop 
indicators as well as 
medium to long-term 
scenarios on the 
consequences of 
populism, which will 
support policies, 
narrative construction 
and other actions to 
address the 
phenomenon 

Based on its ‘map’ and analysis of its simulations, PaCE will develop methods 
of assessing populist movements and their narratives, in particular indicated 
any transitions in these movement and possible consequences coming from 
these.  

Based on its causal and simulation analyses, PaCE will produce ‘risk 
assessments’ on the possible responses to populist movements – showing how 
these could go surprisingly wrong or right (relative to their context and 
history).  

These will form an informed “menu” of ‘policy patterns’ that can be adopted 
and adapted by citizens, politicians and policy actors so that actions and 
responses can be done in a more informed manner. 

The analysis and machine learning tools to identify and tag narratives will 
allow these to be identified and tracked in near real-time, facilitating a deeper 
understanding of how these relate to underlying concerns and thus help inform 
better directed democratic responses, showing where and how citizen voices 
need to be listened to and responded to. These will be integrated into the 
Citizens.is participatory platform as well tracking popular social media 
narratives on a public web site. 

Informed by the results of the project and trials of EU and local democracy 
labs, PaCE will develop and field-test a ‘package’ to facilitate the running of 
such labs with young people, making this as easy as possible. 

Short-term scenarios developed in conjunction with the simulation analyses 
will be produced and encapsulated with easy-to-digest “infographics” to give 
them heightened impact and accessibility.  

Longer-term scenarios concerning emergent trends and threats will be 
produced based on the project analysis and a foresight process. These will be a 
set of contrasting citizen-produced ‘visions’ of how populism the reactions to it 
could develop – making dramatic the choices available to citizens and 
politicians.  

A longer-term survey of future emergent trends and issues that might effect and 
interact with populism movements will be produce, raising awareness of these.  

Other Impacts 

Impacts	not	in	the	call	text	 Contribution	of	PaCE	to	impacts	not	mentioned	in	the	call	text	

Enhance the political research 
capacity of Europe 

The early stage researchers developed within the project, equipped with 
a mixture of experience in analysing populist movements and 
interfacing with computational social science tools, should contribute 
to the strength of the European research base.  
 
The approaches to integrating qualitative and quantitative approaches 
should enable new kinds of collaboration within the EU political 
science research base. 
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Impacts	not	in	the	call	text	 Contribution	of	PaCE	to	impacts	not	mentioned	in	the	call	text	

Strengthen the understanding of 
liberal and democratic 
institutions by widening the 
focus from populist movements 
to anti-establishment but 
decentralised responses 

Although many of the negative impacts result from populist, nativist 
and illiberal parties, understanding these in the context of a wider range 
of anti-establishment movements may lead to a more productive 
understanding and so also emphasise possible positive outcomes. Many 
of these are not classic institutions, in a centralised sense, but  
distributed and loosely organised structures and responses. 
 

Address new issues: climate 
change, the environment, 
workplace automation, AI, etc. 

Whilst populist narratives currently tend to focus on familiar issues 
(employment, immigration, national pride etc.) this might not always 
be the case. PaCE, based on its analysis and consultation exercises will 
look forward to issues and narratives that might be significant in the 
future.  

Specific impacts 
In addition to the project impacts there will be a set of smaller impacts on a more local scale by the partners 
in the consortium. 
 

Partner Local Impacts 

MMU The MMU is in a long-term relationship with Manchester City Council which is in the process 
of joining up with 9 other councils to form the larger unit of “Greater Manchester”, with a new 
major and some autonomy granted from the UK central government. Under its umbrella are a 
number of local open democracy and participatory initiatives. The MMU will continue to be 
involved with both of these and disseminate PaCE results thought these. 

UH UH wants to focus on developing further the tripartite distinction of populism and especially to 
study further the concept of illiberal populism. 

CLS CLS for more than two decades has involved in its projects local municipalities in Bulgaria both 
as participants and as beneficiaries of its democracy-enhancing initiatives.  
The Association of Municipalities in Bulgaria, the most representative association of local 
municipalities in the country, is a longstanding partner of CLS through whose vast network of 
municipalities CLS will disseminate the results of PaCE and the lessons  learned.  
CLS itself is part of a wide network of national and local NGOs in Bulgaria, who will be briefed 
on PaCE’s progress and opportunities will be sought to follow up on it.  
CLS researchers have extensive media exposure – as commentators on national TV and radio 
programs and as authors with constant presence in the national press,  who will use these 
opportunities to disseminate information about the results and lessons of PaCE.    

RVK Reykjavik has is committed to social and democratic innovation and PaCE will contribute to the 
city understanding the dyanmics of the society and and perceptions and sentiments of civial 
society in general. PaCE will enable the city to detect signals of populist narratives and to 
challenge that narrative. Reykjavik will share lessons learned through its extended network of 
stakeholders.  

TUD The TUD is located in the capital of the German state of Saxony, where the support for the 
Alternative for Germany and the PEGIDA movement is strongest. Political, educational, and 
scientific stakeholders on national and regional level, such as the national and regional 
governments, the party foundations, the Federal Agency for Civic Education, and the Expert 
Council of German Foundations on Integration and Migration, are highly interested in how to 
face this challenge. The TUD will reach out to these stakeholders and disseminate the results of 
the consortium to them.     
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Partner Local Impacts 

PLU Salzburg has an extensive network of national and regional media contacts and regularly host 
events and political briefings for local and regional journalists (including a national media 
political science blog). This effort extends to regional civic organizations, teacher training 
programs, pedagogical academies, and the public at large – this we are hosting two conferences 
on populism for the benefit of regional networks. We would use these extensive outreach 
capabilities to inform on our research progress and share the findings generated by PACE. 

Potential barriers and obstacles to achieving these impacts 
The partners have identified in the table below certain potential barriers and obstacles to achieving the 
expected impacts.  
 

Barriers	or	obstacles	 Whether	or	to	what	extent	the	barriers	and	obstacles	will	
be	addressed	in	the	project.	

Lack of interoperability between 
different aspects of the project 

The integration of some aspects of PaCE are ambitious, can not 
be assured. However, the fact that some of these integrative 
approaches have already be tried in other fields, and the 
experience of the coordinator in leading highly trans-disciplinary 
projects means that PaCE has a good chance of making progress. 

Financing – The long-term 
sustainability of the impact of the 
project outcomes 

Financing beyond the end of the project can not be assured. 
However the tools and results developed will be open to all to 
take up. The consortium will actively seek for ways to ensure that 
the momentum gained will not be lost after the project ends, both 
within the separate institutions and through cross-EU networks. 

A lack of public engagement and 
acceptance of project outcomes and 
results 

By planning for engagement from the start, and taking note of 
this input in the design and implementation of the research we 
aim to minimise this risk – in a sense “keeping our ear to the 
political ground”. 

Workforce considerations within the 
consortium 

Although it is very possible that one or two of the people in the 
project may move on during (or before) the project, there is 
enough breadth of expertise within each partner to withstand this 
and continue.  

Financing of follow-up steps – Despite 
PaCE findings and recommendations, 
some government agencies may feel so 
resource-constrained that they may 
not be able to adopt the 
recommendations and best practices. 

PaCE will be undertaken in close collaboration with stakeholders. 
We not only will adopt a co-design approach in the creation of 
the scenarios, but we will engage with stakeholders directly, face 
to face, in workshops and other forums.  Hence, the 
recommendations will be developed with stakeholders and will 
take account of practical realities while, at the same time, being 
ambitious.   

Cooperation with other organisations 
and movements in the value chain – 
the absence of such cooperation could 
be a barrier.  

Academic and NGO organisations are notoriously competitive 
and jealous of each others’ positions. PaCE will not seek to 
compete with existing organisations, but rather do 
complementary work and build up, with these others, 
collaborations that will enhance the overall project of combatting 
the negative tendencies associated with populism.  

Enablers of the expected impacts 
As a counterpoint to the barriers listed above, the partners have identified enablers of the expected impacts.  
Some of the barriers listed in the table above can also be enablers of the project’s expected impacts. 
Standards are one such example. 
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Enablers	 Whether	or	to	what	extent	the	enablers	will	be	addressed	in	the	project.	

EU and 
international 
networks 
 

PaCE is not tackling populism in isolation, but in parallel with many other initiatives and 
networks across Europe and further afield. PaCE will engage with these from the start, 
contributing to them and developing new collaborations within these 

Media Just one good story in a mainstream newspaper (e.g., The Guardian, Le Monde, El Pais) 
can generate significant interest in the project results. Media relations are an important 
activity in WP5. The partners intend to compile a media contact list based on journalists 
who have previously written about populism and to send them well-crafted press releases 
about PaCE and its results.  

The Citizens 
of Europe 

PaCE has access to extended networks of other cities, municipalities and civil interest 
groups in Europe, which it will exploit to publicise and disseminate findings.   

RVK Reykjavik has is committed to social and democratic innovation and PaCE will contribute 
to the city understanding the dyanmics of the society and and perceptions and sentiments 
of civial society in general. PaCE will enable the city to detect signals of populist 
narratives and to challenge that narrative. Reykjavik will share lessons learned through its 
extended network.   

2.2 Measures to maximise impact 
The overall aim of PaCE is to understand (in a non-judgemental way) the phenomena so populism so 
that policy makers and civil society as a whole can meet challenges to our democracies. The PaCE 
consortium will undertake a set of activities to ensure that news about the project and its results are delivered 
to policy makers, who can use those results as well as to the public. Secondary target markets for our project 
are educators, civic activists and other relevant organisations who may be able to use adapted versions of the 
tools we develop for policy makers.  PaCE is an ambitious project and, accordingly, we have developed an 
equally ambitious set of dissemination, exploitation and communications plans to achieve our ambitions. The 
partners will deliver the project results to policy makers through diverse dissemination channels in line with 
the the plan for the exploitation and dissemination of results (PEDR). The PEDR (WP5) builds on the 
European Commission’s recommendations and standards for effective communication of project results as 
well as IPR standards and recommendations for effective exploitation of results published by the IPR 
Helpdesk. 
PaCE consortium has created a comprehensive plan for exploitation and dissemination of results 
(PEDR). Open access will be granted to all joint scientific publications resulting from project cooperation 
and the consortium will actively seek wide-end exposure and will participate as well as organise thematic 
international conferences, forums and other type of in-person events. PaCE has an abundance of interfaces 
and pipelines to extended networks of stakeholders, and will disseminate knowledge by regularly providing 
information about project outputs through multiple distribution channels (e.g. Horizon, the EU Research and 
Innovation Magazine, research*EU results magazine, research*EU focus, websites, social media, 
conferences and trade shows, working international groups, brochures). PaCE will raise awareness by 
presenting the project, its objectives, ambitions, and results by a variety of means including digital media 
tools, but most importantly by the strategic selection of relevant conferences. These will allow members of 
PaCE to network and raise awareness of results, and exchanging experiences with other projects to join 
efforts and minimize duplication while maximizing exploitation potential. They will also expand the 
consortium’s collaborations and presence across the EU and internationally, and help build bridges to a 
broader base of stakeholders and identify champions for onward development of knowledge beyond the 
project’s duration. We will develop close relationships with national agencies through frequent 
communications and in-person visits.  The consortium will maintain a thorough and updated contact database 
of national, regional and European authorities, providers of public services and goods in each EU, and at 
periodic project meetings review lists and update the working plan for dissemination and exploitation of 
results. Partners have already created draft contact priority lists of public	 authorities	 at	 regional	 and	
national	levels,	research,	and	private	entities	as	a	starting	point.		
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2.2 a) Dissemination and exploitation of results  

Dissemination Plan 
The PaCE consortium will set up and implement, from the early stages of the project (M2) a comprehensive 
plan for the exploitation and dissemination of results. The plan will provide exhaustive details on the 
following key dissemination aspects:  
Dissemination target group:   

To	 maximize	 the	 impact	 potential	 ofPaCE,	 dissemination	 activities	 will	 seek	 to	 reach	 targeted	
audiences	through	the	specific	identification	of	target	messages	and	audiences,	and	the	customisation	
of	methods	to	these	combinations.	Consortium	partners	comprise	 important	stakeholderd	in	various	
segments,	and	this	constitutes	a	natural	channel	for	the	dissemination	of	the	project	and	its	result	to	
the	 broader	 EU	 user	 base.	 Methods	 of	 internal	 dissemination	 can	 vary	 from	 providing	 links	 from	
partners´	 web	 pages	 to	 the	 project	 website,	 to	 seminars	 or	 workshops	 showcasing	 results	 and	
innovations	including	articles	in	partners´	internal	newsletters	and	publications	in	local	languages.		
	

Target	 Strategy	
Policy makers Targeted e-mails, written letters to key institutions and their 

leadership. Articles in mainstream newspapers and magasines. 
Wherever possible to participate publically in political discourse on 
the subject of populism and democracy. 

Politicians Reaching out  to politicians 
Media Reaching out to the media including political commentators on the 

subject of politics, populism and democratic engagement. 
Educators Reaching out to youth and youth organisations via social media and 

by targeting relevant media. Approaching educators and student 
organisations or debates on the subject of politics, populism and 
democratic engagement. 

Civil society organisations Reaching out to youth and youth organisations via social media and 
by targeting relevant media. Approaching educators and student 
organisations or debates on the subject of politics, populism and 
democratic engagement. 

Under represented groups Reaching out to underrepresented groups by mainstream  
Youth and youth organisations Reaching out to youth and youth organisations via social media and 

by targeting relevant media. Approaching educators and student 
organisations or debates on the subject of politics, populism and 
democratic engagement.  

Public Reaching out to youth and youth organisations via social media and 
by targeting relevant media. Approaching educators and student 
organisations or debates on the subject of politics, populism and 
democratic engagement. 
Specific	organisations	

Centre for European Policy Study 
(CEPS 

Based on CLS longstanding partnership with CEPS on EU 
integration and EU democracy enhancing projects, we will brief 
experts from CEPS on a regular basis about the progress of PaCE  
and will look for opportunities for follow up joint projects. The 
priorities of CEPS 

Open Society Initiative for Europe Reengaging Citizens and ensuring EU MS Government 
accountability are among the prioirties of OSIFE that make them a 
particularly appropriate target for PaCE. 
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Bruno Kreisky Forum 
for International Dialogue 

 A European think-tank and centre for dialogue where politicians, 
scientists and intellectuals from all over the world get together to 
exchange their ideas and views, to analyse complex issues and 
problems, work out approaches to global solutions and take a public 
stand on political events, Bruno Kreisky Forum is a place to 
disseminate the results of PaCE and hold discussions on the 
foresight scenarios devleoped by PaCE. 

Center for European Union 
Research, Central European 
University, http://ceur.ceu.edu/ 

The primary objective of CEUR is to encourage academic debate 
and research collaborations among CEU faculty as well as to 
connect CEU with core academic networks in the field.  Its research 
focus currently is on governance and institutional development in 
the European Union 

politics of European integration and contemporary policy 
challenges – all of which make it a potential target for the results of 
PaCE. 

European Council of Foreign 
Relations http://www.ecfr.eu/ 

The European Power programme  of ECFR explores the obstacles 
to sustainable unity on current and future foreign policy challenges 
and seeks to develop solutions for overcoming them. As  nationalist 
populists challenge EU's unity and undermine its capacity to 
effectively address foreign policy challenges to the EU, ECFR will 
be interested in the results of PaCE and particualrly in the foresign 
scenarios developed within its framework. 

Institute for public affairs (IVO), 
Bratislava 

 As the pioneers of the comparative study of populism in Central 
and Eastern Europe, IVO would be particularly interested in the 
results of PaCE. 

PaCE partners believe the approaches and tools they develop have innovation capacity, i.e., they can be 
adapted to meet needs of other prospective target markets. Hence, our PEDR will include the following the 
target markets. We will target the policymaker community with responsibility for democratic engagement. 
They will constitute our primary target market. We will develop a contact list of those authorities to whom 
we will send e-mails and press releases to make them aware of our project and initiatives and inviting 
engagement. PaCE will use E-mails extensively to reach and interact with stakeholders and to inform them 
about the project and its results. PaCE will use newsletters to produce a quarterly newsletter containing items 
on populism and democratic engagement arising from our project as well as other projects and sources. 
PaCE will target articles in newspapers, industry, trade and professional association magazines that will help 
get the project’s messages across to key stakeholders, i.e., most of those mentioned above, except academics 
and the media. The partners will each submit at least three newspaper or magasine articles during the project. 
Articles in scholarly journals will provide a more scientific explication of the project’s findings and its 
principal outputs. The partners will submit at least three academic articles during the project. With the long 
lead times from acceptance to publication of many journals, one or more may not be published until after the 
project finishes. PaCE will conduct presentations at third-party workshops and conferences that also provide 
an opportunity to network with stakeholders. The partners envisage participating in at least six over the 
three-year lifetime of the project.  
Dissemination and communication content: PaCe will have a comprehensive digital footprint. This will  
include a website and the usual social media channels i.e. Facebook, Twitter, Pinterest. PaCE will also 
maintain a blog highlighting key events, main findings and main challenges. The content will be designed to 
appeal to the younger generation in the hope it will encourage debate and sharing. The website will feature 
text and audio-visual materials such as outcomes from project meetings and networking events, educational 
and informational videos for a wide audience, ranging from the public to experts in the field, relevant 
animations, press releases, newsletters and blog posts. These materials will promote our engagement 
activities. Partners will also facilitate communication activities leveraging their existing networks. 
Dissemination and communication channels: PaCE identifies the following optimal channels for recruiting 
stakeholders into the PaCE network: activities and events organised by theproject, such as summer schools, 
think tank meetings, educational and training, educational and awareness raising activities on the topic of 
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populism. Other channels will comprise of traditional media, as well as social media outlets, which are 
expected to increase the impact of PaCE and attract wider audiences. Project partners will present the project 
and its results at international conferences and will tap into their existing networks to engage more 
participants. They will also publish project results in peer-reviewed publications to inform the academic 
community about PaCE and articles in specialised online outlets and magazines including blogs of interest to 
the community. 
Project events and participation in events: The PaCE partners will attend and organise events to 
disseminate project results, such as summer schools, workshops, educational and training activities, special 
sessions or invited talks in conferences, think tank meetings. To highlight the knowledge and expertise 
accumulated over the project duration, PaCE will organise a closing conference as well as a series of 
workshops in WPs 2-5. The conference will bring together members of the PaCE network and present the 
results and recommendations of the project. The closing conference will disseminate the project outputs and 
present a marketable version of the PaCE social platform. The workshops will review and validate PaCE’s 
interim outputs.  
Dissemination activities: Dissemination of PaCE will primarily occur through the activities of the network 
established during the project lifetime and partners with already existing networks. The main strength of 
PaCE’s dissemination plan consists of partners’ profile, global outreach capacity, and access to vast and 
comprehensive networks of stakeholders. Such established network presence was an essential prerequisite 
for partners to join the consortium.  The network’s function will be to disseminate and help shape the PaCE 
social platform that will bring together pan-European researchers, public and private actors, and policy-
makers, contributing to develop a consensus and unified agenda on issues. The consortium will engage with 
new stakeholders at various events and in particular those organised or attended by the PaCE partnership. 
themselves. Partners will disseminate news about the project and its results to stakeholders and they will 
disseminate the project’s results via professional and academic publications in relevant journals and 
periodicals. Table 1 includes an indicative list of such journals. PaCE will follow a phased approach to 
define, plan, organise and exploit dissemination and communication activities. PaCE’s dissemination 
strategy has the following aims: 
• To identify, mobilise and engage with a multidisciplinary network of stakeholders across the European 

political sector, to conduct with them gap and needs analyses which will inform the development of the 
PaCE tools and website;  

• To facilitate stakeholders’ participation in an online survey and interviews aiming to gather information 
about their future needs as well as their suggestions for an innovative EC research; 

• To shape the design of the PaCE social platform and contribute to its applications; 
• To maintain and build upon existing constituencies for… 
• To publicise and raise awareness of the PaCE project and its associated activities (e.g., workshops, 

webinars); 
• To use PaCE’s dissemination activities to stimulate the participation of different types of stakeholders in 

both the project’s events and outputs; 
• To provide mechanisms, through the PaCE social platform, to support the provision and adoption of 

good practices and a unified agenda. 

The table below summarises in more detail the dissemination actions and their associated KPIs.  
Table	2.	Dissemination	Actions	

Dissemination actions KPIs 
Setting up a dedicated website, the social platform, 
functioning as a public communication channel, which will 
host news about events as well as public deliverables. A part 
of the website will host a wiki/repository area. All partners are 
committed to increase the visibility of the social platform and 
will do so using social media and their institutional websites 
and networks, drawing visitors to relevant content on the site. 

- Project website available at month 2, 
continuously updated. 

- Website views: <5000 – poor, 5000-
10,000 – good, 10,000+ – excellent. 
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Dissemination actions KPIs 
Presentation of PaCE project results at conferences, seminars 
and workshops targeting both the industry, users and 
academic communities. Examples of relevant conferences 
include the following: 

• American Political Science Association (APSA), 
• European Consortium for Political Research (ECPR); 

- Presentation of the project and its results 
at six third-party seminars, workshops 
and conferences.  

PaCE international workshops and training: the consortium 
will organise four workshops with partners and expert 
stakeholders from all around Europe, representative of the 
main stakeholder groups. The consortium will prepare a report 
of each workshop.  

- 4 project workshops with 60 
stakeholders 

- 3 mutual learning and training 
seminars with about 60 stakeholders. 

Dissemination of PaCE through social media, namely 
Facebook, Twitter, LinkedIn, Pinteres, blogs and 
Slideshare. Moreover, PaCE will upload explanatory videos 
on YouTube and conduct a series of three webinars. With 
such actions, the proposers aim at reaching a very broad 
audience to help seriously curtail populism.  

- Creation of Facebook and LinkedIn 
Group, Twitter, YouTube and Slideshare 
accounts (at least 300 followers or 
subscribers in total across accounts). 

- Number of YouTube videos: <1- poor, 2 -
good, >3- excellent. 

- Number of Twitter followers: <80 – poor, 
80-150 – good, 150+ - excellent. 

- Active participation in at least 2 blogs. 
Academic publications: PaCE aiims to publish the results in 
the academic community in peer-reviewed publications and 
journals. Some of the journals suitable for the publication of 
PaCE’s outputs are: 

− American Journal of Political Science 
− Quarterly journal of political science 
− Political analysis 
− Comparitive political studies 
− Journal of European public policy  
− European journal of political research  
− Journal of European integration 
− Political communication  
− Journal of policy analysis and management  

Journal of political philosophy 
− Annual review of sociology 
− Journal of personality and social psychology 
− Sociology of education  
− Journal of artificial societies and sopcial simulation 
− Sociological methods and research 
− New media and society 

- Number of articles: <3- poor, 3-4- good, 
>4- excellent. 

Production of newsletter and relevant articles in general 
press. The newsletter will carry short items (typically one 
paragraph) about the project and its results as well as news 
from the “sector”, i.e., some news items may not come directly 
from the project, but are nevertheless of relevance and interest 
to the project and its partners.   

Number of newsletters: <4 – poor, 6 – 
good, 8+ - excellent  
- At least 200 organisations receiving the 

e-newsletter communicating project 
achievements and results. 

PaCE will produce a set of promotional materials (using a 
common project logo and standardised graphic presentation), 
namely leaflets and podcasts. Moreover, the consortium will 
circulate specific press releases to journalists who have 
written about populism in the past. 

- Project logo and leaflet  
Number of general press articles: <3 – 
poor, 4 - good, >5- excellent. 
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The Exploitation plan 
Exploitation is the use of knowledge to create impact. PaCE exploitation will take a number of forms in line 
with the project’s declared objectives and the desires and goals of the consortium partners. PacE will seek to 
transfer both findings to policy makers, politicians and civial society as well as making the techniques and 
methods available to a wider community of researchers and practitioners. PaCE is committed to creating 
practical actionable results and the consortium includes partners (e.g. the Democratic Society) with 
considerable experience of engaging with policy makers, politicians and civil society. Exploitation activities 
include; 
• Collaboration with other EC-funded projects – The partners will reach out to other EC or nationally 

funded projects to explore synergies such as the possibility of joint workshops or focus groups and 
information exchanges. In fact, some PaCE partners are also partners in other projects (see Table 4).  

• Interacting with the PaCE Advisory Board members. The partners will convene an annual face-to-face 
meeting with Advisory Board members and one or two conference calls with them each year. The 
partners expect to add other members of the advisory board within the first year of the project as we 
develop our contact list (see above). We envisage an ultimate advisory board of about 20 members.  

• All the software created in PaCE along with trained neural networks will be made available as open 
source and open data on GitHub. Although the machine learning solution will use English, it will be easy 
to deploy the data gathering tools to other countries or areas to track the evolution of populist ideas. 
PaCE will create an open source GitHub archive where all software and public data sets will also be 
available. The CF will promote the software and results to its extensive partner network. 

• NetLogo, used to create the simulations, is a innovative multi agent programmable modeling 
environment, open source and free of charge. The NetLogo community includes tens of thousands of 
acedemics, student and other researchers / programmers that will benefit as PaCE will add the 
simulations and code to the already large NetLogo library of social simulations. MMU is a key partner in 
the global NetLogo community of practitioners and MMU will promote the models and software to its 
extensive network of partners.  

• The Hermeneutic Computational Narrative Analysis tool is an algorithmic and computational tool for 
reading texts. PaCE will demonstrate how this tool can be used to machine read and mine a large corpus 
of text and media content to identify populist narratives. PaCE will (on demand) offer training 
workshops in using this technology and all findings will be publicly available.  

• PaCE will develop a scenario construction methodology and offer (on demand) workshops on its 
application. The methodology is multi purpose i.e. it can be used in many different contexts. it will be of 
particular interest to European Commission’s interest in developing scenario and foresight capabilities1. 

• PaCE will create a suite of acitivities and events e.g. participatory workshops to engage policy makers in 
them dialogue around implications for the future whilst identifying strategies for strengthening 
democratic values and practices especially by seeking support for a future and foresight project for 
schools. 

• PaCE will undertake a market analysis and develop a comprehensive business plan for the PaCE social 
platform and its tools as well as the post-project commercialisation of exploitation of the project results.  

• PaCE will examine several potential models: licensing, freemium, subscription, crowdfunding. While 
some institutions may encourage the release of IP generated by publicly-funded research as free software 
(or even open-source), other institutions prefer to use the research funds to commercialise products to 
leverage the initial investment into further R&D activities. 

• The partners will undertake actions to ensure a comprehensive and effective exploitation of project 
results and outcomes. These will be elaboration of the exploitation plan, a detailed exploitation 
agreement, specific market impact and business model analyses, a return on investment (ROI) study, 

                                                        
 
1 Future scenarios for research and innovation policies in Europe. 
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/b2d78a84-3aae-11e7-a08e-01aa75ed71a1/language-en  
White paper on the future of Europe and the way forward. https://ec.europa.eu/commission/white-paper-future-europe-
reflections-and-scenarios-eu27_en  
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involvement of relevant external stakeholders in the exploitation, and impact assessment to ensure that 
PaCE has a lasting impact. 

 
• The partners will ensure all promotional materials mention that our project is an H2020 project and 

funded by the EU. 

The following table provides a non-exhaustive list of the individual exploitation plans planned by each 
partner, which will complement the collective dissemination and exploitation plan described here. 
 

Partner Exploitation Plan 

MMU The MMU would use the simulation models developed within PaCE as exemplars of 
what can be achieved with complex policy simulations. 

TUD TUD would use the substantive and methodological findings from PaCE for further 
research and project proposals related to the nexus of populism, polarization, and citizen 
engagement. In particular, the results from the narrative analysis would be very useful in 
this regard.   

PLU PLU will help provide a comprehensive documentation of the challenges of populism 
through data analysis and coordinated case studies in preparation for risk assessment 
and the planned simulation and scenario analysis. PLU will also use its extensive 
network of media, educational institutions, and civil society organizations to promote 
PaCE and the insights generated by this project. 

TRI Trilateral would like to expand our privacy, data protection and ethical innovation 
consulting business to include services related to policy consultancy, civic engagement 
and democratic politics. Participating in PaCE would expanding our policy consultancy 
services that can be offered to different policy-makers across Europe. It would bring out 
work to the attention of a new policy field. Trilateral also sees a role for itself within our 
growing body of data science research and would like to leverage this experience to 
provide data governance and data exploitation consulting services.  

CF CF and the University in Iceland will design a specific plan on how to track populist 
ideas across time and across social groups in Iceland. The ideas will also be correlated 
with key economic indicators from Iceland for different social groups. 

DS DS will use the insights gained through PaCE to develop our models and methodologies 
for a more participatory and deliberative democracy. We'll gain a deeper understanding 
of the needs, hopes and preferences of people in different contexts to better understand 
how they want to make and shape decisions that affect their lives, with the opportunity to 
delve deeper through deliberative events. We shall promote PaCE through our European 
networks and connect into conversations about open government across Europe. DS is 
also committed to support and enable young people to think about future policy 
challenges in a structured and well-informed way and to encourage young people to 
debate future challenges and, following deliberation, to work in a group to find suggested 
solutions. DS’s mandate is to secure the support and engagement of policy makers for 
such a programme. 

UH UH would like to develop further the notion that modern illiberal populism can explain 
a wide array of political developments in the democratic countries of the postwar 
Western liberal world.  

CLS CLS would use the identified causal mechanisms for three modes of populism in Europe 
to analyse similar phenomena in other regions. It would use the developed foresight 
scenarios, counter-narratives as well as the innovative citizen engagement tools tested 
by PACE to advise policy makers, CSOs and other state holders in the SEE and ECE 
region on how to specifically address weak state institutions and strengthen their 
democratic political systems. 
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Partner Exploitation Plan 

RVK Reykjavik will promote PaCE throughout its extensive European city network. A 
particular opportunity is the promotion of participatory democracy as the modus 
operandi in the running of modern civil society. The work of CF and Reykjavik 
facilitates this by sensitising policy makers to public sentiments, making participation, 
transparency and trust the de facto in 21st government and governance. 

 

 

Data and knowledge management plan 
PaCE will create a Data and Knowledge Management plan (DKMP) (M2). The plan follows European 
FAIR guidelines on data management in Horizon 2020 as well as the guidelines of the new European 
General Date Protection Regulation (GDPR). The DKMP will specify: 
PaCE will generate data related to: (i) the interviews with stakeholders (ii) the workshops; (iii) the PaCE 
conference and yout gathering (iv) the online survey of stakeholders (v) the webinars. Different types of data 
generated during PaCE will require unique procedures for the governance of that data, including technical 
and policy requirements for data collection, management, preservation and sharing. Partners will elaborate a 
data management plan (WP7) that guides the governance of each of these types of data; however, the 
following is an initial outline of our plans. Prior to their participation in the project’s events, the consortium 
partners will request the consent of participants related to the storage, preservation, opening and sharing of 
their data. With participants’ permission, data collected at the project’s events and through the survey will be 
made openly available on the project website, in the project deliverables and in journal and practitioner 
articles. Data licensing issue will be addressed by the experts in data management present in the consortium 
(TRI is a partner), who will ensure that semantic models for data licences and tools to automatically define 
the licences for the derivative works, as well as edit and manage licenses are developed. PaCE’s system will 
leverage on the data, modelled semantically, represented as linked – when possible – open data, coming from 
the following types of sources: 
PaCE user input data. By interacting with the PaCE website, users will manually provide their (mainly 
profile) data. The interaction will be by portal interfaces where the stakeholders can register and input the 
data. 
PaCE online survey data. By responding to the PaCE survey, stakeholders will provide data on their 
organisations. We will treat this information carefully as it can reveal the identity of the stakeholders 
providing it. 
Relevant third-party data. The partners will use externally available data in the PaCE platform to analyse 
best practices.  
Generated linked data. Not all of the initially collected data will find their use in its original form but as 
part of the PaCE linked data repository. This results in a new data with more commercial potential, e.g., 
through deriving aggregated best practices, statistics on the objects used and trends, users’ activity in the 
PaCE platform. 
PaCE will publish the data on public repositories (e.g., Zenodo, datahub.io) and PaCE will annotate the 
data semantically with the licensing information using the licence presentation languages such as ODRL2. 
PaCE aims to contribute to Open Research through open scientific and other kind of publications.  
Methods used for data collection, data storage and data handling, necessary analyses and purposes defined in 
this project. The methods will specify the types of data and the sources from which the data will be obtained, 
the security and privacy sensitiveness of the source, the data protection requirements that apply to that source 

                                                        
 
2 https://www.w3.org/community/odrl/. 
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(related to access, analysis, sharing and storing) and the restrictions, if applicable, in workflows in which the 
data may be used;  
Run time handling and monitoring of actual restrictions in data access, data usage and the extraction of 
information, for data gathered from different sources and data or information extracted from analyses 
(filtering, fusion, aggregation) of this data, during the project and for realisation of the planned project 
results.  
Safekeeping of the data, in compliance with the handling restrictions. The DKMP will detail how this 
safekeeping and possible access and use will be organised and managed. In general, data that has a high 
degree of sensitivity, in terms of security or privacy, will be stored by one of the academic partners in a 
secure ICT environment. Where PaCE will collect and store data that has a medium or low degree of 
sensitivity, this datat will be stored in a private secure cloud environment managed by the project. The 
project management team will publish a procedure for granting access to the data stored in the secure cloud 
and monitoring the appropriate use of that data. Data that has a low or no degree of sensitivity can be 
collected and kept in the private environment of the partner who collects the data, provided that the partner 
allows consortium members controlled access to that data whenever they need it for the purposes of the 
project. The consortium will define what (expected) data will be marked as ‘retain and publish’ and what 
data will be marked as ‘do not retain and remove’. The DKMP will also describe the privacy and security 
compliant procedure and necessary actions to to either preserve or destroy the data at the end of the project. 
The DKMP will also specify the roles and responsibilities of data-owners and data-guardians. 
Ethical and security issues. The DKMP will describe the management of ethical and security issues at all 
stages of the project, ensuring approval from ethical review committees. In addition, it will detail: the types 
of data the project will generate and collect, standards it will use, how data can be exploited and verified, 
whether there is any data that cannot be reused, including a justification for this and how the data will be 
curated and preserved. In all cases, the decision of making data available for use after the project, the data-
owner has the decisive vote.  
Open Research Initiative: PaCE contributes to the Open Research initiative by participating in conferences 
and workshops with an open scientific character, of which the results will be made publicly and free of 
charge available. As defined in the DKMP, data that will be gathered or generated during this project will be 
kept available for possible future research use, although with restrictions in terms of access and use as 
imposed by the owners of the data. At the end of the project, the DKMP will specify how this ‘beyond the 
project’ use will be organised. PaCE takes seriously the importance of making research data accessible and 
available for sharing among interested stakeholders and plans on using the existing data archives and 
services to ensure proper curation, preservation and sharing of collected/generated data. PaCE follows the 
guidelines to the rules on Open Access to Scientific Publications and Open Access to Research Data in 
Horizon 20203 

Management of knowledge and intellectual property 
PaCE will apply the route to open access publishing to support the maximum openness and accessibility of 
results. In addition, PaCE will provide access through downloadable reports and project outputs from the 
PaCE website. All of the PaCE public deliverables will be available on the project website for free access by 
any visitors. MMU will maintain the project website for up to four years following the end of the project. 
PaCE will present the results of the project through publications in peer-reviewed journals by implementing 
gold open access route. 
PaCE will promote deliverables regularly upon their finalisation at the news section of the project website 
(and remain under the section “Results” or other section designated for project outputs) and through face-to-
face communication at individual events. Furthermore, major deliverables will undergo partner scrutiny and 
feedback prior to their finalisation and transmission to the EC project officer, posting on the project’s 
website and distribution to the project’s advisory board. All partners will commit to publish information 

                                                        
 
3 http://www.ec.europa.eu/research/.../data/ref/h2020/grants...pilot/h2020-hi-oa-pilot-guide_en.pdf       
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about the PaCE outputs to the widest extent possible (including their individual websites) in order to increase 
the impact of the project. Any publication produced within or referring to the results produced under the 
PaCE project shall acknowledge the European Commission funding the project. The PaCE partnership 
strongly believe in the value of making most of the project research outcomes and knowledge available to the 
widest audiences possible, beyond project partners and user participants. The consortium will again be 
guided in its approach by the FAIR Guiding Principles (Findable, Accessible, Interoperable, Reusable) for 
scientific data management. PaCE will respect all obligations regarding open access as stipulated in the 
DESCA Horizon 2020 Model Consortium Agreement4  and described in the Grant Agreement. “Gold” open 
access will be targeted for all peer-reviewed scientific publications of PaCE. The appropriate budget for this 
activity has been foreseen and allocated. Wherever “gold” open access is not possible, “green” open access  

Communication activities 
PaCE covers a set of dedicated activities aimed at informing relevant stakeholders, including the public, 
about issues related to populism and democratic civic engagement. The main objective of the communication 
is to draw to the attention of relevant stakeholders, including the media and public the issues raised by 
populism and democratic civic engagement, why the latter it is important for building a trusting and inclusive 
political society, what it means and examples of how it is fostered. It is also to build trust between PaCE, 
stakeholders, the media and public and give the public an assurance that its taxpayer-funded research brings 
benefits to the public. The partners will use a variety of instruments to communicate with the public, as 
indicated in the table below.  
 

Instrument	 Expected	number	of	
beneficiaries	

Target	

Emails: 300 Policymakers 
and regulators (including the 
EP), Researchers,, Industry 
associations , Academics, The 
media 
 

Press Releases (At least 10) 1000 x 1 medium per partner 
country, 
 

Newspapers (and their readers), 
Magazines, Social media, 
Policy-makers, Academics 

Interviews with key 
stakeholders and engagement 
with others 

100 Policy makers, Academics, 
Journalists 

Blog posts (6/year) 600 Policy makers, researchers from 
other projects educators, 
activists, regulators,  

Newsletters (4/year) 300 Policy makers, researchers 
Scholarly journals (3) 1000 Academics 
Presentations at third-party 
workshops and conferences (9) 

2700 Academics, activists, policy 
makers.  

Webinars for stakeholders (in at 
least 5 countries) 

140 Policy makers, activists, 
educators.  

Two short videos on youtube 
(on impacts of populism, types 
or populism and reponses to 
populism). 

unpredictable (100s to 1000s), the public (press release to 
announce the videos) 
 

                                                        
 
4 http://www.desca-2020.eu/ 
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Instrument	 Expected	number	of	
beneficiaries	

Target	

Project flyer 500 (distribution at around 10 
third party events)  

Policy makers, academics, 
activists, eduators.,  

Social media (twitter, facebook 1000 visitors/users public 

 
PaCE will ensure the transparency of the project by communicating frequently with its stakeholders, 
including the media and public, to inform them about the project, about why populism and civic engagmenet 
are important contemporary issues, about the measures we will take to protect personal data and to address 
ethical issues. In these and other ways, PaCE will foster trust between the project and stakeholders, including 
the media and public, as well as with the EC’s policy agenda of which PaCE will be a response.  
WP5 lead by DS will manage the project’s communications plan and its implementation; however, all 
partners will contribute to elaboration of the plan and its implementation. Each partner will be responsible 
for the translation of press releases and the project flyer s from English into their country’s principal 
language. All partners will meet face to face and/or via conference calls at least quarterly to discuss the 
progress in implementation of the project’s communications plan. The partners will evaluate their 
communications plan at the interim review (month 18) and again at the end of the project. If the partners 
think they can extract more value from a re-allocation of their budgetary priorities, they will do so. The 
project co-ordinator will contact the EC project officer in advance to seek his or her concurrence.  

3. Implementation 

3.1 Work plan — Work packages, deliverables  
Figure 3 is a repeat of Figure 1 but coloured to indicate the workpackages they will be part of. 

 
Figure	3.	Figure	1	coloured	to	indicate	the	WP	organisation	(see	below	for	key,	black	are	final	deliverables)	
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The various parts illustrated in Figure 1 are grouped into seven workpackages resulting in Figure 3 coloured 
as follows.  
• WP1: Historical, Comparative & Scenario Analysis (Green): including historical, comparative and 

scenario analysis. 
• WP2: Simulation Analysis (Red): including the use of longitudinal, qualitative and survey data to inform 

the specification, testing and analysis of agent-based simulations of the cases. 
• WP3: Narrative Analysis & ICT Tools (Orange): including the use of online discursive data in the 

narrative and machine-learning analyses, resulting in new ICT tools for narrative identification and 
improved participatory platforms. 

• WP4: Causal, Policy & Futures Analysis (Blue): including the causal, and policy risk analyses, the 
development of the visionary scenarios, resulting in the future visions, risk analyses of responses to 
populism and public and eductional resources. 

• WP5: Engagement & Dissemination (Purple): including dissemination to academic and policy actors, 
EU democracy labs (a gathering of youth representatives from the school’s project) and local democracy 
labs, the Future and forsight poject and the final conference. 

• WP6: Ethics (Brown): a full ELSI analysis, guidance and implementation to embedd ethics at every 
stage of PaCE. 

• WP7: Management (Black) 

Of course, the WP structure simplifies the full set of interactions that will occur within the project, but 
cluster the activities into convenient units for effective oversight and coordination. WP1 & WP2 are the 
primary analysis workpackages, WP3 & WP4 are the secondary analyses and impact workpackages. The 
exact relationship of WP5 & WP6 workpackages are not explicitly shown because they pervade the 
operation of all other workpackages – either as participatory input or engagement in terms of project 
outcomes. Both engagement and dissemination are deliberately put within the same workpackage (WP5) to 
emphasise that PaCE aims to engage with all possible stakeholders and will not particularly focus on any 
particular sector. Ethics is a separate workpackage because we aim to embed ethical consideration and 
planning into all activities from the start and not merely monitor this as an afterthought. 
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Figure	4	Gantt	chart	of	tasks,	and	milestones	in	PaCE 
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Table 3.1a:  List of work packages 
No	 WP	Title	 Lead	No	 Lead	Name	 PM	 Start		 End		

WP1 Historical, Comparative Analysis 8 UH 69 1 27 
WP2 Simulation Analysis 4 PLU 55 3 30 
WP3 Narrative analysis and ICT Tools 5 TUD 69 1 36 
WP4 Causal, Policy and Futures Analysis 3 CLS 74 1 36 
WP5 Engagement and Dissemination 6 DS 40 1 36 
WP6 Ethics 7 TRI 25 1 36 
WP7 Management 1 MMU 19 1 36 
    354   

There now follows the workpackage forms with the detail of the objectives, tasks and deliverables of each. 

WP1: Historical, comparative and scenario analysis 
Work	package	number		 1 Lead	beneficiary	 UH 
Work	package	title	 Historical, comparative and scenario analyses 
Participant	number	 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  

Short	name	of	participant	 MMU RVK CLS PLU TUD DS TRI UH CF  
PMs	per	participant:	 1 4 22 8 4 7 4 18 1  
Start	Month	 1 End		 27 

 

Objectives 
O1.1 To trace the historical and political growth of populism, nativism, and antidemocratic parties in a 
selected group of European countries 
O1.2 To identify and analyse geographic, philosophical, sociological, cultural and gender based 
explanations including how structural socio-economic mutations and the destabilisation of political-
economic paradigms link to populist movements. 
O1.3 To develop a typology of populist parties 
O1.4 To develop indicators to identify, and properly examine, populist parties 
 

Description of work  
T1.1 Tracing the historical and political growth of populism, nativism, and antidemocratic parties in a 
selected group of European countries. Task Lead: UH. Contributors: CLS, PLU, TUD and other partners as 
required  (M1-M24) 
This task involves a thorough comparative state of the art study of European countries and the growth and 
presence of populism in their unique historical and regional contexts (1990-2020).  
T1.2 Reviewing and analysing secondary data on modern-day populism Task Lead: CLS. Contributors: UH, 
PLU, TUD and other partners as required. (M2-M24) 
This task involves a detailed comparative state of the art study of European countries where populist, nativist 
and antidemocratic parties have been prominent or are on the rise. It also includes an analysis of populist 
practices based on the three analytical categories of illiberal, nativist, and antidemocratic parties over the 
1990-2020 period. Mining secondary data sources includes the official election statistics of the Ministries of 
Interior in each of our chosen countries, but also the following data bases: http://www.parlgov.org/ 
• http://www.politicaldatayearbook.com/ 
• http://www.electiondataarchive.org/ 
• http://www.nsd.uib.no/european_election_database/ 
• https://whogoverns.eu/  

T1.3 Identifying and analysing geographic, philosophical, social, cultural and gender based explanations for 
populism. Task Lead: PLU. Contributors: TUD, CLS, UH and other partners as required. (M1-M24) 
Description  
T1.4. Develop a typology of populist parties and produce series of infographics Task Lead: UH. 
Contributors: TUD, CLS, PLU and all other parties and required. (M23-M26) 
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A synthesis of T1.1 and T1.2, this task creates a typology of populist parties across Europe based on three 
distinct types of populism (populist nativist, antidemocratic). The task will involve the creation of an 
interactive infographic tool that will illustrate and situate different types of populism in Europe and track 
their development from 1990 to 2020 according to region, type, regional and global social and economic 
developments and leadership.  
T1.5 Develop indicators to identify, and properly examine, populist parties Task Lead: UH. Contributors: 
TUD, CLS, PLU and all other parties as required. (M25-M27) 
This task will create a suite of indicators to enable telling apart populist movements from the perspective of 
the tripartite distinction (illiberal, nativist, antidemocratic). The indicators will enable the classification of 
populist parties or movements according to their differing ideologies, organizational patterns that can 
inform policies and actions to address the phenomena. 
 

Deliverables  
D1.1 Report containing the historical and political development of populism in Europe (1990-2020) (24) 
D1.2 Report on the state of modern day populism in Europe (24) 
D1.3 A typology of populist movements with development indicators for each type. (M27) 
D1.4 A series of interactive infographics covering the development of populism (1990-2020) according to (a) 
individual country, (b) regional group of countries, (c) type of challenger, (d) party leadership changes, (e) 
parallel European and world developments. (26) 
D1.5 Report targeting the public and other stakeholders containing tools (infographics and typology) to 
allow civil society to identify populist parties and populist narrative. (27) 

WP2 Simulation  
Work	package	number		 2 Lead	beneficiary	 PLU 
Work	package	title	 Simulation 
Participant	number	 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  

Short	name	of	participant	 MMU RVK CLS PLU TUD DS TRI UH CF  
PMs	per	participant:	 24 2 4 18 0 2 2 2 1  
Start	Month	 3 End		 30 

 

Objectives 
O2.1 To build social simulations to study the phenomenon of populism. 
O2.2 To study by computational simulation the social and behavioral dynamics of populist parties  
O2.3 To simulate ‘what if’ scenarios to improve policy risk analysis and foresight analysis.   
 

Description of work  
T2.1 Identify and catalogue all the public data that is relevant to the case studies. Task Lead: CLS. 
Contributors: RVK, MMU, CF and all other parntner as required (M2-M7) 
This task will select, obtain and process data that would be helpful in either specifying or validating the 
simulations.  
T2.2 Scoping the simulation Task Lead: MMU. Contributors: UH, TUD, PLU, CLS and other partners as 
required.  (M5-M8) 
This task involves working with other partners and stakeholders in deciding the case studies and sketching 
the goals and scope of the simulation. The task will create the description and then an initial specification 
for the simulation. The task is a collaboration between the partners and other relevant stakeholders whose 
inputs will be invaluable in the initial scoping of the simulation i.e. what it will or will not include.  
T2.3 Prototype simulations Task Lead: MMU. Contributors: UH, TUD, PLU, CLS, CF and other partners as 
required (M9-M17) 
This task involves building and verifying prototype simulations based on work carried out in T2.3 for initial 
review by partners and stakeholders. The partners will validate the prototype simulations to ensure that they 
address the intended scope and to suggest improvements where appropriate. MMU will carry out 
verification of the simulations i.e. the technical assessment of the simulations and address any technical 
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problems that may arise.   
T2.4 Produce and verify second version of simulations Task Lead: MMU. Contributors: UH, TUD, PLU, 
CLS, CF and other partners as required (M18-M25) 
Based on the prototype models produced in T2.3 and the suggested improvements this task involves building 
and verifying a second iteration of simulation models. The partners will again validate these model versions 
before they are fed into the next task. 
T2.5 Test and sensitivity analysis Task Lead: MMU. Contributors: PLU, TUD, CLS, UH and other partners 
as reuquired (M17-M27). 
This task will test the simulations extensively, carry out a sensitivity analysis and relate the results to the 
activities in WP4 that concern the causal mechanism of populism.  
T2.6 What if analysis Task Lead: PLU. Contributors: UH, TUD, PLU, CLS, CF (M27-M30) 
This task will explore policy ‘what if’ scenarios as specified by goals obtained in T2.3 and updated opinion 
of partners. It will relate results of ‘what if’ analysis to the emerging Policy Risk Analysis in WP4 and it will 
relate results of simulation analysis to the emerging forsight analysis in WP4 
 

Deliverables  
D2.1  An online catalogue of the relevant data sources (M7) 
D2.2 Report and public release of a first set simulation scenarios based on case study analysis. (17) 
D2.3  Public releases of final versions of all simulations used and their documentation (M25) 
D2.4 Report on comparative findings and assessment of risk factors to democratic quality (M30) 
D2.5 A report evaluating the success of the simulation analysis and the extent to which it integrated with 
other types of analysis, with take-home lessons for others. (M30) 

WP3: Narrative Analysis and ICT Tools  
Work	package	number		 3 Lead	beneficiary	 TUD 
Work	package	title	 Narrative Analysis and ICT Tools 
Participant	number	 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  

Short	name	of	participant	 MMU RVK CLS PLU TUD DS TRI UH CF  
PMs	per	participant:	 6 8 8 2 4 18 2 4 17  
Start	Month	 1 End		 36 

 

Objectives  
O3.1 To identify the public narratives of nativist, populist, and antidemocratic parties, as well as the 
respective counter-narratives by representatives of liberal democracy,  
O3.2 To develop ICT tools to help identify and track narratives on social media 
O3.3 To analyse the effects of nativist, populist, and antidemocratic public narratives on individuals. 
O3.4 To analyse how counter-narratives may attenuate the effects of public narratives on individuals. 
O3.5 To re-evaluation of the Citizens.IS open participatory platform and use 
 

Description of work  
T3.1 Providing definitions and operationalisations of populist narratives Task Lead: TUD. Contributors: 
TUD, MMU, TRI, CLS, UH and other partners as required (M1-9) 
This task will operationalise working definitions of nativist, populist, and antidemocratic narratives for 
empirical research and content analyses. The task will result in a different set of empirical indicators for each 
type of narrative, such as specific actors and events. 
T3.2 Employing Hermeneutic Computational Narrative Analysis (HCNA) to identify populist narratives and 
counter-narratives, as well as to locate these narratives in the public media Task Lead: TUD. Contributors: 
PLU, CLS, UH, CF, MMU and other partners as required.  (M1-M24). 
This task will focus on employing Hermeneutic Computational Narrative Analysis (HCNA) informed by the 
definitions and empirical indicators resulting from T3.1. First, these indicators will guide a qualitative 
content analysis of political manifestos in the countries under study. Empirical types of nativist, populist, and 
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antidemocratic narratives will be gathered and transformed into quantitative indicators for the computational 
network analysis, such as preset actors or events. This analysis will use a large corpus of media content, such 
as journalistic media outlets, Citizens.IS participatory platform, and Twitter posts. This procedure will detect 
the populist narratives in the media content and determine the frequency of their occurrences. Third, the 
quantitative results of the computational analysis will undergo hermeneutic analysis to ensure that the 
detected narratives are meaningful. T3.2. will result in a list of empirically existing and hermeneutically 
validated narratives 
T3.3 Test a variety of machine learning techniques (filter, clustering, deep learning etc.) on the Citizens 
Foundation database of discussion in participatory projects Task Lead: CF. Contributors: TUD, PLU, 
MMU, RVK and other partners as required. (M13 - M18) 
CF will use Google's Tensorflow for most machine learning tasks. Tensorflow is a state of the art machine 
learning library that powers most Google service like Google Search, Google Translate and Google Photos. 
There is a large open source developer community around this technology where we plan to acquire the 
methods and processes needed to analyse the data. All text will be translated into English to be able to use 
the most efficient pretrained Tensorflow algorithms. For this, we will use the Google Translate API which 
efficiently and correctly translate Icelandic to English.The key machine learning method that will be used are 
automatic clustering, first to find the key populist ideas on citizens mind and then to track them. We will also 
use sentiment analysis to understand how strongly social groups feel about the ideas being tracked.  
 T3.4 Develop tools to help filter, identify and tag populist and liberal narratives Task Lead: UH. 
Contributors: TUD, PLU, CLS, DS, MMU and other partners as required. (19-24) 
CF will use crawling bots to gather raw data from websites in Iceland and from public social media data 
including from Twitter, Facebook and MySpace. We will gather all possible data from 2004 and until 2018 
or over a 14-year period. 
T3.5 Testing the effects and counter-effects of selected narratives in online experiments Task Lead: TUD. 
Contributors: PLU, CLS, UH, CF and other partners as required. (M24-M36). 
This task will involve the systematic testing of the effects and counter-effects of selected narratives on 
individuals. Selected empirical types of narratives identified in T3.2 will be used for between-subject online 
experiments. In one series of studies, the treatment groups will be exposed to media content containing 
nativist, populist, and antidemocratic narratives, while the control group will be exposed to media content 
containing no such narratives. In another series of studies, the treatment group will be exposed to both a 
populist narrative and a counter-narrative, while the control group will only be exposed to the populist 
narrative. The dependent variables will be populist attitudes, such as attitudes towards outgroups, and 
political attitudes such as political interest, political participation, and political trust. This design will allow 
us to analyse both the effects of populist attitudes and the attenuative properties of the respective counter-
narratives. The results of the task will allow us to evaluate the social effects of populism and to formulate 
policy recommendations on how to react to populist narratives.        
 

Deliverables  
D3.1 Report containing definitions and operationalisations of populist narratives and counter-narratives; 
empirical types of populist narratives and counter-narratives; occurrences of populist narratives and 
counter-narratives in the public media. (M9) 
D3.2 Publicly available tool (algorithm or application software) allowing policy actors and citizens to 
identify populist narratives and counter-narratives in the media and allowing policy actors and citizens to 
assess their individual exposure to public populist narratives and policy actors and citizens to adequately 
react to populist public narrative. (M24) 
D3.3 Report containing analysis of the effects of populist narratives in online experiments, analysis of the 
attenuate properties of counter-narratives in online experiments, policy recommendations on how to react to 
populist narratives (M36) 
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WP4: Causal, policy and futures analysis 
Work	package	number		 4 Lead	beneficiary	 CLS 
Work	package	title	 Causal, policy and futures analysis 
Participant	number	 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  

Short	name	of	participant	 MMU RVK CLS PLU TUD DS TRI UH CF  
PMs	per	participant:	 4 4 21 12 14 6 6 6 1  
Start	Month	 4 End		 36 

 

Objectives  
O4.1 To study the general and the specific causes of the three modes of populism in European democracies. 
O4.2 To identify in detail the different risk dimensions linked to populism. 
O4.3 To develop ways of assessing risks with a view to benchmarks different risks. 
O4.4 To analyze the effects of populist mobilization and policies on politics, the state, and society. 
O4.5 To create scenarios depicting a future in which the negative social and political impacts of populism 
are addressed and an undesired future in which populism grows and damages democracy.  
O4.6 To identify the steps that European democracies and institutions should take to reach the desired future 
and avoid the undesired future. 
O4.7 To publish a guidance document explaining how the PaCE scenarios were constructed and what steps 
projects with similar scenario requirements should take to construct scenarios. 
 

Description of work  
T4.1 Causal mechanism of populism: Task Lead: TUD. Contributors: UH, PLU, CLS, MMU, DS and other 
partners as required (M1-M9) 
Based on a critical analysis of the current state of research on the major external and internal causes of 
populism, identify and study the major causes of the three modes of populism – illiberal, nativist and anti-
democratic. Identify both the common and the specific causes for each of the three modes of populism and 
interview populist party elites as to their understanding of democracy, pluralism, and the rule of law. 
Identify and study in detail the causal mechanisms linking different socio-cultural, economic, political, 
media, etc. phenomena and developments in MS, EU and beyond with the emergence and growth of populist 
(illiberal, nativist and anti-democratic) social movements and political parties in Europe.  
T4.2 Theoretical model of causes of populism. Task Lead: CLS. Contributors: TUD, PLU, CLS, MMU and 
other partners as required (M10-M22) 
Building and testing a theoretical model of the external and internal, supply and demand side causes of 
illiberal populism. 
T4.3 Identifying possible policy responses. Task Lead: CLS. Contributors: TUD, PLU, UH, MMU and other 
partners as required (M21-M25) 
Identify possible policy responses to address the causes of illiberal populism, according to the theoretical 
model. 
T4.4 Creation of scenarios Task Lead: TRI. Contributors: CF, DS, CLS, RVK and other partners as 
required. (M21-M33). ).  
Workshops with a broad range of stakeholder representatives (understood broadly and including public 
participation from WP5) so as to develop the scenarios in a participative way. Exploring with stakeholders 
the implications of future, and the paths of action that would address the emerging needs of each future.  
T4.5 Finalisation of scenarios and steps towards desired future Task Lead: RVK. Contributors: TRI, DS and 
other partners as required. (M33-M36) 
Finalisation of the scenarios postiing the final scenarios on the project website and circulating them widely 
to all stakeholders, including the media and public. The scenarios will be developed in coordinated with the 
risk indicators developed in T2.6). Identifying the steps society, as a whole, needs to take to avoid the 
undesired futures. This task will strongly support the project's dissemination activity.  
T4.10 Scenario methodology guidance Task Lead: TRI. Contributors: DS, RVK and all other partners as 
required.(M33-36) 
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Trilateral will produce an explanatory guidance on how the project created the scenarios. It will produce a 
guidance to benefit other projects with similar requirements to create scenarios of desired and undesired 
futures. The guidance will explain how to construct and deconstruct such scenarios and the touchpoints or 
elements that should be considered for inclusion in their construction  
 

Deliverables  
D4.1 Report on the causal mechanisms of populist social movements and political parties in Europe. 
(M18) 
D4.2 Report containing a theoretical model of the external and internal, supply and demand side causes of 
illiberal populism. (22) 
D4.3 Report presenting containing an analysis of how populist party/movement organization shapes 
popular opinion and how populism and the opinions of populist activists and leaders shape negative 
perceptions. (M36) 
D4.4 Report containing policy recommendations on how to mitigate risk factors. (M36) 
D4.5 Scenarios and analysis of the steps to take to reach the desired futures and avoid the undesired 
future. (M36) 
D4.6 Report on the scenario construction methodology (36) 

WP5: Dissemination and Engagement 
Work	package	number		 5 Lead	beneficiary	 DS 
Work	package	title	 Dissemination and Engagement 
Participant	number	 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  

Short	name	of	participant	 MMU RVK CLS PLU TUD DS TRI UH CF  
PMs	per	participant:	 3 6 4 3 3 3 12 3 3  
Start	Month	 1 End		 36 

 

Objectives  
O5.1 To disseminate the outputs of research activities to policy makers and to engage them in dialogue 
around implications for the future whilst identifying strategies for strengthening democratic values and 
practices especially by seeking support for a future and foresight project for schools. 
O5.2 To assess the public’s attitude to and aspirations for democracy and to identify ways of democratic 
involvement and to understand the way in which traditional and social media influence and shape political 
and social opinions 
O5.3. To exploit new connections to existing and new democracy networks to draw together a range of 
experts, practitioners and officials who will be able to receive the output of research and take it forward into 
practice, increasing and speeding up impact. 
O5.4. To build capacity building with education and school authorities to support and enable young people 
to think about future policy challenges and to encourage them to debate future policy challenges and 
solutions and to secure the support and engagement of policy makers for the programme. 
O5.5.To network across Europe: Linking PaCE to networks already discussing issues of openness, 
transparency, democratic participation and new forms of government including; Open Government Network 
for Europe (launching April 2018); Incubator for Participatory Democracy; European Citizens’ 
Consultations coordinating network All for Democracy. 
O5.6. To create awarenss and promote PaCE online, in the media, academic, industry and other relevant 
publicationd and to be present at conferences and other relevant activities as appropriate.  
 

Description 
T5.1 Creating the plan for the exploitation and dissemination of results (PEDR Task Lead: DS. 
Contributors: All partners as required (M1-M3).  
T5.2 Establish an online and media presence: Task Lead: MMU. Contributors: CF, DS, RVK, TUD and 
other partners as required (M1-M2). 
Design, develop and update the PaCE project website. Create and maintain the project’s social media 
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accounts (e.g., Twitter, LinkedIn, Facebook, YouTube) and create the PaCE press kit including the project 
logo, colours and strapline, infographics, poster, brochure and other promotional.  
T5.3 Links to other projects and public outreach: Task Lead: PLU. Contributors: RVK, DS, CLS and other 
partners as required  (M1-M36) 
Developing synergies with and connect the project with the activities of other relevant national, European 
and international projects 
T5.4 Policy Maker Dissemination: Task Lead: UH. Contributors: MMU, DS, PLU, TUD CLS and partners 
as required (M6-M36) 
To disseminate the outputs of research activities to policy makers and to engage them in dialogue around 
implications for the future whilst identifying strategies for strengthening democratic values and practices 
especially by seeking support for a future and foresight project for schools. 
T5.5 Local Democracy Labs: Task Lead: RVK. Contributors: DS, CF and other partners as required (M17-
M36). 
To assess the public’s attitude to and aspirations for democracy and to identify ways of democratic 
involvement and to understand the way in which traditional and social media influence and shape political 
and social opinions 
T5.6 European Democracy Lab: Task Lead: DS. Contributors: CF, RVK, MMU and other partners as 
required (M17-M36) 
A high profile closing point where PaCE  will exploit new connections to existing and new democracy 
networks to draw together a range of experts, practitioners and officials who will be able to receive the 
output of research and take it forward into practice, increasing and speeding up impact. 
T5.7 Future and Foresight Project: Task Lead: TRI. Contributors: DS, RVK, TUD, CLS and other partners 
as required (M25-M36) 
Capacity building with educatinon and school authorities to support and enable young people to think about 
future policy challenges and to encourage them to debate future policy challenges and solutions and to 
secure the support and engagement of policy makers for the programme. 
T5.8.Networking Across Europe: Task Lead: DS. Contributors: CF, TRI and all partners as required (M1-
M36) 
Linking PaCE to networks already discussing issues of openness, transparency, democratic participation 
and new forms of government including; Open Government Network for Europe (launching April 2018); 
Incubator for Participatory Democracy; European Citizens’ Consultations coordinating network All for 
Democracy. 
Task 5.10 Final conference and webinars: Task Lead: RVK. Contributors: All.(M35-36) 
The consortium will convene a final conference for at least 70 stakeholder representatives. This event will be 
used to disseminate the major findings and outputs of the project. PaCE will also host three webinars in 
association with six other organisations. 
 

Deliverables  
D5.1 Creating the plan for the exploitation and dissemination of results (PEDR) (M3) 
D5.2 Project website, social media accounts and press kits (M2) 
D5.3 A programme of lab events taking place across at least 6 member states (M17-28) 
D5.4 A report with recommendations for new forms of public participation. (M17-28) 
D5.5 Circulation of project outputs to elected EU representatives and policy makers (M36) 
D5.6 Synthesis report outlining the key findings from Democracy labs. (M36) 
D5.7 A two-day Democracy event bringing together policy-makers, civil society and citizens (M36) 
D5.8 Materials for futures education and plan for dissemination (M36) 
D5.9 A final conference and gathering of youth representatives from the schools’ project and country or 
European level policy makers to discuss the conclusions reached by young people through the exercise. 
(M36) 
D5.10 A final report with set of policy recommendations. (M36) 
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WP6: Ethics 
Work	package	number		 6 Lead beneficiary TRI 

Work	package	title	 Ethics requirements and compliance assurance 
Participant	number	 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  

Short	name	of	participant	 MMU RVK CLS PLU TUD DS TRI UH CF  
PMs	per	participant:	 2 3 2 2 10 2 2 2 3  
Start	Month	 1 End		 36 

 

Objectives  
O6.1 To identify ethical requirements for policy recommendations 
O6.2. To improve the project’s policy recommendations and ICT tools by ensuring that outputs are of the 
highest ethical standard and serve the needs of people. 
O6.3 To foster trust among stakeholders with regard to the results of PaCE and how those results were 
achieved 
O6.4 To provide continuous monitoring of ethical considerations in the course of the XX project, 
O6.5 To provide guidance on ethical research practices to the PaCE consortium. 
O6.6 To provide actionable guidance and support to the development of the project's outputs 
 

Description  
T6.1 Initiating the PaCE ethics committee and handbook. Task Lead: TRI. Contributors: All (M1-M2) 
The PaCE ethics handbook will detail the ethical measures and monitoring mechanism the consortium 
should abide by in conducting research with human subjects in the process of the project. 
T6.2: Ethical monitoring. Task Lead: TRI. Contributors: All (M1-M36) 
The ethics committee will monitor compliance to the ethics benchmarks contained in the handbook and a 
special ethics advisor will be on hand to monitor compliance. (See section 3.2.1.3) 
T6.3. Consult with stakeholders. Task Lead: RVK. Contributors: CF, DS, TRI and other partners as required  
(M1-M4) 
The partners will consult with stakeholders to gather their views on the ethical, legal and social issues 
(ELSI) that might arise from within the project and how they think partners should address those issues. For 
example, the legitimacy of political actors adopting anti-populist measures and strategies, and the 
underpinning assumptions on current liberal democratic institutions.  
T6.4 ELSI guidance on the ICT tools. Task Lead: DS. Contributors: TRI, CF, TUD, MMU, RVK and other 
partners as required  (M6-M9) 
The partners will prepare a set of ethical, legal and social recommendations in the context of ICT tools that 
include those adopted in PaCE but will also as guidance for other consortia or organisations designing 
public engagement campaigns.  
T6.5 ELSI Guidance on public engagement. Task Lead: DS. Contributors: TRI, RVK, TUD, CF and other 
partners as required (M10-M13) 
The partners will prepare a set of ethical, legal and social recommendations in the context of public 
engagement that include those adopted in PaCE but will also as guidance for other consortia or 
organisations designing public engagement campaigns.  
T6.6 ELSI Guidance on the policy recommendations. Task Lead: TRI. contributors  (M33-M36) 
The partners will prepare a set of ethical, legal and social recommendations to inform the development of 
the policy recommendations / patterns in WP5. The partners will prepare a preliminary set of 
recommendations for use with the design of the project’s repository and applications. 
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Deliverables  
D6.1 Report: PaCE ethics handbook (M2). 
D6.2 Report: PaCE ethics – Period 1 (M18). 
D6.3 Report: PaCE ethics – Period 2 (M36) 
D6.4 Report: ELSI guidance on ICT tools design (M9 ) 
D6.5 Report: ELSI guidance on public engagement (M13) 
D6.6 Report: ELSI guidance in policy recommendations (M36) 

WP7 Management 
Work	package	number		 7 Lead	beneficiary	 MMU 
Work	package	title	 Management 
Participant	number	 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  

Short	name	of	participant	 MMU RVK CLS PLU TUD DS TRI UH CF  
PMs	per	participant:	 5 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Start	Month	 1 End		 36 

 

Objectives  
O7.1 Ensure timely delivery of project deliverables and all required reports 
O7.2 Manage and distribute all monies in an open, timely and professional fashion 
O7.3 Ensure all project meetings occur in a timely and professional manner 
O7.4 Ensure and manage milestone evaluation and initiate corrective action where necessary 
O7.5 Mediate between partners to ensure best outcomes for the project and avoid or resolve any conflicts 
O7.6 Anticipate, monitor and bring to attention risks to the project 
O7.7 Initiate, monitor and follow-up data management strategy 
 

Description of work  
T7.1 Project initiation. Task Lead: MMU. contributors: RVK and other partners as required (M1-M2) 
Develop, agree and initiate risk assessment and plan. Create project plan and project handbook 
T7.2 Project coordination and data management plan (RVK, MMU, CF and other partners as required.  
(M1-M36) 
Ensure that high-bandwidth discussion occurs within well-attended project meetings to ensure synergy 
between research streams. Develop, consult, refine, agree and initiate data management plan aligned with 
principles of FAIR data management.  
T7.3 Management, quality control and monitoring. (MMU) (M1-M36)   
Monitor project progress, initiating discussions and other action to ensure project meets its aims and 
objectives. Monitor the production and quality of all deliverables ensuring their prompt delivery, initiating 
discussions where necessary. To communicate and coordinate with the EU PO as needed  
T7.4 Project closure. Task Lead. MMU. Contributors:RVK and other partners as required  (M34-M36) 
 

Deliverables  
D7.1 Project handbook 
D7.2 Data Management Plan (M6) 
D7.3 Half way progress reports as required by the Commission (M18) 
D7.4 Final reports as required by the Commission (M36) 
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Table 3.1c: List of Deliverables 

No Deliverable name WP Lead Type Level M 

D7.1 Project handbook 7 MMU R CO 2 
D7.2 Data management plan  7 MMU R CO 2 
D6.1 PaCE ethics handbook 6 TRI R PU 2 
D5.1 PEDR 5 DS R CO 2 
D2.1 An online catalogue of the relevant data sources 2 MMU R PU 7 
D6.4 ELSI guidance on ICT tools design  6 TRI R PU 9 
D6.5 ELSI guidance on public engagement  6 TRI R PU 13 
D4.1 Causal mechanisms of populism  4 CLS R PU 18 
D7.3 Interrim report 7 MMU  PU 18 
D1.1 Historical and political development of populism in 

Europe 
1 UH R PU 24 

D1.2 Report on the state of modern day populism in 
Europe 

1 UH R PU 24 

D1.4.   Interactive infographics 1 UH Other PU 26 
D1.3. Typology of populist movements  1 UH R PU 27 
D1.5 Report containing tools (infographics and typology 1 UH R PU 27 
D2.2 First set simulation scenarios 2 MMU Dem PU 17 
D4.2 Theoretical model of causes of populism 4 CLS R P 22 
D3.1 Definitions and operationalisations of populism  3 TUD R PU 24 
D3.2  Tool to identy populist narratives 3 TUD Other PU 24 
D2.3 Final versions of all simulations 2 PLU R PU 25 
D2.4 Comparative findings and assessment of risk factors 2 PLU R PU 30 
D2.5 Lessons learned from simulation analysis 2 PLU R PU 36 
D3.3 Results of online experiments 3 TUD R PU 36 
D4.3 Populism and opinion dynamics 4 CLS R PU 36 
D4.4. Policy recommendations 4 CLS R PU 36 
D4.5 Scenarios and desired futures 4 CLS R PU 36 
D4.6 Scenarios construction methodology 4 CLS R PU 36 
D6.3 PaCE ethics (period - 2) 6 TRI R PU 36 
D6.6 ELSI guidance in policy recommendations  6 TRI R PU 36 
D7.4 Final report 7 MMU R PU 36 
D5.2 Lab Events 5 DS Other PU  
D5.3 Lesson learned from lab events 5 DS R PU  
D5.4 A two day event 5 DS Other PU  
D5.5 A set of policy recommendations 5 DS R PU  
D5.6 Participatory workshops 5 DS Other PU  
D5.7 Synthesis report 5 DS R PU  
D5.8 Future and foresight programme for schools 5 DS Other PU  
D5.9 Youth gathering 5 DS Other PU  
D5.10 Final conference and webinar 5 DS Other PU 36 
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3.2 Management structure, milestones and procedures  

Overriding Project Principles 
The management structure is aimed to ensure that the following over-riding project principles are upheld in 
all project activities and decisions: 
• To adhere to the highest standards of legal compliance, integrity, ethics, fairness, and openness. 
• To seek to do research of the highest possible rigour, significance and usefulness. 
• To actively engage with and listen to outside voices (other academics, citizens, stakeholders, etc.) 
• To sensitively address any cultural issues (gender, minorities, citizen rights etc.) 
• To actively promote the careers of the early stage researchers working on the project 
• To use all project resources carefully and appropriately, getting the greatest value for money 

Management Structure 
The Project Coordinator (PC) is 
responsible for organizing project 
activities, and with overall management 
of the project.  
The Project Board (PB) is the ultimate 
executive body of the project, making all 
key decisions, composed of one 
representative per partner, it will only 
meet if formal decisions need to be made. 
The Management Committee (MC) is 
responsible for the day-day management 
of the project and consists of each of the 
WP leaders plus the project manager. The 
PC (MMU) will oversee the progression 
of PaCE to be on time, on budget and 
within scope with the MC. The MC will 
meet regularly (at least once every 2 
months). The MC is advised by a number 
of officers, monitoring ethics, data use and engagement. 
The Coordinating Committee (CC) is a general meeting of all project persons. This will be where 
decisions concerning the project research will usually be made, aiming for consensus. Issues and problems 
noticed by the MC might be raised here for solutions. If the CC cannot come to an decision that is close to 
unanimous then the PB may have a formal vote on important issues.  
The PC will monitor and report on the progress of the project and on its conformity to the project plan, and 
will represent it to external organisations. The PC is the primary contact with the European Commission and 
will assist when necessary with WP tasks and activities supporting WP leaders and ensure that 
communication is as effective and efficient as possible. The MC is responsible for maintaining technical 
specifications and that technical aspects and project results remain within the scope of the relevant WP and 
its tasks. As coordinator, MMU will oversee the coordination and supervision of all legal and contractual 
aspects including preparation and updating of the Consortium Agreement, monitoring the budget and 
expenditures, quality control and submission of deliverables, progress reports, financial statements to the 
European Commission, and distribution of EC financial contributions to the partners. MMU has extensive 
experience in the management of large and financially complex projects and has a dedicated finance 
management team as well as all other necessary tangible and intangible resources for the running of the 
project. The MMU team includes Professor Bruce Edmonds who has extensive experience running large 
research projects and it also includes a PRINCE2 (Practitioner) trained Post Doc and other staff with 
expertise in accounting, administration, operations management, and regulation and legal frameworks.  
Figure 5 shows the management structure. 
Each of the PaCE project partners will nominate a senior management person to represent them on the 
Management Committee, that person being responsible for the overall project participation of the partner. 
The chairperson of the Committee will be the Project Coordinator, and the nominated persons will form the 
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voting membership. The CC is the main decision-making body and final word responsible for all top-level 
project decisions and in the unlikely event of a conflict, resolution of any disagreements. The steering 
committee will authorise amendments to the work plan to meet all objectives in agreement with the EC; all 
amendments to the contract; all budgetary issues; the acceptance of new partners and the unlikely exclusion 
of partners; the amendment of the Consortium Agreement; and solving any formal conflicts and disputes 
between the partners. Decision-making is based on EU DESCA recommendations5. All partners accept to 
abide by its decisions as ratified by 2/3 of votes.  
Work package and task leaders. Work package are broken down into tasks, and both WP and tasks have 
named leaders. In PaCE, a senior partner leads each WP and they are responsible for the timely delivery of 
the WP and for managing and coordinating different sub-tasks within the WP, and that the results are shared, 
coordinated, and acted upon in the context of the project’s overall objectives. Each WP leader is responsible 
for ensuring each WP is delivered within scope, on time and on budget, and each will be required to maintain 
a log during the implementation of their WP and to deliver a monthly progress report to the project 
coordinator. The WPs themselves are broken down into tasks; each with a task leader as identified in the task 
descriptions, assigned to ensure smooth progress and completion of the task and associated deliverables. 
Task leaders are responsible for coordination, progress, and output of their task. Their coordination work is 
not subject to any additional administrative or reporting burden but instead they act as team leaders for all 
individuals from different partners involved in a specific task. 

Individual Responsibilities 
The Project Manager (PM) has responsibility for day-day management of the project. He is responsible to 
the PB but directed by the PC. The PM will 
• Organize, manage and monitor all phases of PaCE ensuring the quality and completion of deliverables 

and milestones as planned, on budget and on time. 
• Organise and drive administration and communication with stakeholders. 
• Monitor and encourage dissemination, capacity building and routes to impact. 
• Manage project closure and seek to ensure delivery of any end of project reports necessary. 
• Monitor the project for any emergent issues or risks bringing them to the attention of the CC. 
• Ensure that PaCE progresses on timem on budget, within scope and quality expectations. 
All Project Members should accept and adhere to the project principles (above). In addition, they should: 
• Carry out research activities according to project plan in line with its constraints and to the highest 

academic and ethical standards. 
• Seek to work cooperatively with other project members, helping, consulting and asking advice where 

possible and appropriate. High standards of civility are expected between members at all times. 
• Report progress and issues (including grievances) as is deemed necessary. 
• Participate in the management and coordination of activities as required and as necessary. 
• Regularly report on research progress at project meetings. 
• Produce deliverables and reports as specified in the proposal. 
Other roles in the project include: 
• The ethics office (from TRI) who will have a continual responsibility to monitoring compliance with the 

ESLI plan (see section 5.1). 
• The data protection officer (from CF) who will be responsible for ensuring the highest standards of data 

protection in compliance with the GDPR and the principles listed in section 5.1. 
• The engament officer (from DS) who will be responisble for ensuring the widest democratic input and 

engament in all stages of the project, but including the planning stages (i.e. not just the dissemination). 

                                                        
 
5 DESCA (Development of a Simplified Consortium Agreement) is a comprehensive Model Consortium Agreement, 
which offers a reliable frame of reference for project consortia. DESCA enjoys broad support within the FP community. 
http://www.desca-2020.eu/about-desca/what-is-desca/  
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• The exploitation manager, who will ensure that any IP or tools resulting from the project are made freely 
available and that others are encouraged to use and exploit these. 

All Senior Members have additional responsibilities to oversee and help all early stage researchers, 
addressing any difficulties or issues that arise as soon as possible, taking care to give them advice and 
opportunities so as to facilitate the development of their skills, knowledge, confidence and careers. 

Internal Communication and Meetings 
Good, high-bandwidth communication is essential to gaining the greatest value from the project and ensure 
the highest quality research outcomes. PaCE will achieve this in the following ways: 
• PaCE will encourage face-face meetings and time spent together for communicating and discussing 

research results and encouraging creative collaborations. There will be project meetings every six 
months in total six meetings for the duration of PaCE. These will focus on research results, with formal 
business done online where possible. If necessary, additional meetings will arranged to address specific 
unforeseen issues that may arise during the project. The first project meeting will consist of mutual 
training, with each team presenting lectures about their own field and techniques to kick-start mutual 
interest and communication. 
The project meetings at weeks 6, 18 and 32 will be open as workshops to other interested parties. 
Wherever possible these will be co-located with a relevant international conference. MB meetings will 
be held when decisions that cannot be done at CC level are needed, or when the CC cannot converge on 
a consensus. 

• PaCE will create a Pinterest board for the rapid sharing of interesting news, results, papers, comments 
and events between project members (and indeed the wider public). 

• PaCE will create a Your Priorities Forum for the raising of any issues off-line and their cumulative 
discussion. This is an additional part of the communication strategy and not part of the core, as we only 
expect this to become effective as we learn how to improve this kind of discussion board. Whilst it might 
seem a neat, recursive idea to rely on decision on the platform we are studying, the effectiveness of 
communication within the project is too important to trust to a cutting-edge developing system. 

• PaCE will create additional channels of communication for ethical, data protection and risk monitoring 
will identify risks and strategies for mitigation. An issue and risk register will be created and monthly 
report will highlight issues as well as main acheivements. 

   
External advisory board. The External Advisory Board will be a partner-nominated group of six to eight 
people from external senior government and high-profile stakeholder organisations who will assist in 
reviewing the project’s development and progress as a whole, and wherever possible contribute to PaCE´s 
success, integration, and continuation on an international scale. The advisory board will meet twice a year or 
as needed, and will have a strong role in ensuring the quality of the project and its integration with other 
international curricular and educational initiatives. The project has handpicked the members of the advisory 
board to add value and to disseminate the results of the project via members’ extended networks. These 
individuals will be asked when the proposal is accepted in order not to waste people’s time unnecessarily.  

Overall Project Administration, Implementation, and Data Management 
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The formal structures and procedures for governance of 
the project are negotiated between the partners and 
specified in the Consortium Agreement (CA) to be signed 
within 30 days of project start, a draft of which has already 
been approved by the partners. Details concerning access 
rights and dissemination and use of project results are 
defined in the CA, as are the responsibilities and rights of 
partners and the decision-making processes of the 
consortium. Relevant reports and deliverables will be 
reviewed for quality and content through the workings of 
the WGs, Steering Committee, and the External Advisory 
Board, and will be discussed and final approval given 
before onward adoption or submission to the European 
Commission. Final decisions of the Steering Committee 
are binding for the project. Experience shows that the most 
effective way of managing a large collaborative project is 
with constant, clear, and open communication amongst 
partners, and to have frequent physical meetings (at least 
twice a year). PaCE will hold Committee meetings at least 
twice per year (or as necessary) to coincide with major 
project events such as contractual reviews, and major 
milestones or deliverables. The two main “plenaries” per 
year will provide a forum for the discussion of 
management and task issues, technical discussions, and for 
continuing communication and coordination among 
partners. These meetings will be at rotating locations such 
that partners will have the opportunity to visit other partner 
sites and to stimulate collaboration. IP protection, 
technology transfer, and commercialisation of patented 
innovative processes and products created or supported by 
the project will be under the remit of an Exploitation 
Manager IPR issues will be detailed in the CA and a 
special IPR section will be developed on the platform, 
summing up the efforts and accomplishments of EU IPR 
managers and the EC. By carefully recording all collected 
data and results, researchers will have opportunity to share 
them with other consortium partners in order to analyse, 
discuss, and elaborate common interpretations/plans for 
further actions. When collected, verified, and properly 
interpreted, results will form complementary sets allowing 
novel insights into the nature of emerging disruptive 
technologies. Not all research data and outputs will be 
shared or made accessible to the public, as limited by data 
protection and privacy requirements, and any issues surrounding fair use and commercially sensitive 
material. A centralised internal knowledge management and data repository system will be established and 
maintained by partner XYZ. and each partner will be responsible for archiving task data and all other results 
and making them accessible to other partners in the project on the restricted part of the online platform. 
PaCE will keep regular backups on secured external devices and/or network servers. It is also important to 
keep an accurate record of dataset changes, variables, characteristics, software versioning. In well-defined 
cases that data will be made accessible to third parties in agreement with the partner who was creating them, 
and every effort will be made to allow open access of all results as possible to the wider EU research and 
PSO communities. 

Data Management Plan 
PaCE	follows	the	European	Commission	
guidelines	on	FAIR	data	management	in	
Horizon	2020,	and	will	create	a	data	
management	plan	(DKMP)	that	will	
ensure	that	research	data	can	be	found,	
accessed,	that	is	interoperable	and	
reusable.	The	DKMP	will	include	
information	on	the	handling	of	research	
data	during	and	after	the	end	of	the	
project,	and	will	describe	how	we	will	
collect,	generate,	and	process	data.	The	
DKMP	will	describe	methodologies	and	
standards	applying,	security	and	
encryption	requirements	and	best	
practices	for	both	data	and	
communications,	and	whether	data	will	be	
shared	or	made	open	access,	and	how	it	
will	be	curated	and	preserved,	including	
its	availability	up	to	five	years	after	
project	end.	The	DKMP	will	be	updated	
over	the	course	of	the	project	to	
accommodate	new	methods	and	
categories	of	results,	and	changes	in	
consortium	and	EU	policies	and	
regulations.	The	DKMP	will	be	reviewed	
and	updated	at	six	monthly	intervals	or	as	
required.	Research	generated	will	be	
archived	and	except	when	there	are	issues	
of	confidentiality,	made	available	on	to	
the	EU	community.	The	project	will	create	
and	maintain	an	Open	Access	Portal	
allowing	access	to	all	published	outputs.	
Where	IP	conditions	allow,	project	data	
will	be	additionally	made	publicly	
available	through	national	and	EU	data	
servers.	Above	all	the	partnership	will	
strive	to	ensure	that	that	all	data	is	
secure,	discoverable,	interoperable,	
accessible,	and	usable	beyond	the	original	
purpose	for	which	it	was	intended.	
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List of milestones 
No.	 Milestone	name	 WP	 Date		 Means	of	Verification	
1 Historical and comparitive analysis  1 M12 Report 
2 Prototype simulation 1 M17 Report 
3 Testing machine learning techniques 3 M18 Report 
4 Theoretical model of causes of populism 4 M22 Report 
5 Creation of PEDR 5 M17 Report 
6 ELSI guidance on policy engagement 6 M13 Report 
7 EU interrrim review 7 M18 Report 

Critical risks for implementation 
A full risk assessment will be drawn up by the PC, agreed by the CC by the end of M1, and thereafter 
reviewed annually. The project manager will be in overall charge of monitoring risks, but will delegate 
specific monitoring tasks to individuals and especially WP leaders as agreed by the CC and included in the 
full assessment. PaCE will maintain a risk register. A summary of the principle risks envisaged at this stage 
is shown in the table below. 
Description	of	risk		 Prob.	 WP	 Mitigation	measures	
Poor scoping  of 
project  

Low  PaCE requires all partner to participate in scoping the 
project and to validate and verify all actions, deliverables 
and expected outputs. Unforeseen problems will be logged 
in the risk register and brought to the attention to the PM 
and CC. In all cases, the first response will be address the 
problem by the concerted efforts of all partners. 

Complexity of PaCE Low  PaCE does not have a high level of complexity. 
Nevertheless, monthly reports and the risk and issue 
registers will highlight critical paths and good project 
management will mitigate complexity as a threat to PaCE 

Loss of key partner Low  PaCE	has	defined	the	precise	role	of	each	partner.		
Resource	allocation	and	work	breakdown	structure	has	
been	established	and	full	commitment	to	PaCE	has	been	
obtained	from	all	partners.	Should	a	partner	need	to	
leave	the	consortium,	the	management	board	will	make	
every	effort	to	replace	that	partner	or	distribute	the	
work	to	other	partners. 

Legal controversy Low  The	project	has	obtained	agreement	on	the	usage	of	
individual	technologies	and	knowledge	and	the	details	
and	processes	for	conflict	resolution	will	be	included	in	
the	Consortium	Agreement. 

Lack of common 
objective 

Low  The	consortium	has	been	careful	to	reach	a	common	
understanding	of	project	objectives	during	the	
preparation	of	the	proposal,	requiring	the	active	
involvement	of	all	in	proposal	preparation.	All	partners	
have	clear	and	common	understandings	of	project	goals,	
WPs,	and	tasks. 

Partner conflict low 6 Mediation by PC, extra face-face meetings of PC and 
conflicting partners, ordinary management meeting, vote for 
each partner, communicate decision to all	

Respecting project 
deadlines 

Medium  This	risk	is	lessened	by	the	expertise	and	
professionalism	of	the	partners,	careful	scheduling	of	
meetings,	and	constant	communication	among	project	
partners	and	by	applying	best	practices	in	project	
management. 

Shortage of resources Low  Detailed	monitoring	during	the	project	will	minimize	
this	problem,	and	all	partners	have	extensive	experience	
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Description	of	risk		 Prob.	 WP	 Mitigation	measures	
in	budgeting	large	projects,	and	every	effort	will	be	
made	to	resolve	unexpected	resource	challenges 

Non availability or 
quality of data  

Low  PaCE	will	use	data	from	many	sources;	initial	
investigations	have	already	established	the	availability	
and	quality	of	secondary	data.	 

Interdisciplinary 
miscommunication 

medium 1-4 Mediation by PC, mutual training on fundamentals, 
discussion of open issues in CC, 
Extra face-face meetings, increased communication 

Poor knowledge 
exchange 

medium 1-3 Focus on one major information flow, additional 
visits between partners 

Models produced 
inadequate 

medium 2 Identify and repurpose models, restart models from scratch, 
get outside advice and critique 

Analyses inadequate medium 3 Refocus on one case study/data set and crucial subset of 
output measures, run additional analyses, get outside advice 
and critique, re-evaluate underlying assumptions 

Low impact of 
results 

medium 4 Re-evaluate dissemination actions, look for other 
applications of results, consider other areas for possible 
impact 

Dissemination not 
effective 

medium 5 Reformulate message and strategy, assign 
individual tasks, target high impact venues, utilise partner 
networks, take additional dissemination actions 

3.3 Consortium as a whole  
The PaCE consortium comprises a highly complementary 
group of stakeholders and expertise from across the PSO 
value, support, and user chains. The partnership includes 9 
partners from eight countries (Iceland, UK, Ireland, 
Bulgaria, Germany, Austria, Belgium and Finland). PaCE 
has handpicked the partners based on the following criteria 
(roughly in order of importance): 
5. Expertise in populism and engagement  (  

Figure	6.	A	map	of	the	consortium 



 

 
60                    PaCE 

1. Table 3)	
2. Complementary skills (in other areas (e.g. computer science and programming) necessary for the 

successful prosecution of the project (Table 3) 
3. In-depth knowledge of key case studies (Table 2 above) 
4. A diversity of cultures and countries spread over Europe (Figure 6)  
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Table	3.	Spread	and	Complementarity	of	Partners	in	the	Consortium	

Partner	 Populism	
Expertise	

Engagement	 Other	Skills	 Particular	
Case	
Studies	

Country	

MMU  Participatory 
simulation 
development 

Agent-Based Simulation, managing 
interdisciplinary projects, integrating 
qualitative and quantitative data 

N/A UK 

RVK X Citizen 
participation 
application 

Project management, qualitative 
analysis  

Pots and 
Pans 
Movement 

Iceland 

CLS X  Democratisation in post-communist 
states, comparative and historial 
analysis 

ATAKA, 
Podemos, 
Forza Italia, 
5-start 

Bulgaria 

PLU X  Empirical analytical research, with a 
focus on advanced methodology and 
research design applied to: democracy, 
political parties, interest groups, 
populism, elections, and representation 

PVV, Finns, 
FPÖ 

Austria 

TUD X  Populism and the media, narrative 
analysis 

AfD Germany 

DS X EU and local 
policy 
democracy 
labs. 

Ethical, Legal and Social impact 
assessments, policy and regulatory 
analysis, transforming research into 
innovation and sustainable impact. 

N/A Belgium 

TRI  Research 
communicatio
n and 
dissemination, 
stakeholder 
mapping. 

Research and applied ethics, 
Ethical, Legal and Social Impacts, 
Scenario and foresight methodologies, 
Policy and regulatory analysis. Data 
protection and data management Data 
analytics 

United 
Kingdom 

Ireland 

UH X  Comparative and historical analyses of 
case studies, conceptual framework 

Syriza, 
Anel, 
Fidesz, 
Jobbik, 
Podemos 

Finland 

CF  Participatory 
experiments 

Machine Learning, implementation of 
participatory platform 

N/A Iceland 

Professor Bruce Edmonds leads MMU’s, Centre for Policy Modelling, which has been on the forefront in 
developing Social Simulations and Agent Based Modelling as an innovative and powerful research method 
in the social sciences. Trilateral Research has a long and successful record of accomplishment leading and 
participating in EU research projects. Trilateral has expertise is in risk assessment, policy analysis and ethics 
and it has published extensively in those fields. The Democratic Society is a leading civil society 
organisation in promoting innovations in Democracy. The Open Society Foundation has commissioned the 
society to explore how EU governance can be opened up, and its existing work better supported. 
Anthony Zacharzewski leads the Democratic Society. The Citizens Foundation is a world leader in Digital 
Democracy and citizen engagement. Robert Bjarnason leads the foundation. Many governments who seek to 
engage civil society in public sector policy and decision-making are successfully using the foundation’s 
products today. 
Dr Takis Pappas, a former associate professor of comparative politics in the Department of Balkan, Slavic 
& Oriental Studies of the University of Macedonia, Greece, and, currently, a docent at the University of 
Helsinki, Finland.  His work attempts to bridge, such diverse areas as democracy; democratization; political 
parties; party systems; political leadership; populism; ideological framing; mass movements; radical change; 
civil was conflict resolution; and crisis politics.  
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Dr. Ruzha Smilova is a programme director at CLS (political research), as well as an Assistant professor of 
political theory at Sofia university. At CLS she has done research on quality of democracy, the weakness of 
state institutions and growth of populism in post-communist Bulgaria, on the relation media-democracy, the 
role of NGOs in consolidation of new democracies, etc. 
Reinhard Heinisch is Professor of Austrian Politics in Comparative European Perspective and Head of the 
Department of Political Science at the University of Salzburg, Austria. He is the author of Populism, Proporz 
and Pariah: Austria Turns Right (2002) as well as of numerous peer-reviewed publications.  
Sven Engesser is the Chair of Communication at Technische Universität Dresden. He is an expert on 
populism and the media, in particular populist online communication. 
The city of Reykjavik is the stage of the pots and pans revolution, a popular movement that emerged in the 
wake of Iceland’s financial meltdown in 2008. The city is renowned for begin an innovator in citizesn 
engagment and has worked closely with the Citizens Foundation to foster a dynamic relationship with civil 
society. 

3.4 Resources to be committed 

Table 3.4a:  Summary of staff effort 
	 WP1	 WP2	 WP3	 WP4	 WP5	 WP6	 WP7	 Total	

Person-	
Months	
per	

Partner	
MMU 1 24 6 4 3 2 4 44 
RVK 4 2 8 4 6 3 8 35 
CLS 22 4 8 21 4 2 1 62 
PLU 8 18 2 12 3 2 1 46 
TRI 4 0 4 14 3 10 1 36 
TUD 7 2 18 6 3 2 1 39 
DemSoc 4 2 2 6 12 2 1 29 
UH 18 2 4 6 3 2 1 36 
CF 1 1 18 1 3 3 1 28 
Total	
Person	
Months	
per	WP	 69 55 70 74 40 28 19 355 
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‘Other direct cost’ items (travel, equipment, other goods and services, large research 
infrastructure) 

DS Cost (€) Justification 
 

Travel to project 
meetings and for 

conferences 

16,250 € Project meetings: €1500 per trip, 3 trips per partner/year 
Conferences: €5000 

Travel Costs for 
Running 

Democracy Labs  

 
47 800 € 

Local democracy labs (based on 6 events): 4 800€ for 2 staff from 
DemSoc for each events (400€/person per event based on 200€ return 
travel + 100€/night accommodation).  
European democracy lab (2 days): 3 000€ travel for 6 staff from 
DemSoc (500€/person based on 200€ return travel + 100€/night 
accommodation). 40 000€ travel and accommodation for 80 
participants to enable attendance (500€/person based on 200€ return 
travel + 100€/night accommodation). 

Other goods and 
services 

(subcontracting) 

 
43 600 € 

Local democracy labs (based on 6 events): 18 000€ for local partner 
support subcontracted at a flat rate incl. VAT of 3 000€ each 
(3000*6). 6 000€ for venue, refreshments, accessibility based on 1 
000€ for each event (1000*6). 600€ for materials based on 100€ for 
each event (100*6).  
European democracy lab (2 days): 7 500€ venue, equipment, lunch 
and refreshments for a 2-day event with 80 participants + 6 
facilitators (3 750€ per day); 500€ materials including banner and 
printed resources. 1000€ graphic design (subcontracted at 500€/day). 
Web and marketing: 10 000€ includes 5 000€ for developing a web 
presence + 5 000€ for marketing and materials which will be used to 
support networking and dissemination activities. 
 

Total 107 650 €  

 
MMU		 Cost	(€)	 Justification	

	
Travel to project 
meetings and for 

conferences 

16 250 € Project meetings: €1500 per trip, 3 trips per partner/year 
Conferences: €5000 

Audit Certificate  2000  € Due to being coordinator 
Gold publishing 

fees (held for whole 
project) 

20 000  € To fulfil our commitment to open access publishing, this is held on 
behalf of the whole project and will jointly be determined where to 
spend this. 

Consumables 3000  € Leaflets, cards 
Website and 

marketting 
materials 

5000 € Design and installation of project website, buying domain name, 
designing logo and portable project banners, project cards 

Subcontracting 24 000  € Design of a series of infographics to illustrate the kinds of populist 
movement and make vivid the responses to them and their risks 

Total 70 250 €  
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Section 4: Members of the PaCE consortium 
 

4.1. Participants (applicants) 
4.1.1 The Centre for Policy Modelling, Manchester Metropolitan University, UK (MMU) 
Partner full name  Manchester Metropolitan University 

Short name  MMU Country  United Kingdom  

Type  University Websites   www.mmu.ac.uk       cfpm.org 

Official logo  

  
World Leading Expertise 

Agent-based policy modelling, using and integrating qualitative and quantitative evidence, 
managing interdisciplinary projects 

Brief partner profile   

The Manchester Metropolitan University (MMU) is the largest campus-based undergraduate 
university in the UK with a total student population of more than 37,000. Although it was awarded 
university status in 1992, its roots in higher education go back over 150 years. It has a number of 
research centres and groups that have worldwide excellence, one of which is the Centre for Policy 
Modelling (CPM).  
The Centre for Policy Modelling (CPM) is a dedicated research centre, which researches all 
aspects of social simulation, including: methodology, validation techniques, software tools, and 
applications (http://cfpm.org). It uses methods from computer science to understand aspects of human 
society and applies ideas from the social sciences to computer science. The CPM has developed to 
become a world-leading centre in agent-based simulation as applied to policy issues. It has also 
managed a number of trans-disciplinary projects, which integrate a variety of kinds of evidence. 

Role in the project  

Project coordinator, responsible for the management of PaCE, ensuring EU financial and project 
reports and deliverables are correctly completed and on time (WP7). In the scientific work packages 
the role is to do the simulations based on the available evidence (WP2), then check, document, 
explore and validate these. This to be done using a variety of data sources and using the expertise 
and analyses of the other partners during the project. The simulations will be used to inform both 
the visionary It will contribute to the machine learning analysis of social media messages. 
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Relevant expertise / experience  

The MMU has particular expertise in : 
• Agent based simulation of complex socio-political cases 
• The management of transdisciplinary research projects 
• Integrating qualitative and quantitative data 
• Using agent-based simulation in conjunction with scenario analysis 
• Using agent-based simulation to inform policy risk analysis 

Relevant projects / activities / initiatives  

FIRMA: Freshwater Integrated Resource Management with Agents.  
An EU 5FP that applied agent-based simulation to policy issues concerning the management of 
water resources across 5 river basins in the EU, 2000-2003. MMU lead the modelling workpackage 
in this. Here we developed how agent-based simulation can be sensibly used for understanding 
issues of policy importance. 
CAVES: Complexity, Agents, Volatility, Evidence and Scale.  
An EU 6FP NEST project looking at how social networks enable (or otherwise) resilience to 
external shocks; 2005-2008; MMU was the coordinator. In this, we developed how to use 
qualitative, quantitative and network evidence to construted integrated simulations. 
MYPLACE: Memory, Youth, Political Legacy and Civic Engagement 
An EU 7FP project that explored how young people’s social participation is shaped by the shadows 
(past, present and future) of totalitarianism and populism in Europe. This explored the construction 
and transmission of historical memory with focus groups and around 30 inter-generational 
interviews, it measured young people’s participation using a survey delivered in 14 countries with 
18000 respondents and understanding that participation using 900 in-depth follow up interviews 
and it interpreted young people’s activism through at least 42 ethnographic case studies 
This resulted in a hugely rich and sophisticated dataset, covering young people’s attitudes and 
beliefs in relation, specifically, to far-right and populist ideologies, but in practice covering issues 
such as class, xenophobia, racism, education and trust in democratic processes and associated social 
and political exclusion. https://myplaceresearch.wordpress.com/ This data will be used as a starting 
point for the comparative and simulation analysis of attitudes towards populist parties in PaCE. 
OCOPOMO 
An EU project under ICT for Governance and Policy Modelling that aimed to open up the 
modelling process to wider participation; 2009 – 2012. This developed techniques for tracking how 
qualitative evidence could be used in policy modelling and participatory techniques for involving 
people in the modelling process. 
SCID: Social Complexity of Immigration and Diversity.  
Currently the CPM leads the 5-year, 3m GBP UK project (http://www.scid-project.org) along with the 
University of Manchester, which was funded as part of the EPSRC’s “Complexity in the Real 
World” initiative. This project brought together social scientists, agent-based modellers and 
theoretical physicists to tackle issues associated with immigration and diversity in the UK. MMU 
was the scientific lead doing the core simulation modelling and enabling the interdisciplinary 
communication; 2009-2015.  This project piloted simulation models of social influence and 
political participation under the impact of immigration. 
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Relevant publications  

Edmonds, B. & Meyer, R. (eds.)(2017) Simulating Social Complexity - a Handbook, 2nd Edition. Springer. 
This brings together the state-of the art in complex social simulation methodology. 
Pollock, G., Brock, T. and Ellison, M. (2015) ‘Populism, Ideology and Contradiction’ in H. Pilkington and G. 
Pollock (eds) Radical futures? Youth, politics and activism in contemporary Europe, Sociological Review 
Monograph Series, Oxford: Wiley Blackwell. 
This reports the results of the EU MyPlace project analysing the attitudes of young people in cities 
across Europe on politics, populist parties and participation 

Fieldhouse, E; Lessard-Phillips, L; and Edmonds, B. (2016) Cascade or echo chamber? A complex agent-
based simulation of voter turnout. Party Politics. 22(2):241-256.  DOI:10.1177/1354068815605671 
This is a recent example of a simulation that examined the impact of immigration and diversity 
upon political participation, prototyping some of the techniques that might be used in UnPop/ 
Edmonds, B. (2015) Using Qualitative Evidence to Inform the Specification of Agent-Based Models. Journal of 
Artificial Societies and Social Simulation 18(1):18 <http://jasss.soc.surrey.ac.uk/18/1/18.html>. 
This surveys the methods for integrating qualitative and quantitative evidence in agent-based 
simulation and proposes some ways forward that might be used in UnPop 

Moss, S. and Edmonds, B. (2005) Sociology and Simulation: - Statistical and Qualitative Cross-Validation, 
American Journal of Sociology, 110(4) 1095-1131. 
This presented the basic simulation approach of using micro-level evidence for the specification of 
the model and macro-level data for its validation in the context of a policy-relevant complex issue 

Key personnel CVs  

Prof. Bruce Edmonds: (male) Director of the CPM and a Professor of 
Social Simulation. He would be the coordinator of the project. His first 
degree was in Maths at Oxford, and his PhD in the Philosophy of 
Science at the University of Manchester. Crucially his research straddles 
social science, complexity science and computer science. With his 
colleagues, he has developed the CPM from its founding in 1992 into 
one of the leading research centres in agent-based social simulation in 
the world, specialising in representing complex social/technical systems. 
He publishes widely on the methodology of modelling and the 
philosophy of complexity science. He is on the editorial board of: 
Interaction Studies, the Journal of Artificial Societies and Social 

Simulation, and Complex Adaptive Systems Modelling. He is a founder member of the European 
Social Simulation Association and is active within the Complex Systems Society. As a result of 
past EU projects he is embedded within the European community of complexity researchers. Bruce 
will be the coordinator of UnPop, and lead the simulation parts of the project, especially the 

coordination of partners to inform the modelling and apply this in policy 
and scenario analysis. 
Dr. Ruth Meyer: (female) Graduated in Computer Science and Biology 
at Hamburg University, where she focussed on simulation and 
environmental informatics. She has over 10 years of experience 
modelling complex social systems during her PhD and subsequently at 
the CPM. She worked on the highly interdisciplinary CAVES and SCID 
projects, using disparate data/evidence sources to construct models 
suitable for the evaluation of policy options and consequences. She co-
edited the handbook on “Simulating Social Complexity” with Bruce 



4 

PaCE 

Edmonds for Springer in 2013 and 2017. Ruth will be the primary simulation modeller, building, 
checking, validating and analysing the simulations needed in the project. 

 
Prof. Gary Pollack is Professor of Sociology at Manchester 
Metropolitan University and is interested in populism and democracy 
(Pollock et al. 2015). He was co-initiator of the MYPLACE project 
within which he directly managed three work packages, including a 
representative sample survey of youth political attitudes and experiences 
in each of the 14 partner countries. He also managed the survey element 
of the INTAS funded project (Youth transitions and their family 
household contexts in the South Caucasus), coordinating complex 

retrospective longitudinal quantitative surveys in six locations across Georgia, Azerbaijan and 
Armenia. Gary currently is leading the H2020 European Cohort Development Project, which is 
establishing the research design for a Europe wide birth cohort survey.  Prior to that he completed 
the FP7 funded MYWeB project which established that such a survey was both feasible and 
desirable amongst policy makers, academics and practitioners.  He was a founder member and 
Deputy coordinator of the European Sociological Association Youth and Generation Research 
Network (1995-2009). His expertise is in the quantitative analysis of survey data on young people 
and their life trajectories, particularly using longitudinal techniques. He has pioneered the use of 
Multiple Sequence Analysis, which has been added to the TraMineR package. Gary will give some 
advice, especially with respect to qualitative data sources and their lessons for populism. 
 

Dr David McLean is a Senior Lecturer and MSc Programme Leader for the 
School of Computing, Mathematics and Digital Technology. He has over 60 
published conference and journal papers and a patent. His research interests 
include machine learning techniques, short text semantic similarity measures 
and clustering data containing short texts.   
Relevant publications: 

An approach for measuring semantic similarity between words using multiple information sources,Y Li, ZA 
Bandar, D McLean, IEEE Transactions on knowledge and data engineering 15 (4), 871-882, 2003 
Sentence similarity based on semantic nets and corpus statistics,Y Li, D McLean, ZA Bandar, JD O'shea, K 
Crockett, IEEE transactions on knowledge and data engineering 18 (8), 1138-1150,2006. 
On the creation of a fuzzy dataset for the evaluation of fuzzy semantic similarity measures, D Chandran, K 
Crockett, D Mclean, Fuzzy Systems (FUZZ-IEEE), 752-759, 2014 
Cluster Analysis of Twitter Data: A Review of Algorithms, N Alnajran, K Crockett, D McLean, A Latham, 9th 
International Conference on Agents and Artificial Intelligence 2, 239-249, 2017 
A conversational intelligent tutoring system to automatically predict learning styles,A Latham, K Crockett, D 
McLean, B Edmonds, Computers & Education 59 (1), 95-109,2012 
On global-local artificial neural networks for function approximation, DC Wedge, DM Ingram, DA McLean, CG 
Mingham, ZA Bandar, IEEE Trans Neural Networks, 2006 
An adaptation algorithm for an intelligent natural language tutoring system, A Latham, K Crockett, D McLean, 
Computers & Education 71, 97-110, 2014 
On constructing a fuzzy inference framework using crisp decision trees, K Crockett, Z Bandar, D McLean, J 
O’Shea, Fuzzy sets and systems 157 (21), 2809-2833,2006 
David will apply their machine learning algorithms to the analysis of social media communications 
to identify and understand the development of populist narratives and the reaction to them. 
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Dr Keeley Crocket is a Reader in Computational Intelligence in the 
School of Computing, Mathematics and Digital Technology at Manchester 
Metropolitan University in the UK. She leads the Computational 
Intelligence Lab that has established a strong international presence in its 
research into Conversational Agents, sematic similarity measures and 
machine learning techniques and Adaptive Psychological Profiling. She is 
currently a member of the IEEE Task Force on Ethical and Social 
Implications of Computational Intelligence and has a strong focus on 

ethically aligned design in the context of intelligent systems development. She has authored over 
100 peer-reviewed publications and currently the Principal Investigator (MMU) on the H2020 
funded project iBorderCtrl – Intelligent Smart Border Control. 
State-of-the art semantic similarity clustering algorithms will be utilized to analyse populist 
narratives into prototypical themes through capturing the sematic meaning and essence of these 
narratives. Relevant publications: 

Crockett KA, O'Shea J, Adel N, Crispin A, Chandran D, Carvalho J, Application of Fuzzy Semantic Similarity 
Measures to Event Detection Within Tweets, IEEE International conference on Fuzzy Systems, DOI: 
10.1109/FUZZ-IEEE.2017.8015488, 2017. 
Chandran, D. Crockett K. (2016) Fuzzy Ontologies in Semantic Similarity Measures, IEEE international 
Conference Fuzzy Systems held at IEEE WCCI 2016, pp. 4942 - 4949, DOI: 10.1109/CEC.2016.7744424. 
On the creation of a fuzzy dataset for the evaluation of fuzzy semantic similarity measures, D Chandran, K 
Crockett, D Mclean, Fuzzy Systems (FUZZ-IEEE), 752-759, 2014 
Cluster Analysis of Twitter Data: A Review of Algorithms, N Alnajran, K Crockett, D McLean, A Latham, 9th 
International Conference on Agents and Artificial Intelligence 2, 239-249, 2017 
A conversational intelligent tutoring system to automatically predict learning styles,A Latham, K Crockett, D 
McLean, B Edmonds, Computers & Education 59 (1), 95-109,2012 
An adaptation algorithm for an intelligent natural language tutoring system, A Latham, K Crockett, D McLean, 
Computers & Education 71, 97-110, 2014 
On constructing a fuzzy inference framework using crisp decision trees, K Crockett, Z Bandar, D McLean, J 
O’Shea, Fuzzy sets and systems 157 (21), 2809-2833,2006 
Keeley will apply their machine learning algorithms to the analysis of social media 
communications to identify and understand the development of populist narratives and the reaction 
to them. 
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4.1.2 The City of Reykjavik 
Partner full name  City of Reykjavik 

Short name  RVK Country  Iceland 

Type  Municipality Websites   www.reykjavik.is 

Official logo  

 
Brief partner profile   

The municipality of Reykjavik is the capital of Iceland with around 130,000 inhabitants.  It has a 
state of the art IT infrastructure, fibre optic broadband is ubiquitous, 94% of households are online 
and IT literacy in general is very high with Iceland itself ranked at number 2 on the ITU / ICT 
development index1. Reykjavik has three universities, the University of Iceland, The University of 
Reykjavik and the Iceland Academy of the Arts that together create a dynamic ecosystem of 
learning and innovation.  

World Leading Expertise 

Citizen Participation 

Relevant expertise / experience  

The so-called ‘Pots and Pans’ protests in Iceland in 2008-2009 was a peaceful populist movement 
that emerged mainly in Iceland’s capital Reykjavik without any central planning or organising 
authority and without violating the terms of procedural-equality in participation between those who 
protested and those who abstained. It was a populist uprising fuelled by anger, uncertainty, a 
collapse of trust in authority and crucially, social media. It led to a general revolt by the people 
against the established structure of power and especially those that represented and sustained that 
power perceived to be part of financial elite that had brought the country to the brink of collapse. 

Relevant projects / activities / initiatives  

Better Reykjavík is an online participatory social network. On 
Better Reykjavík, citizens can present their ideas on municipal issues 
ranging from services to operations of the City of Reykjavík. It is the 
most successful example of the use of the Your Priorities platform. It 
enables citizens to voice, debate and prioritise ideas to improve their 
city. It does so by creating open discourse between community 

members and the city council. Better Reykjavík also gives the voters a voice and direct influence on 
decision-making. It is an example of dynamic digital democracy and bridge building between 
government and citizens. Better Reykjavík is an example of a citizen engagement approach in order 
to give citizens more of a direct vote and reduce their feelings of powerlessness. 

                                                
1	http://www.itu.int/net4/ITU-D/idi/2016/		
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My Districts is a collaborative project between citizens and the City 
administration for prioritising and distributing funds for new, smaller-scale 
projects and maintenance in the districts of Reykjavík. The project begins 
in February 2017 and will continue into September 2018. Citizens can 
participate in and follow the project on the consultation forum 
www.hverfidmitt.is, on Facebook 

http://www.facebook.com/Betri.Reykjavik, on the portal Framkvæmdasjá 
http://reykjavik.is/framkvaemdir-i-reykjavik-framkvaemdasja or through their district service 
centres or district committees. The project is based on ideas on deliberative democracy, 
participatory democracy, participatory budgeting – in general promoting public participation in 
democratic discussions and decision-making beyond what is normally seen in a representative 
democracy. Experience of previous years is used to improve the process, together with expert 
services and input from other cities all over the world that have practised participatory budgeting. 
This is an example of participatory governance, giving citizens a direct voice in their governance. 

Relevant publications  

Steinþórsson R.S., Josefsson, M.Y (2017). Exploring key issues and factors of a SMART urban ecosystem in 
a small island state: Reflections related to SMART Reykjavik. 20th Uddevalla Symposium 2017.  
This looks at some of the unique context, problems and opportunities in Reykjavik 

Josefsson, M., Edmonds, B. (2016). The Creative Digital Agency. The Case for Comparative Distinctiveness. 
Conference, British Academy of Management (BAM, 2016).  
This looks at how decentralised, creative people can interact in practice but without sharing the 
same conceptual view of the world, or even the same goals. 
Josefsson, M. (2016). The Social Foundations of Sense Making. Four Case Studies. Winning Thesis 
Presentation. European Doctoral Association of Management and Business (EDAMBA).  
This developed an approach to understand the social networks and collaboration between people 
based on an in-depth analysis of data obtained through interviews. 
Josefsson, M. (2013). Interpreting the conundrum of social mechanisms. European Social Simulation 
Association (ESSA: Warsaw. 2013).  
This looks at the process of using qualitative data with a view to informing the specification of 
complex agent-based policy simulations. 

Doctoral Consortium International Conference for Information Systems (ICIS: Florida. 2012) The Creative 
Digital Agency. The Case for Comparative Distinctiveness.  
This developed an approach to understand the social networks and collaboration between people 
based on an in-depth analysis of data obtained through interviews. 

Bergmann, E. (2014). The Pots and Pans Revolution --- and Defiance Abroad. In Iceland and the International 
Financial Crisis (pp. 135–154). London: Palgrave Macmillan UK. https://doi.org/10.1057/9781137332004_8 
This documents the basic facts and story of the ‘pots and pans’ protest movement. 

Expected benefits  

The city of Reykjavik is concerned with improving its relationship with citizens and stakeholders. 
The pots and pans revolution was a populist movement based on a breach of trust between the civil 
population and government that has had an enduring impact on the political scene in Iceland. PaCE  
will help the city of Reykjavik and civil society in Iceland´s most populous region, to come to terms 
with its history and to understand better the dynamic of and between civil society and the political 
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class.  

Key personnel CVs  

Dr Magnus Yngvi Jósefsson (Male) is the Research Programme Manager for 
Reykjavik SMART city. Magnus has been involved in research projects that 
consider e-government and e-governance, new innovative models of 
participatory democracy, nature based solutions in cities, urban mobility, a 
project that studies the social and economic impact of 3D printing, data 
governance and data security and many others that involve social innovations in 
the context of ICT and urban challenges. Magnus has been involved in 

developing Reykjavik´s data governance strategy that will equip the city with the tools, methods 
and knowledge to address the challenges of government and governing the modern data and 
information society. Magnus is also research fellow at the Centre for Policy Modelling in 
Manchester, which specializes in complex systems research. The Centre is a leading global expert 
on building social simulations and agent based models. Magnus is an expert reviewer to the 
European Union's research program Horizon 2020 and has been associate editor to the International 
Conference of Information Systems – ICIS - and to the British Academy of Management - BAM -. 
Magnus holds a PhD in Business and Management and is a certified PRINCE2 practitioner. 
Magnus will be the project manager, working closely with Bruce Edmonds, the project coordinator. 
He will also assist in the interpretation of qualitative evidence concerning the “Pots and Pans” 
case study. 
Oskar J. Sandholt (male) is the Director of Service and Operations at the City of Reykjavik. He 

holds a Master’s degree in Administration as well as various other degrees. 
Oskar has extensive experience in Government Administration as manager of 
Healthcare centres, former Vice Mayor and CEO of education, culture, IT and 
development in Seltjarnarnes Municipality as well as freelance consultant on IT, 
mergers and acquisition and more. For more than 15 years Oskar has been an 
active participant in international collaboration e.g. through Eurocities, I-NEC 
and more. Oscar will be involved the analysis of the pots and pans movement in 

Iceland and some aspects of management. 

 
Unnur Margrét Arnardóttir (Female) is a project manager of democracy and 
public health projects at the office of the Mayor and Chief Executive Officer at 
the city of Reykjavík. Since 2014 she has managed Better Reykjavik (online 
consultation forum) and My District (participatory budgeting project) for the city. 
She is now participating in the development of a new democracy project for the 
city, an online platform for citizens to develop their ideas for experiments in the 
city and fund them, which is scheduled to open later this year. Unnur holds a 

master’s degree in population health from the University of Stockholm, a bachelor’s degree in 
political science from the University of Iceland and a one year diploma in European politics from 
Sciences Po Strasbourg. Unnur will be instrumental in analysing the development of citizens 
enagagement in Iceland. 
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4.1.3 The Centre for Liberal Strategies Foundation 

Partner	full	name		Foundation	“Centre	for	Liberal	Strategies”	

Short	name		 CLS	 Country		 Bulgaria	

Type		 Non-profit		 Websites			 http://cls-sofia.org/en/	

Official	logo		

	 	

World	Leading	Expertise	

Democratisation	in	post-communist	states,	EU	integration	of	Central	and	South	Eastern	Europe,	
populism,	quality	of	democratic	institutions,	protest	waves	and	security	in	the	region	and	

beyond.	

Brief	partner	profile			

CLS is an independent, non-profit public policy institute operating in public benefit since 1994. The 
CLS team combines a strong academic background with various forms of involvement in the 
political process, civil society, and governmental institutions. The CLS has a long tradition in 
conducting social research and developing evidence-based policy papers.  

In political analysis, CLS has used innovative techniques to both understand and influence the 
political process. It develops programs to study from a policy point of view various aspects of 
political and social processes, institutional changes, and security in the countries of South East and 
East Central Europe, the EU, and beyond. 

With respect to economic analysis, CLS maintains a constant focus on macroeconomic processes, 
and on various economic factors for long-term development and growth. Maintaining and 
expanding a large data set, it uses the accumulated knowledge about the regional economies to 
participate in an informed manner in public debates on different political and institutional decisions 
facing the region. 

Role	in	the	project		

CLS chief responsibility will be to identify the causes, study the causal mechanisms behind 
populisms in European democracies and develop a theoretical model of the causes of illiberal 
populism. Based on this analysis and the causal model to develop possible policy responses to 
illiberal populism. CLS will lead WP4 - causal and policy risk analysis and visionary scenarios 
development.   
The team will also provide detailed analysis of emblematic cases of populism in Italy, Bulgaria and 
CEE countries, contribute to the analysis of populist narratives and to the development and testing 
of successful counter-narratives and visionary scenarios. 
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Relevant	expertise	/	experience		

The CLS  has expertise in: 
• Analysis of causes of  political processes and phenomena related to democratisation and EU 

integration in post-communist states, the weakening of democratic institutions and practices and 
the rise of populism in Europe and beyond;  

• Developing innovative policy proposals for addressing problems of weak institutions and 
institutional practices; 

• Developing, adapting and applying innovative instruments (such as deliberative polls and other 
deliberative instruments) to enhance citizen engagement with and control over democratic 
institutions  

Relevant	projects	/	activities	/	initiatives		

Populism and Liberal Democracy in Central Eastern Europe (2007 - 2008), a joint effort of 
CLS, IVO Slovakia, Institute of Public Affairs Poland, and the Legal Studies Department of CEU) 
was a pioneering comparative study of populism in Eastern Europe, which assessed the dangers 
related to the rise of populism in Central Eastern Europe in pre− and especially in the 
post−accession period in new EU member states.  It identified the growth of democratic illiberalism 
as the major driver behind populism, predicted its corrosive effects on liberal democratic 
institutions, and provided a set of policy recommendations to address the identified problems.  

This project allowed CLS to strengthen its expertise on populism in the region and beyond   and 
produced a valuable contribution to the study of the causes and consequences of populism in post-
transition countries, which will also be studies within the framework of PaCE. 
European Media Policies Revisited: Valuing & Reclaiming Free and Independent Media in 
Contemporary Democratic Systems (MEDIADEM) – FP7-SSH-2009-A no. 244365  (2010 - 
2013) was a joint interdisciplinary effort of 14 partner institutions, aimed at examining the factors 
that promote or hinder policy development for media freedom and independence. It contributed to 
media policy development by advancing knowledge on how media freedom and independence can 
be safeguarded in Europe, which particular interest to state and European policy makers, civil 
society and the public at large.  

CLS team studied the problems of media independence in Bulgaria and contributed to multiple 
publications of the consortium, identifying the hybridization of the media and the political spheres 
as a major problem for effective media regulation.  

Our work also identified the hybridization of the two spheres as a leading cause for the rise of 
populist players, undermining the democratic process and the quality of political representation in 
European democratic systems. Further studying the causes and the effects of the hybridization of 
the two spheres on populism is among the major objectives of PaCE. 

Think Tanks at a Crossroad: Shifting Paradigms and Policy Dilemmas (2013 - 2015) was a 
project of CLS which studied think tanks in 6 counties (Bulgaria, Poland, Slovakia, Greece and 
Spain, and the special case of TTs in Brussels ) to answer the question whether in times of crisis 
they remain agents of policy innovation, or rather, become guardians of the status quo, incapable of 
answering the challenges of the global financial crisis, the rise of populism, and the redefinition of 
the role of traditional party systems and structures of representative democracy. The comparative 
and the policy reports concluded that think tanks have not outlived their usefulness: their role and 
relevance should be assessed in terms of their interaction with their specific environment, and on 
the basis of their capacity to compensate for deficiencies and weaknesses of the major bodies of 
power and the intellectual authorities in liberal democracy.  
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The results of this project are a valuable input for one of the goals of PaCE - developing innovative 
tools and workable mechanisms for increasing civic engagement with institutions, including via 
mediation of think tanks and other CSOs.  
Lessons from Protest Waves in Europe: Movements, NGOs and Political Mobilization (2015-
2016) studied the waves of protests in the context of low levels of democratic trust in 6 countries – 
both established democracies and in countries in transition – Bulgaria, Greece, Hungary, Russia, 
Spain and Turkey. And asked whether the protests had greater potential for civic activism and 
public participation, or were, rather, a negative reaction to the inefficiency of the current state of 
democratic government.  
The study concluded that in the context of ever lower confidence in the political bodies of liberal 
democracy, protests have created forms of civic activism, which have survived them, but most of 
these suffer from the same maladies as the more traditional political and civic structures.  

Relevant for the research of PaCE is the conclusion that as a result of the protests, more and more 
populist politicians started crusading against civil society and undermined further civic activism.  

 
10 years Bulgaria in the EU. In 2017 the Bulgarian Bureau of European Commission 
commissioned CLS to write a Report 10 years Bulgaria in the EU, covering the political, economic, 
social, foreign affairs, cultural, and other aspects of Bulgaria's EU membership 
https://ec.europa.eu/bulgaria/sites/bulgaria/files/ec_doklad.pdf 
 CLS team evaluated the positive, but also some negative aspects of Bulgaria's EU membership, 
which had given rise to some Eurosceptic feelings even among the most EU enthusiast citizens of 
the EU and were indeed instrumentalised by populists.  
This work allowed us to identify deficits in the work of institutions both at the national and the 
Union level, deficits which may and often do trigger populist reaction. Further studying these 
deficits and identifying adequate policy responses to them will be one of CLS primary objectives at 
PaCE. 

Relevant	publications		

 
1.Smilov, Daniel and Ivan Krastev (2008) “The rise of populism in Eastern Europe: Policy Paper”, 
in Populist Politics and Liberal Democracy in Central and Eastern Europe, Grigorij Mesežnikov, 
Oľga Gyárfášová and Daniel Smilov (editors), Institute for Public Affairs (IVO), Bratislava, ISBN 
80−89345−06−9, available at http://www.isp.org.pl/files/7832124490738466001218629576.pdf. 
 
This is a pioneering comparative study of populism in Eastern Europe, which identified the growth 
of democratic illiberalism as the major driver behind populism, predicted its corrosive effects on 
liberal democratic institutions, and provided a set of policy recommendations to address the 
identified problems. 
Smilova R., Smilov D. and Ganev G. (2012) “Democracy and the Media in Bulgaria: Who Represents the 
People?” in Understanding Media Policies. A European Perspective, ed. by Evangelia Psychogiopoulou, 
Palgrave MacMillan, 37-53.  
This explained the rise of populism in Bulgaria with the fragmentation and the de-ideologisation of 
the Bulgarian party system, which led to the emergence of the media-party hybrid - populist parties 
started mimicking the media in an effort to attract popular votes. The emergence of party-media 
hybrids as a way to solve problems of democratic representations is the starting point of analysis of 
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the causes of populism due to the crisis of representation.  
Smilova R., and Smilov D. (2015)  “Informal Politics and Formal Media Structures” in Media and Politics in 
New Democracies. Europe in a Comparative Perspective, ed. by Jan Zielonka, Oxford University Press, 197-
213. 
This analyses how the hybridization between media and politics render existing formal rules 
inadequate and helps the spread of new informal practices, making traditional forms of political 
representation ever more obsolete. The chapter argues that these are not just defects or omissions 
of legal regulatory regimes of specific countries: rather, these are the circumstances of 
contemporary democratic politics, providing a fertile ground for the growth of populism.  

Krastev, Ivan. (2017) After Europe. University of Pennsylvania Press.  
The book discusses the drivers behind EU’s threat of disintegration - the  rise of right-wing 
populism as a response to the “moral panic” of the refugee crisis and to the deep popular mistrust 
of what are perceived as disloyal meritocratic elites. 

Smilov, Daniel. (2017) “Democratic Innovation and the Politics of Fear: Lessons from Eastern Europe”, in The 
Governance Report 2017: Democracy, Innovations, Participation. Legitimacy, Indicators. Oxford University 
Press, 25-42. 
This surveys several innovations that have attempted to adapt the democratic institutions to the 
circumstance of declining trust in them  - such as regular mass protests, which altogether bypass 
them, or expert party and party-media hybrid, which try to exploit trust in other institution to 
compensate for popular trust deficits. It is argued that the failure of such and other instruments to 
strengthen liberal-democratic institutions points to the need of a more realistic assumptions about 
the role of the citizens, less amenable to abuse by populist players. 

 

Key personnel CVs 

Dr. Ruzha Smilova: (female) graduated Philosophy (Sofia 
University) and Political Science MA (distinction) and PhD 
(summa cum laude) at the Central European University, and 
specialized political theory at Oxford University. She is Assistant 
Professor of political theory at Sofia University and is a 
Programme Director (political research) at the CLS. At CLS she 
has done research on post-transition politics and quality of 
democratic institutions, the relation politics–media, the role of 
media, NGO and think tanks in new democracies, and others. Her 
most recent publications include:  Civil Society in Central and 

Eastern Europe: Challenges and Opportunities. Bulgaria Country Report, ERSTE Publishing 
(2017), “Problems with Independence of Regulatory Bodies in Bulgaria: analytical report and 
policy report” (in Bulgarian, 2017), “Informal Politics and Formal Media Structures” in New 
Democracies. Europe in a Comparative Perspective, ed. by Jan Zielonka, Oxford University Press 
2015, 197-213, co-authored with Smilov, D.), “The Media in Bulgaria: Business Enterprises or PR 
Divisions of Business Groups?” in Media Policies Revisited, Palgrave Macmillan 2014, 175-187. 

Ruzha will be responsible for coordinating the work of WP4 “Causal, policy and futures analysis” 
and will contribute to the critical analysis of the causes of populism, to identifying the causal 
mechanisms and to developing a theoretical model of the causes of illiberal populism. She will also 
work on the cases studies of populism in Italy and Bulgaria. 
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Ivan Krastev is chairman of the Centre for Liberal Strategies, 
Sofia, and Permanent Fellow at the Institute for Human 
Sciences in Vienna (IWM). He is a founding board member of 
the European Council on Foreign Relations, a member of the 
advisory board of the ERSTE Foundation, a member of the 
global advisory board of Open Society Foundations, New 
York, and a member of the advisory council of the Center for 
European Policy Analysis (CEPA) and the European Cultural 
Foundation (ECF). He is also associate editor of Europe’s 

World and a member of the editorial board of the Journal of Democracy and Transit – Europäische 
Revue. From 2004 to 2006 Ivan Krastev has been the executive director of the International 
Commission on the Balkans chaired by Giuliano Amato. He was the editor-in-chief of the 
Bulgarian Edition of Foreign Policy and was a member of the Council of the International Institute 
for Strategic Studies, London (2005-2011).  He has held fellowships at St. Antony’s 
College  (Oxford); the Woodrow Wilson Center for International Scholars (Washington, D.C.); the 
Collegium Budapest; the Wissenschaftskolleg (Berlin); the Institute of Federalism at the University 
of Fribourg (Switzerland); and the Remarque Institute at New York University. 
Author, most recently, of After Europe (2017), Democracy Disrupted: The Politics of Global 
Protest (2014), In Mistrust We Trust: Can Democracy Survive When We Don’t Trust Our Leaders? 
(2013), and others.  

IVAN will be advising the PaCE team on the conceptual analysis and the causes of populism. He 
will also contribute to PaCE work on developing visionary scenarios successful counter-narratives 
to populism.  

Daniel Smilov is a comparative constitutional lawyer and 
political scientist. He is Programme Director at the Centre for 
Liberal Strategies, Sofia, Recurrent Visiting Professor of 
Comparative Constitutional Law at the Central European 
University, Budapest, and Associate Professor of Political 
Science at University of Sofia. He holds doctorates from the 
University of Oxford (DPhil, 2003) and the Central European 
University, Budapest (SJD, 1999, summa cum laude). Dr. 

Smilov is co-author (with Martin Tisne) of From the Ground Up: Assessing the Record of 
Anticorruption Assistance in Southeast Europe, CEU Press, 2004, co-editor (with Denis Galligan) 
of Administrative Law in Central and Eastern Europe, CEU Press, 1999, co-editor (together with 
Jurij Toplak) of Political Finance and Corruption in Eastern Europe, Ashgate, 2007, and co-editor 
with Grigorij Mesežnikov and Oľga Gyárfášová of  Populist Politics and Liberal Democracy in 
Central and Eastern Europe (2008). More recently, his publications include: “The Judiciary: The 
Least Dangerous Branch?” in Michel Rosenfeld and Andras Sajo (eds.), The Oxford Handbook in 
Comparative Constitutional Law, OUP, 2012, “Populism of fear: Eastern European perspectives” in 
The Changing Faces of Populism: the systemic challenges in Europe and the US (2013), 
“Constitutionalism of Shallow Foundations” in Social and Political Foundations of Constitutions, 
Cambridge UP (2013), “Democratic Innovation and the Politics of Fear: Lessons from Eastern 
Europe”, in Governance Report 2017, OUP 2017. 

Daniel will be responsible for the case studies on Bulgarian and Italian populism, as well as for the 
study on the effects of populism in South East and East Central Europe on rule of law, 
constitutionalism and quality of democratic discourse and policies adopted.  
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4.1.4 The Paris-Lodron University 
Partner full name  Paris Lodron Universität Salzburg 

Short name  PLU Country  Austria  

Type  University Websites   https://www.uni-salzburg.at 

Official logo  

  
World Leading Expertise 

Premier Austrian Political Science department in terms of empirical analytical research, with 
a focus on advanced methodology and research design applied to: democracy, political 

parties, interest groups, populism, elections, and representation 

Brief partner profile   

With over 18.000 students and 2.800 employees in research, teaching, and administration, the Paris 
Lodron University of Salzburg (PLUS), is the largest educational institution in both the city and 
province of Salzburg, Austria.  

The Department of Political Science at the University of Salzburg understands itself as a highly 
research oriented institution focused on an empirical analytical qualitative and quantitative 
institution. Its largely international faculty recruited from top US, Canadian, and European 
universities work on issues of democracy, populism, representation, party politics, environmental 
policy, European integration and European financial polices as well as trade policy and interest 
groups. The department offers the full range of degree programs for some 300 students from the BA 
to a highly competitive PhD. The department went through a complete reorganization in starting in 
2009 and has since then attracted more than €4.5 million in European Union funding (including a 
current consolidator ERC grant/trade policy and Horizon 2020/national responses to European 
financial crisis). Its principle political faculty members consist of four chaired professors and five 
junior professors along with various post-doctoral researchers, PhD fellows, and lecturers. Faculty 
members in the department serve on the steering committee of the European elections survey and 
the editorial boards of leading international publications, they engage in consulting work for 
different government institutions (US Dept of State, UK House of Commons, Austrian govt.). The 
department is also a leading partner in the national Austrian election survey and the main survey 
platform of the Austrian statistical office. All members of the department are required to publish 
regularly in leading international peer-reviewed journals and are engaged in extensive collaborative 
international networks. 

Role in the project  

Salzburg is the project leader in WP2 and also leads tasks in WP1, WP3 and WP4 while being a 
contributing partner in other WPs. Its central role will be empirical mapping (analysing aggregate 
data  so as to compile a data archive, developing operational definitions and classification, 
operationalizing key concepts such as risks posed by populism, analysing narratives, and providing 
the foundation for simulations and scenarios), coordinating the case studies and delivering reports 
on the data analysis, empirical modelling, and narratives. 
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Relevant expertise / experience  

The PLUS has expertise in: 
• Quantitative and qualitative social science research methods. The Department of Political 

Science at the PLUS follows an empirical, analytical approach to both quantitative and 
qualitative research methods and is known for its thorough foundation in advanced research 
methods. These methods are applied in analyses of time-trend and cross-sectional data, 
manifesto and other political communication data, election and survey data, interview data, etc. 
as well as in survey design. Results of this research are regularly published in high-ranking, 
peer-reviewed academic journals. 

• Analysis of party organization and development 
• Analysis of party behavior 
• Analysis of voting behavior 
• Networking. The Department of Political Science at the PLUS has expertise in organizing and 

facilitation international cooperation, organizing workshops and conferences and 
(interdisciplinary) project work by using the ERASMUS architecture 

Relevant projects / activities / initiatives  

DEVBCEEC: Determinants of Eurosceptical Voting Behavior in CEE Countries and Party 
Responses (FP7-PEOPLE-2010-RG MC-IRG Project ID: 268340).  
URL: https://www.uni-salzburg.at/index.php?id=202283&L=1 
A project aimed at analysing quantitatively and cross-nationally the impact and success of 
Eurosceptic political parties in Central and Eastern Europe. 
ACIER – Austrian Cooperative Infrastructure for Electoral Research (Project-Partner in the 
Austrian National Election Study funded by a govt. grant (HRSM 2016).  
The project is relevant as populist attitudes and populist party behavior form an important part in 
this national election study. 

Relevant publications  

Heinisch, Reinhard; Massetti, Emanuele; Mazzoleni, Oscar (eds) Addressing the Territorial Dimension in 
Party-based Populism, in: Comparative European Politics, Vol. 17. (2019). 
This is relevant because it explains how centre-periphery narratives are created and used by 
populist actors to divide populations. Here the focus is on territory as the key concept employed by 
populists. This is a new insight but relevant for several of the cases PaCE is examining in which 
territory, soil, as well as centre-periphery notions have become important (e.g., Hungary). This 
research also scrutinizes populism not only as a national phenomenon but examines it as a sub-
national actor playing a larger role in some parts than in others (Italy, Poland, Switzerland, 
Belgium, etc.) 

Heinisch, Reinhard; Holtz-Bacha, Christina; Mazzoleni, Oscar. Political Populism: A Handbook, (Baden-
Baden: Nomos 2017). 
This is relevant because it provides a relatively comprehensive theoretical account of the causes of 
populism in general but especially with respect to Europe. This work also tests these theories and 
concepts empirically with respect to concrete cases several of which are the same as the cases to be 
examined by PaCE. This work also contains a section on risk factors and an empirical study of the 
relationship between populism and democracy. 

Fallend, Franz; Heinisch, Reinhard. Collaboration as successful strategy against right-wing populism? The 
case of the centre-right coalition in Austria, 2000–2007, in: Democratization, 23(2) 2016: 324-44. 
This relevant to PaCE because it goes to the core of what PaCE wants to ascertain, namely to 
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develop counterstrategies and possible responses. This paper looked specifically at the Austrian 
case and examined the effectiveness and conditions of such counter strategies. This is also one of 
the cases in our analysis. 
Heinisch, Reinhard; Mazzoleni, Oscar (eds). Understanding populist party organisation, (New York-Berlin: 
Palgrave 2016). 
This is the first comparative work analysing the organizational dimension of populist parties and 
addresses misperceptions and myths such as that populist parties are necessrily weakly 
institutionalized  flash parties led by charismatic individuals. In fact populist parties often have 
significant organizational development which helps them compete effectively and adapt to new 
environments. The insights of this work will serve as basis for the organizational mapping of 
populism. 

Heinisch, Reinhard. "Success in Opposition--Failure in Government: Exploring the Performance of the 
Austrian Freedom Party and other European Right-wing Populist Parties in Public Office." West European 
Politics 26.3 (2003): 91-130. 
This is a frequently cited article that points to one of the major weakness of populist parties, their 
effectiveness in opposition but relative weakness in government. Given the fact that nowadays 
populist parties are moving to the centre of politics, this work will serve as conceptual point of 
departure to examine populism’s effectiveness public office. 

 

Key personnel CVs  

Prof. Reinhard Heinisch, PhD, the leader of the University of Salzburg 
team, is Professor of Comparative Austrian politics and also chairs the 
Department of Political Science. He is a European Studies Center affiliate of 
the University of Pittsburgh, USA, where he served on the faculty from 
1994 to 2010. His main research interests are comparative populism, 
Euroscepticism, and democracy. He is the author or co-author of numerous 
publications including most recently Understanding Populist Organization: 
The West European Radical Right (Palgrave 2016), Political Populism; A 
Handbook (Nomos/Bloomsbury 2017) and Populism, Proporz and 
Pariah: Austria Turns Right (Nova Science 2002). Other publication 
appeared in West European Politics, Democratization, Comparative 

European Politics, and others. He is currently co-editor of a special issue of Comparative European 
Politics on Populism and Territory as well as contracted for a book with Routledge on the same 
subject. Other current work includes an invited article for Party Politics on populism in Eastern 
Central Europe, on populist and conservative party convergence for European Politics and Society, 
and on populist party representation for Representation - Journal of Representative Democracy.  
Heinisch has served as a consultant for government institutions, lectures regularly on European 

party politics at Renmin University in Beijing, is president of the Austrian 
Political Science Association, and Director of the National Working Group 
on Democracy of the Austrian Research Association. Heinisch is the 2017 
recipient of the Austrian National Science Prize awarded by the Austrian 
Parliament. Reinhard will be the leader of the Salzburg team and be locally 
responsible for overall project coordination and management. He will serve 
as the chief liaison to the other project partners. He will also be chiefly 
responsible for the deliverables and case analyses assigned to Salzburg. 
Jessica Fortin-Rittberger, PhD: (female) is a Professor of Comparative 
Politics at the University of Salzburg. She completed a Ph.D. in political 
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science at McGill University in 2008, after which she was awarded a post-doctoral research 
fellowship from the Fond Québécois de Recherche sur la Société et la Culture, which she held at 
the University of Lüneburg. She also held positions as visiting chair in Comparative Government at 
the University of Mannheim (2010-11) and was a Senior Researcher at GESIS - Leibniz Institute 
for the Social Sciences (2009-2013). Her main areas of research interest include political 
developments in former communist countries, political institutions and their measurement, women's 
political representation, as well as the impact of state capacity on democratization. Her work has 
appeared in Comparative Political Studies, European Journal of Political Research, 
Democratization, and West European Politics. Current research projects she has initiated deal with 
the effects of electoral systems. Jessica will serve as a consultant for the development of the 
research design, data analysis and data management for the Salzburg group. 

Zoe Lefkofridi, PhD: (female) is an Assistant Professor of Comparative 
Politics at the Dept. of Political Science at the University of Salzburg. Her 
teaching includes courses on comparative politics, the causes and 
consequences of unequal political representation, and national political 
parties' organizational and policy responses to European integration. Zoe 
Lefkofridi’s research draws on normative and positive theories of 
democracy to empirically examine political representation in Europe; her 
articles appear in European Union Politics, Electoral Studies, West 
European Politics and EPSR among others. She is also a joint Jean Monnet-
Max Weber Fellow at the Robert Schuman Center for Advanced Studies, 
European University Institute in Florence and the Dept. of Political & Social 

Sciences of the European University Institute. Previously, she was a visiting post-doctoral 
researcher at Stanford University and the GESIS-EUROLAB, as well as a research fellow at the 
Institute for European Integration Research (EIF) and the Dept. of Methods in the Social Sciences 
(MeSoS) at the University of Vienna. She conducted her doctoral studies at the Institute for 
Advanced Studies in Vienna and the University of Vienna and holds MA and BA degrees from the 
Diplomatic Academy of Vienna, the College of Europe – Bruges and the University of Athens. 
Currently, she participates in two research projects dealing with the effects of electoral systems. Zoe 
will play a lead role in research design, data management and data analysis and contribute to the 

report writing and the academic output. 
Franz Fallend, PhD: (male) is Senior Scientist in the Department of 
Political Science, where he earned both his Master's Degree (1992) and 
Doctorate (1997). His research has focused on Austrian Politics, 
Comparative Federalism and Regionalism. He has published numerous 
articles in journals like Österreichische Zeitschrift für Politikwissenschaft, 
European Journal of Political Research, Representation: The Journal of 
Representative Democracy as well as Democratization. In 1997 he co-
edited, with Professor Herbert Dachs and Elisabeth Wolfgruber, the book 
Länderpolitik: Politische Strukturen und Entscheidungsprozesse in den 
österreichischen Bundesländern. He is also the designate department faculty 
member for Civic Education and Political Lifelong Learning. Franz will 

assist with the conceptualization and analysis of qualitative research, help conceptualize the 
interviews and research the case studies. He will contribute to the academic output. 
Eric Miklin, PhD: (male) is Associate Professor of Austrian Politics in Comparative European 
Perspective in the Department of Political Science and Sociology at the University of Salzburg, 
Austria. Miklin holds a Doctorate from the University of Vienna, Austria (2008). In addition, he 
was a scholarship recipient/junior researcher at the Institute for Advanced Studies Vienna from 
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2004-2008, where he completed the post-graduate program ‘European 
Integration’. Prior to joining the University of Salzburg, Eric Miklin was 
Postdoc Fellow at the Free University Amsterdam, The Netherlands, where 
he was engaged in the integrated research project ‘Reconstituting 
Democracy in Europe (www.reconproject.eu) from 2008 to 2010. His recent 
publications and conference presentations focus on the comparative analysis 
of EU-related policy-processes in Austria and other member states and 
especially on the role of (national) parliaments and parties in this regard. 
Eric will Franz will assist with the development and analysis of qualitative 
research, help assist with the comparative work on the case studies and link 
findings to simulations and risk analysis. He will contribute to the academic 

output. 

Fabian Habersack, MA: (male) is a PhD fellow in the area of comparative 
populism and democracy at the Department of Political Science at the 
University of Salzburg since October 2017. He completed his bachelor's 
degree in Political Science at the University of Salzburg and at Sciences Po 
Paris. Habersack obtained a master's degree in Political Science from the 
University of Salzburg in 2017 (specialization: International Relations and 
Comparative Politics). His master's thesis “Leaders and laggards: 
Explaining ambition in the design of preferential trade agreements (PTAs)” 
addresses the effects of trade partner similarity on the design of 
international preferential trade agreements. Having studied populist parties 
and movements in his academic career, he now primarily focuses on 

comparative populism and democracy as well as party behavior and voting behavior in his doctoral 
program. Fabian will serve as an assistant to the local project leader, be involved in local project 
administration, engage in research activities, oversee student assistants, and be involved in all 
steps of the Salzburg portion of the project. 
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4.1.5 The Technical University of Dresden 
Partner full name  Technische Universität Dresden (TUD)  

Short name  TUD Country  Germany   

Type  University Websites   https://tu-dresden.de  

Official logo   

  

 

World Leading Expertise  

Populism and the media  

Brief partner profile    

The Technische Universität Dresden (TUD) is one of the leading and most dynamic universities 
in Germany and was identified by the German government as a ‘University of Excellence’. TUD 
has about 34,000 students and over 8,300 employees, 560 professors among them. As a full-
curriculum university with 14 faculties in five schools, it offers a broad variety of 129 degree 
programmes and covers a wide research spectrum. 

The TUD emphasises international cooperation, and encourages its students to participate early on 
in both teaching and research. More specifically: interdisciplinary cooperation among various fields 
is a strength of the TUD, whose researchers also benefit from collaborations with the region's 
numerous science institutions - including Fraunhofer institutes, Leibniz institutes and Max Planck 
institutes. In recognition of the TUD’s emphasis on applications in both teaching and research, 
leading companies have honoured the university with currently fourteen endowed chairs. The TUD 
prides itself for its international flavour and has partnerships with more than 70 universities 
worldwide. Furthermore, TUD is the only university in East Germany that has been granted a 
graduate school and a cluster of excellence in Germany’s excellence initiative. Currently, TUD 
ranks fifth among German universities in terms of number of Horizon 2020 projects. 

 

Role in the project   

Sven Engesser and his team will cover all aspects of populism related to the media. They will 
represent the field of communication within the consortium. Sven and his team will lead WP3 on 
narrative analysis and ICT tools. Within WP 3, they will provide definitions and operationalisations 
of populist public narratives. Subsequently, they will conduct the Heuristic Computational 
Narrative Analysis and provide the theoretical underpinnings for the Machine Learning Narrative 
Analysis. Finally, they will conduct between-subjects online experiments to test the effects of 
populist narratives and counter-narratives on attitudes. Additionally, Sven and his team will 
contribute to other Work Packages, such as the causal analysis within Work Package 4. 

 

Relevant expertise / experience   

Sven Engesser and his team have expertise in the following areas: 
• populism in the media, in particular populist online communication 
• populist public narratives 
• qualitative and quantitative content analyses of populist public messages 
• between-subjects online experiments  
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• causal analysis of populism on macro and micro level 
• case studies of populist organisations in Germany (e.g. Alternative for Germany, PEGIDA) 

Relevant projects / activities / initiatives   

2016-2018: Populist Online Communication in Europe: Self-Presentation, Media 
Representation, and Audience Reconstruction of Political Actors 
COST Project by the State Secretariat for Education, Research and Innovation (C15.0051) 

This project has been associated to COST Action IS1308 “Populist Political Communication in 
Europe” (see below) but has also been funded separately by the Swiss State Secretariat for 
Education, Research and Innovation with CHF 180,000. It has been specifically targeted at 
populist online communication and has been focused on three selected countries in Western Europe 
(France, Switzerland and UK). The project has analysed how populist actors are represented by 
journalistic online media, how populists present themselves in the Internet, and how their media 
appearances are reconstructed by online audiences. The Principal Investigators have been Sven 
Engesser and Frank Esser. This project has shed light on how populist online communication 
revolves around the “heartland” and how it forms identity groups. In this way, it prepares the 
ground for the narrative analysis.  
 
2013-2018: Populist Political Communication in Europe 
COST Action IS1308, https://www.ntnu.edu/populistcommunication 
This Action has brought together researchers to investigate populist political communication and 
its impact on democratic political life across 32 European countries. It has examined three aspects: 
First, populist political communicators and their strategies. Second, the media and populist 
discourses and frames. Third, citizen's engagement. The Action generated two special issues in 
peer-reviewed academic journals, two edited volumes (one forthcoming), and an award-winning 
video as part of the education package. Sven Engesser co-represented Switzerland in the Action’s 
Managament Committee. This project provides literature reviews from 24 countries and 
quantitative content analysis of populism in online media from 12 countries. These can be used for 
the narrative analysis and the causal analyses.  
 
2013-2017: Challenges to Democracy in the 21st Century 
National Center of Competence in Research (NCCR) by the Swiss National Science Foundation 
http://www.nccr-democracy.uzh.ch/research/module2.  
The NCCR Democracy was a multi-disciplinary research program launched in 2005 and funded by 
the Swiss National Science Foundation with 19.9 million CHF. The program examined key 
challenges to democracy. In its third research phase (2013-2017), one of its two modules was 
specifically dedicated to populism. It analyzed how politicians and the media employed populist 
ideologies and styles and how populism affected citizens’ attitudes, beliefs, and emotions. The study 
spanned across 12 countries. It included content analyses of political manifestos, social media, and 
the press, as well as historical analyses, panel surveys, and between-subjects experiments. Sven 
Engesser was a post-doctoral researcher at the NCCR. This project provides an extensive portfolio 
of theoretical considerations, datasets, and empirical findings to the consortium. 

 

Relevant publications   

[1] Engesser, S., Fawzi, N., & Larsson, A. O. (2017). Populist online communication: Introduction 
to the special issue. Information, Communication, & Society, 20(9), 1279–1292. 
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/1369118X.2017.1328525 
This piece is the introduction to the special issue on populist online communication. It establishes a 
theoretical relation between “online opportunity structures” and “populist communication logic”. 

[6]  
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It also provides a conceptual model for the analysis of populism in the media. 
[2] Engesser, S., Ernst, N., Esser, F., & Büchel, F. (2017). Populism and social media: How 
politicians spread a fragmented ideology. Information, Communication, & Society, 20(8), 1109–
1126. https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/1369118X.2016.1207697 
This paper is one of the most-cited peer-reviewed journal articles on populism and social media. It 
demonstrates how politicians build their public narratives on populist ideology and the notion of 
the “heartland”. It prepares the ground for the analysis of populist public narratives. 
[3] Müller, P., Schemer, C., Wettstein, M., Schulz, A., Wirz, D., Engesser, S., & Wirth, W. (2017). 
The polarizing impact of news coverage on populist attitudes in the public: Evidence from a panel 
study in four European democracies. Journal of Communication, 67(6), 968–992. 
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/jcom.12337/abstract 
This paper was published in the flagship journal of the field of Communication. It demonstrates 
that populism in the media predicts populist attitudes among the population and increases the 
polarization of society. It establishes the premise for analysing the effects of populist narratives.   
[4] Ernst, N., Engesser, S., Esser, F. (2017). Switzerland: Favorable conditions for growing 
populism. In T. Aalberg, F. Esser, C. Reinemann, J. Strömbäck, & C. de Vreese & (Eds.), Populist 
political communication in Europe (pp. 151-164). London: Routledge. 
https://www.routledge.com/Populist-Political-Communication-in-Europe/Aalberg-Esser-
Reinemann-Stromback-De-Vreese/p/book/9781138654792 
This piece identifies contextual factors of populism in Switzerland. The approach can be used as a 
template for other countries and prepares the ground for the causal analysis of populism.   
[5] Schielicke, A.-M. & Hoffmann, J. (2017). Attitudes driving support for PEGIDA: A 2015-16 
two-wave panel study. Czech Journal of Political Science, 24(1), 37–55. 
http://www.ceeol.com/search/article-detail?id=483530 
This piece prepares the ground for the case study in Germany. 
Key personnel CVs   

Prof. Sven Engesser (male): Chair of Communication at the Institute 
of Media and Communication at Technische Universität Dresden since 
2017. Sven received his PhD from LMU Munich in 2012. He was a 
post-doctoral researcher at the University of Zurich and the Swiss 
National Center of Competence in Research on “Challenges to 
Democracy in the 21st Century”. He also co-represented Switzerland 
in the Management Committee of the COST Action on "Populist 
Political Communication in Europe". His fields of interest include 
Populism in the Media, Internet of Things, and Climate Change 
Communcation. He published more than 20 articles in peer-reviewed 
academic journals,    
Sven Engesser is an expert on populism and the media, in particular 

populist online communication. He participated in both a COST Action and a Swiss National 
Center of Competence in Research on the topic. He also led one of the first international research 
projects specifically targeted on populist online communication. Sven co-edited a frequently read 
special issue on online populism and co-authored of one of the most-cited journal articles on 
populism and social media. He also received a Top Paper Award of the International 
Communication Association for a conference submission on populism in the media across ten 
countries in 2017.  https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=eK0M_mAAAAAJ&hl=en 

He will be the leader of WP3, leading and directing the analysis of populist and other narratives, 
including reviewing and directing the development of machine-learning tools to help in this. 
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Dr. Anna-Maria Schielicke (female): Post-doctoral research assistant at the Institute of Media and 
Communication at Technische Universität Dresden. In her research, 
she focuses on political communication, especially populism, 
narratives, polarization, attitudes towards minority groups, 
stereotyping, and hate-speech. She has more than ten years of 
experience in communication research methods. Currently she works 
in a project analysing the support for right-wing populist movements 
within a multi-wave panel study.  

Her priorities will be the theoretical underpinnings and the 
conceptualization.   

 
 
 
 

Julia Hoffmann (female): Research assistant at the Institute of Media 
and Communication at TU Dresden. She has an MA in Applied Media 
Research. Her areas of research include populism, methodological 
research as well as empirical science research. For her PhD, she 
develops numerous case-dependent applications for large-scale data 
collection in different Internet and social media environments. 
Currently she participates in a project analysing different drivers for 
support of populist movements.  

Her priorities will be the methodological and the technical 
implementation. 
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4.1.6 The Democratic Society 
Partner full name  The Democratic Society 

Short name  Demsoc Country  Belgium 

Type  AISBL (non 
profit) 

Websites   www.demsoc.org 

Official logo  

  

 
 

World Leading Expertise 

The thought and practice of democracy; participatory and deliberative processes; 
public engagement in policy making 

Brief partner profile   

The Democratic Society (Demsoc) works for more and better democracy, where people and 
institutions have the desire, opportunity and confidence to participate together. 
 
We work to create opportunities for people to become involved in the decisions that affect their 
lives and for them to have the skills to do this effectively. We support governments, parliaments and 
any organisation that wants to involve citizens in decision making to be transparent, open and 
welcoming of participation. We actively support spaces, places and processes to make this happen. 

Role in the project  

The Democratic Society are primarily responsible for the design and delivery of elements in WP5: 
Dissemination and Engagement. The team will also provide expertise to partners on the thought and 
practice of democracy, including bringing knowledge of the latest initiatives in participatory and 
deliberative democracy across the world. 

Relevant expertise / experience  

The Democratic Society has expertise in: 

• Providing sectoral and thought leadership around democracy, democratic strengthening and 
effective participation. 

• Delivering practical, empowering participatory projects, products and services that enhance 
and support collaboration between citizens and public services. 

• Advocating for new and innovative methods of participation, the culture change that 
organisations need to make this happen and the skills citizens need to become active 
participants. Also promoting a culture of openness and participation in public services. 

• Promoting an evidence-based approach that demonstrates good practice, effective use and 
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clear, strategic benefits. 

• Producing and publishing resources that support learning and effective participation. 

Relevant projects / activities / initiatives  

Open Government in the European Union 
We have researched what initiatives are happening across the EU institutions to open up this level 
of government, and how these can be better supported and linked up. Now we are working to 
launch an Open Government Network for Europe, to bring together a network of practitioners to 
discuss openness, accountability, transparency, and participation in European governance. The 
research informs our understanding of current approaches to governance and citizen participation at 
the EU level. It also creates a space to discuss the future direction of democracy in Europe. We are 
bringing together a network of policy makers, civil society and citizens and can access this network 
for project input and dissemination. 
<http://www.demsoc.org/projects/open-government-and-the-european-union/> 
  

Strengthening democracy & local governance in the Eastern Partnership Countries 
We are working with the Council of Europe on a thematic programme strengthening institutional 
frameworks for local governance for Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Georgia, Moldova and Ukraine. 
This is relevant to PaCE as it is looking at how local governments can use tools and techniques, 
which will foster active citizen participation in local decision-making processes. 
<http://www.demsoc.org/projects/eastern-partnership-countries/> 
 
Supporting civic activism in Northern Ireland 
We have been working in Northern Ireland since early 2015, creating links with the Open 
Government Network NI and mentoring organisations participating in the Civic Activism 
Programme in Northern Ireland. The organisations we mentored are trying new and innovative 
ways of engaging with communities. This is relevant to PaCE for its experience in working directly 
with civil society for exploring and developing new ways of working to involve people in making 
and shaping decisions that affect their lives <http://www.demsoc.org/projects/supporting-civic-
activism-in-northern-ireland/> 
 
Networked Democracy in Europe 
We are launching a new project to explore the different ways that people at the local level can 
influence conversations and policy making at the European level. The Democratic Society will 
design processes for people in participating localities to have a conversation about an issue that 
matters to them whilst also working with people inside European institutions to connect those 
conversations into their policy work. It is relevant to PaCE as we will be considering how 
contributions from different localities can be handled by decision makers, and how information 
about decisions is fed back to people at the local level to inform new ways of working. 
<http://www.demsoc.org/projects/networked-european-democracy/> 
 
EU Crowdsourcing 
This is a research project aiming to identify the real opportunities for citizens to engage directly in 
public decision-making using digital tools. The Democratic Society is researching how people 
would like to communicate ideas directly to the institutions of the European Union. Our insights 
from the UK will be added to those from Belgium, Finland, France, Greece, Latvia, Slovenia and 
the Netherlands, with the project being managed by our partners in Slovenia. This is relevant to 
PaCE as it explores approaches and digital tools for involving the public in decision-making, as 
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well as a database of literature to draw upon <http://www.inepa.si/eucrowd/> 
<http://www.demsoc.org/eu-crowdsourcing/> 
 
Relevant publications  

 
The Democratic Society (2017) Developing a model for Open Government in the European Union. 
Brussels: The Democratic Society. http://www.demsoc.org/wp-
content/uploads/2016/11/Developing-a-model-for-Open-Government-in-the-EU.pdf 
The world has shifted since the EU was first created. Network technologies are here to stay. 
Citizens’ expectations about their relationship with political institutions and the state are changing. 
This report considers how the EU, as a set of institutions and in the context of the democratic 
infrastructure of Europe, can strengthen and embed the process of reforming and becoming more 
open in its governance arrangements, and accelerate progress. 

D21 & The Democratic Society (2017) Achieving the best digital future for society, work and 
democracy in Europe. Brussels: European Commission. 
https://ec.europa.eu/futurium/sites/futurium/files/empowered._achieving_the_best_digital_future_fo
r_society_work_and_democracy_in_europe.pdf 
We partnered with D21 to write a paper in the context of the digital market midterm review for DG-
Connect. The paper aims to contribute to the most innovative thinking on the societal and political 
consequences of digital transformation, and to move forward the policy and societal conversation 
that this transformation requires. It includes sections on 'shaping the future of democracy' and 
‘shaping the future of work’.  
The Democratic Society (2016) Digital tools and Scotland’s participatory budgeting programme. 
Edinburgh: The Democratic Society. http://www.demsoc.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/DS-
Digital-Tools-paper.pdf 
Digital engagement tools should be used as part of a range of methods in order to ensure maximal, 
highest-quality engagement. Digital tools should be used to augment existing offline processes. This 
report explores digital engagement in the context of participatory budgeting. 
The Democratic Society (2015) Talking to the EU. Brighton & Hove: The Democratic Society. 
http://www.demsoc.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/06/Talking-to-the-EU.pdf 
We supported young people to co-create a comprehensive manifesto for youth engagement, 
presenting their ideas of how to improve communications with the European Parliament. This is 
one of many approaches we take to represent the voices of the people we work with to make 
recommendations for improving public participation and engagement. 
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Key personnel CVs  

 
Anthony Zacharzewski - President 

Anthony Zacharzewski founded the Democratic Society in 2006, and 
since 2010 he has led practical democracy projects and research from 
village councils to the European Commission. Recent and current 
project partners include the European Commission, the Open Society 
Foundations, the Scottish Government, the Serbian government, the 
Council of Europe, and the UK’s Health Foundation. He is involved 
in numerous European networks including the Club of Venice, 
SEECOM, and the World Forum for Democracy’s Democracy 

Incubator. From 1996 to 2010, he worked for the UK’s Treasury, Cabinet Office, and Department 
of Health, and led the strategy function for the city of Brighton & Hove. Anthony will provide 
international expertise and thought leadership to inform programme activities, lead development of 
the programme working closely with the coordinator (Kelly), and provide a link between key 
networks involving government and institutions, civil society and democracy practitioners. 

 

Michelle Brook – Managing Director 

Michelle oversees the development, operations and sustainability of 
Demsoc with a focus on the UK. Michelle additionally brings a strong 
interest in digital and open data, and explores how these intersect with 
democracy. She originally trained as a scientist, subsequently working 
in science policy, increasing conversations between academics and 
policy-makers, then focusing on amplifying citizens’ voices. Michelle 
will provide oversight on budget and reporting. 

 
 
Kelly McBride – European Network Manager 

Kelly leads the office of The Democratic Society in Brussels and is 
working on projects to develop participatory and deliberative 
democracy across Europe. Kelly has a decade’s experience designing 
and facilitating participatory and deliberative events and processes, 
working at all levels across governments and institutions, public 
bodies, and with communities. She brings additional experience of 
leading community and non-formal education projects, and working 

with young people. Academic interests include learning for democracy and futures education. Kelly 
will coordinate the overall programme and reporting activities for Demsoc, lead design of 
programme processes and events, and bring relevant knowledge and networks. 
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Mat Basford – Research Officer 

Mat has a strong interest in where democracy is going wrong, and 
how we can build better public engagement. At Demsoc he has 
helped research and write reports on topics including: how to 
improve online consultation in the UK; how to work more 
collaboratively with the public at local government level; what trends 
in digital technology may mean for democracy and inequality; 
assessing the strengths of the open government partnership- and how 
this approach might be applied to EU level; and how to increase 

public involvement in the activities of Combined Authorities. He has previously worked in policy 
research for Citizens Advice, as a research assistant at Cardiff University, and as a mobilisation 
assistant for a political party. Mat will lead desk research and data collection activities and provide 
ad-hoc programme support. 

 
 

Francesca Attolino – Italia Network Lead 
Francesca holds the network for Demsoc in Italy and supports 
projects in the Brussels office, including the design and delivery of 
participatory initiatives at the local level. Francesca is a political 
science graduate with a strong interest in citizen engagement and 
legitimacy. Francesca will provide support to the organisation, 
facilitation and administration of programme activities, in 
particular the local and European democracy labs. 
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4.1.7 Trilateral Research 

 
  

Partner full name  Trilateral Research  

Short name  TRI  Country  Ireland  

Type  SME  Website   www.trilateralresearch.com  

Official logo  

  

World leading expertise 

Ethical, legal and social impact assessments, policy and regulatory analysis, transforming 
research into innovation and sustainable impact. 

Brief partner profile   

Trilateral Research Ltd [TRI] specialises in research and the provision of strategic, policy and 
regulatory advice on new technologies, privacy, risk, surveillance and security issues, and effective 
stakeholder engagement strategies and exploitation. Our focus is on understanding the impacts of 
new technologies and identifying solutions that enhance innovation in an ethical manner and bring 
the greatest benefit to society, whilst ensuring responsible practices.  
We do so by using foresight methods such as scenario construction and deconstruction, weak signal 
detection and by working with a variety of stakeholders ranging from technical specialists, to policy-
makers and citizen groups. Trilateral has strong and established experience in qualitative and 
quantitative social science research methodologies. Ninety per cent of its research staff has post-
doctoral experience and professional qualifications in disciplines such as social sciences, data 
sciences, science and technology studies, and law. Trilateral is currently running about 15 different 
projects.  
Trilateral provides research, advisory and technology development services to private and public-
sector organisations. Our clients include the Information Commissioner’s Office (the UK Data 
Protection Authority), the European Network and Information Security Agency (ENISA) and other 
EC agencies and departments, the UN, the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC), the 
American Red Cross and private sector clients.  

Trilateral Research Ltd is based in Ireland and has a related entity in the UK, with which it shares 
resources and expertise. Trilateral is a multidisciplinary research services company. Its team 
collaborates across social science and technology development to bring insights from each into 
supporting data-driven innovation.  

Role in the project  

Trilateral will lead WP6 on ethics, where it will ensure that the project is conducted in an ethical 
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manner, and will provide ethical guidance to the development of the project's outputs. Trilateral will 
also lead the scenario analysis component of WP4. It will also contribute to other work packages in 
particular supporting case studies of populism and the development of usable and realistic policy 
recommendations.  Trilateral's understanding of the social impacts of technology supports the project 
in understanding the role of communications technologies in contemporary populism and the 
creation of ICT tools.  

Relevant expertise / experience  

Trilateral has expertise in:   
• Policy and regulatory analysis, including policy mapping, comparative analysis and the 

development of actionable recommendations to key policy actors. Trilateral frequently engages 
with government and the European Commission on topics relating to the regulatory impacts of 
emerging technologies, including big data.  

• Stakeholder consultation exercises. Across many of its projects, Trilateral has conducted 
stakeholder consultation exercises to understand the needs, requirements and challenges faced by 
stakeholders in topic areas including cyber security (smart transport, smart cities, smart homes, 
airports and hospitals), privacy and data protection (data protection authorities), security and 
resilience, standardisation and innovation.  

• Qualitative social science research methodologies. Trilateral researchers have developed and 
deployed rigorous applied research strategies to generate meaningful knowledge about 
organisations and institutions. Trilateral has expertise in foresight, scenario construction and 
deconstruction, database and documentary research, interviews, focus groups, survey design and 
analysis. Trilateral researchers regularly publish their research in academic journals.   

• Scenario construction and deconstruction. It first formulated the methodology in the EC-funded 
SWAMI project on ambient intelligence and has built on the methodology in other projects.  

• Network building - Trilateral has participated in and co-ordinated several co-ordination and 
support actions. Trilateral has expertise in workshop organisation and facilitation, dissemination 
and engagement activities, and accessible communication. 

• Impact assessment – Trilateral is a world leader in privacy impact assessment. It coined the term 
ethical impact assessment and has developed the methodologies for both PIA and EIAs.  It has 
conduct socio-economic impact assessments and surveillance impact assessment.   

• Data sciences in collecting, curating, processing and analysing big data and creating 
visualization tools.   

Relevant projects / activities / initiatives  

CLARITY – Champion eGovernment applications to increase trust, accountability and 
transparency in public services.  

The CLARITY project supports European Members States' take up of responsible eGovernment 
applications by mobilising a multidisciplinary network of stakeholders across the open government 
ecosystem. The project will conduct a needs assessment and gap analysis in order to understand gaps 
in the market and support the growth of innovative solutions for open government in Europe. 
Trilateral is the project coordinator and contributes to the project through expertise in social research, 
data science and stakeholder engagement and dissemination activities. The key project output is the 
CLARITY blueprint for next steps in the take-up of eGovernment applications in Europe and the 
establishment of the Open Government Marketplace – a space for the advertising, case studies and 
testimonials surrounding the implementation of eGovernment applications. In this project, we refined 
our stakeholder consultation methods, and built a network of public services, centred on 
technological developments and trends.   
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http://clarity-csa.eu/ 
SIENNA – Informed ethics for new technologies with high socio-economic and human rights 
impact.  
SIENNA is a three-and-a-half-year project (2017-2021) that focuses on ethical and human rights 
challenges posed by human genomics, human enhancement and human-machine interaction 
technologies. It will develop ethical protocols and codes for human genomics, human 
enhancement and AI & robotics. The results of the project will be informed by experts, other 
stakeholders and citizens through ethical impact assessments, consultations, workshops, public 
opinion surveys in 11 countries, and citizen panels in five countries. Trilateral Research is deputy co-
ordinator of the project and leads the following work in SIENNA: theoretical and methodological 
fundamentals, stakeholder analysis, analysis of legal and human rights requirements (human-
machine interactions), societal acceptance and awareness (human-machine interactions), 
development of a code of responsible conduct for researchers in human-machine interaction, 
obtaining buy-in for the codes from EU and international institutions, development of a methodology 
to reconcile needs of researchers and the legitimate concerns of citizens, sustainability planning, 
scientific dissemination, data management and ethical monitoring.  In this project we expanded our 
understanding of ethical issues arising from new technologies throughout society and expanding out 
range of research tools, including consultation methods.  

BYTE – The Big Data roadmap and cross-disciplinary community for addressing societal 
externalities  

The BYTE project aims to assist European science and industry in capturing the positive 
externalities and diminishing the negative externalities associated with big data in order to gain a 
greater share of the big data market by 2020. BYTE will accomplish this by leveraging the BYTE 
advisory board and additional network contacts to conduct a series of big data case studies in actual 
big data practices across a range of disciplinary and industrial sectors to gain an understanding of the 
economic, legal, social, ethical and political externalities that are in evidence. BYTE will supplement 
these case studies with a horizontal analysis that identifies how positive externalities can be 
amplified and negative externalities can be diminished. Further information about the project can 
also be found in the BYTE project fact sheet. Trilateral Research is co-ordinator of the project, 
which began in March 2014. In this project, we developed our experience in case studies design, 
economic, social, political and ethical impact assessment.  
http://byte-project.eu/  

PHAEDRA I and PHAEDRA II – Improving Practical and Helpful Cooperation Between Data 
Protection Authorities  

PHAEDRA was a two-year project, from 2013-2015. The aim of the project was to help improve 
international co-operation and co-ordination between data protection authorities (DPAs) and privacy 
commissioners around the world. Among other activities, Trilateral was involved in designing and 
conducting a survey of DPAs from around the world as well as developing close working 
relationships with these authorities. PHAEDRA II (2015-2017) builds upon the success of 
PHAEDRA, focusing upon cooperation between DPAs in the European Union during and after the 
data protection reform process. Trilateral consulted with DPAs to understand their viewpoints, and 
identified best practices in cooperation across areas such as enforcement, public communication and 
technology foresight. In these projects, we developed interview research methodologies, produced 
rigorous case studies, and developed networks of policy makers.  
http://www.phaedra-project.eu/  

SATORI – Stakeholders Acting Together On the ethical impact assessment of Research and 
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Innovation  
SATORI is a 45-month project, comprising 16 partners from 13 countries, including an 
intergovernmental organisation, the aim of which is to improve respect of ethics principles and laws 
in research and innovation, and to make sure that they are adequately adapted to the evolution of 
technologies and societal concerns. The partners will develop an ethics assessment framework based 
on thorough analysis, commonly accepted ethical principles, participatory processes and engagement 
with stakeholders, including the public, in Europe and beyond. Trilateral is serving as deputy co-
ordinator of the project, which began on 1 Jan 2014. We will follow the SATORI ethics assessment 
framework developed in this project.  
http://satoriproject.eu/  

Relevant publications  

Wessel Reijers, David Wright, Philip Brey, Karsten Weber, Rowena Rodrigues, Declan O’Sullivan and Bert 
Gordijn, “Methods for practising ethics in research and innovation: a literature review, critical analysis and 
recommendations” Science and Engineering Ethics, September 2017.  
Survey and synthesis of methods for practicing ethics in research and innovation, to be deployed in 
WP7.  

Barnard-Wills, David, "The Technology foresight activities of EU Data Protection Authorities", Technological 
Forecasting and Social Change, Vol.116, March 2017, pp.142-150.  
Analysis of how particular types of public actor are responding to technology developments 
Wright, David, “Ethical Impact Assessment”, in J. Britt Holbrook and Carl Mitcham (eds.), Ethics, Science, 
Technology and Engineering: A Global Resource, 2nd edition, Macmillan Reference, Farmington Hills, MI, USA, 
2015.  
Sets out a methodology for ethics impact assessment.  

Wright, David, et al., “Ethical dilemma scenarios and emerging technologies”, Technological Forecasting and 
Social Change, Vol. 87, September 2014, pp. 325–336.   
Sets out approaches to scenario development. 
Wadhwa, Kush., Barnard-Wills, David, & Wright, David. "The state of the art in societal impact assessment for 
security research", Science and Public Policy, 42(3) August 2014, pp.339-354.  
Sets out methodology for mapping and understanding the broad set of potential societal impacts of 
security-related research projects.  

Key personnel CVs  

David Wright (male), Trilateral founder and Director, has initiated, led 
and participated in numerous successful consortia for the European 
Commission’s Fifth, Sixth and Seventh Framework Programmes (FP5, 
FP6, FP7), Horizon 2020 and numerous tender clients. He has participated 
in four ENISA expert groups developing scenarios and assessing risks 
associated with e-health, the Internet of Things, cloud computing, and 
privacy and trust. He was a member of the European Commission’s trust-
at-risk foresight expert group and has done related research on inequality, 
security, technological innovation, cloud computing and certification and 
responsible innovation. He has published many papers in peer-reviewed 

journals and four books, including the first and only book on Privacy Impact Assessment (Springer, 
2012). He wrote the first paper on ethical impact assessment (Wright, David, “A framework for the 
ethical impact assessment of information technology”, Ethics and Information Technology, Vol. 13, 
No. 3, September 2011, pp. 199-226.).  He also wrote the first paper on surveillance impact 
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assessment (Wright, David, and Charles D. Raab, “Constructing a surveillance impact assessment”, 
Computer Law & Security Review, Vol. 28, No. 6, Dec 2012.).  David will lead Trilateral's 
contribution to PaCE and provide his expertise on scenario construction and foresight methodology, 
and to the project's policy recommendations.  

Dr Rowena Rodrigues (female), Research Manager. Her areas of expertise 
and research interests include: privacy and data protection (law, policy and 
practice), privacy certification, security and surveillance, comparative legal 
analysis, regulation of new technologies, ethics and governance of new and 
emerging technologies, and responsible research and innovation. She has 
published book chapters in publications by Springer, Routledge, Polity Press, 
and articles in journals such as Computer Law & Security Review, European 
Journal of Social Science Research, International Data Privacy Law, and the 

Journal of Contemporary European Research. At Trilateral, she contributes in various capacities to 
EU research projects, leads two projects (SATORI and PULSE) involving ethics assessment, and 
provides consultancy to the private sector. Rowena has a PhD in law from the University of 
Edinburgh. Rowena will provide her expertise on ethical research and ethical impact assessment in 
WP6 

Dr David Barnard-Wills (male), Research Manager. His research expertise 
combines social science training with knowledge of technology, specialising in 
the intersection of technology and policy (and in particular in the areas of 
security, privacy and data protection). He has conducted research for Trilateral 
on the cyber security of smart homes, privacy and security certification 
schemes, public attitudes to privacy and security, data protection policy and 
governance, privacy-by-design and societal impact assessment. He has 
published in journals including Computer Law and Security Review, Science 
and Public Policy, International Data Privacy Law, Political Studies, and Space 
and Culture, and he is the author of Surveillance and Identity: Discourse, 

Subjectivity and the State (2012). Clients and consulting work have included the European 
Commission, the JRC, and ENISA. He has a PhD in Politics from the University of Nottingham, 
where he was a member of the Centre for the Study of Social and Global Justice, as well as an MA in 
Political Science. He is a member of the Surveillance Studies Network, an Associate Member of the 
Higher Education Academy, and a regular journal reviewer. He has previously held positions as a 
Research Fellow in Informatics and Systems Engineering at Cranfield University, in Political 
Science and International Studies at the University of Birmingham, and at the Parliamentary Office 
of Science and Technology. David would be the day-to-day liaison with the project, would be 
responsible for the applied ethical guidance in WP6, and would lead case studies on the UK 

 Dr Graham Hesketh, (male), Data Scientist. He is currently working on 
deep learning for entity resolution and big data performance benchmarks. 
Previously, he has worked on several personal machine learning projects in 
which he built algorithms to classify political twitter accounts and predict 
election results. Graham has authored and co-authored peer-reviewed 
journal articles, acted as a reviewer for leading journals and presented at 
conferences across the world and has over seven years’ experience in 
computational research, applied statistics and data analytics. 
His background research involved large supercomputer simulations of 
optical phenomena including long-haul fibre optic communications, 

nonlinear optical processes and digital signal processing. He was awarded the EPSRC doctoral prize 
for research excellence in 2014. Graham holds a BSc. in Physics with Astrophysics from the 
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University of Kent, an MSc. in Quantum Field Theory from Imperial College London and a PhD in 
the Computational Physics of Optical Communications from the University of Southampton, where 
he has also conducted postdoctoral research. Graham will contribute towards WP3 work on 
narrative analysis using machine learning techniques.  
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4.1.8 University of Helsinki 
Partner full 
name  

University of Helsinki 

Short name  UH Country  Finland 

Type  University Websites   www.helsinki.fi/en 

Official logo  

    
World Leading Expertise 

Comparative and Historical Studies of Populism 

Brief partner profile  

The University of Helsinki (UH) places in the 50-100 range, elevating it to the top 0.5% of the 
world's universities (91st in both the QS World and Times Higher Education rankings, 56th in the 
Shanghai ranking and 71th in Taiwan ranking). Among the Nordic countries, UH ranks as the first 
(Times Higher Education) or second best multidisciplinary university (QS World). 

In nearly all of the most important rankings, UH is a founding member of the League of European 
Research Universities (LERU), a consortium of 23 leading multi-faculty research-intensive 
universities. Further manifestation of scientific quality and impact is more than 60 ERC grants, 
nearly 50% of ERC grants nominated to Finland. 50% of Thomson Reuters’ highly cited Finnish 
researchers are in UH. The University of Helsinki is the oldest and largest institution of academic 
education in Finland, an international scientific community of 40,000 students and researchers. UH 
has 11 faculties, several research-oriented institutes, multidisciplinary research networks and campus 
units, as well as units attending to the duties of a national authority. UHEL has an annual budget of 
750 million euros.  
UH was awarded 49 Marie Curie projects during FP7 and has so far received funding for 36 MSCA 
projects in H2020. 
The Faculty of Social Sciences at the University of Helsinki explores social and societal phenomena 
and problems in our changing world from global, European, national and local perspectives. In terms 
of both methods and themes, the Faculty is Finland’s most diverse and internationally successful 
research unit in the social sciences. 

Role in the project  

Responsible for Project’s WP1. UH will lead the conceptual, comparative and historical analysis of 
case studies. 

Relevant expertise / experience  

PI Takis Pappas is among the world leaders in the comparative study of populism (see personal 
profile).  

The UH has expertise in the study of populism, especially through Mainstreaming Populism in 
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the 21st Century (MAPO), a research consortium funded by the Academy of Finland and based on 
collaboration between media and communication studies, as well as political science and political 
theory researchers at the universities of Helsinki, Jyväskylä and Turku 
(http://blogs.helsinki.fi/populismi/) 

Relevant projects / activities / initiatives  

Takis is now finishing a book entitled Populism: A Theoretical Framework which is most relevant 
to this project on account of analytical scope, comparative method, and political and policy 
implications. 

Relevant publications 

Pappas Takis S. “The Specter Haunting Europe: Distinguishing Liberal Democracy’s Challengers,” Journal of 
Democracy 27:4, 22-36 (October), 2016 
Provides the distinction used in this project between populist, nativist, and nondemocratic parties. 

Pappas, Takis S. “Are Populist Leaders ‘Charismatic’? The Evidence from Europe,” Constellations 23:3, 378-
390 (September), 2016 
Offers a novel theory of populist charismatic leadership complete with operational criteria for telling 
charismatic from non-charismatic leaders. 

[Kriesi, Hanspeter and Takis S. Pappas (eds.), European Populism in the Shadow of the Great Recession. 
Colchester: ECPR Press, 2015 
A comparative analysis of populism across Europe based on region and impact of economic and 
political crisis to each case. Provides methodological and empirical insights to the project. 
Pappas, Takis S. “Populist Democracies: Post-Authoritarian Greece and Post-Communist Hungary,” 
Government and Opposition 49:1, 1-23, 2014  
A comparative analysis of both the emergence to power and rule of populism in two key countries for 
the analysis of the phenomenon, in which the term “democratic illiberalism” as a synonym to 
populism was first used. 

Pappas, Takis S. Populism and Crisis Politics in Greece. Basingstoke, Houndmills: Palgrave Macmillan, 
2014 
A full-blown empirical analysis of populism in a single country, Greece. This is the first country in 
postwar Europe where populism succeeded to win power (in 1981) and where this phenomenon is 
currently enjoying a resurgence in both its left and its right variances. 

Key personnel CVs  

Dr. Takis S. Pappas (PhD Yale) is a docent at the University of Helsinki, 
Finland. In the past, he was tenured professor at the University of 
Macedonia, Greece, and has held teaching and research positions at the 
European University Institute in Florence, Princeton University, Yale 
University, the University of Strasbourg, the University of Oslo, the 
Albert-Ludwigs-Universität Freiburg, the University of Luxembourg, and 
the Central European University, Budapest, Hungary. Besides comparative 
populism and liberal democratic politics, his published work extends in the 
fields of political leadership, patronage politics, parties and party systems, 
and has appeared in American Behavioral Scientist, Comparative Political 
Studies, Constellations, Government and Opposition, Journal of 
Democracy, Party Politics, Rivista Italiana di Scienza Politica, West 

European Politics, and the Oxford Research Encyclopedia, among others. He has authored Making 
Party Democracy in Greece (Macmillan 1999), The Charismatic Party: PASOK, Papandreou, Power 
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(Patakis, 2009, in Greek), Populism and Crisis Politics in Greece (Palgrave 2014), and On the 
Tightrope: National Crises and Brinkmanship in Greece from Trikoupis to Tsipras (Ikaros 2017, in 
Greek). He co-edited European Populism in the Shadow of the Great Recession (ECPR Press, 2015). 
He is currently finishing a new book under the title Populism: A Theoretical Framework 
(forthcoming 2018). 
Takis will be responsible for WP1. He will lead the conceptual, comparative and historical analysis 
of case studies. 
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4.1.9 Citizen’s Foundation 
Partner full name  Íbúar Samráðslýðræði SES (Citizen’s Foundation) 

Short name  CF Country  Iceland 

Type  NGO Websites   http:// citizens.is 

Official logo  

  
World Leading Expertise 

World leading open-source participatory platform used for citizen consultation and 
participation across Europe. A unique database of many discussions about local policy 

between citizens of many EU countries. Machine learning tools for identification and tagging 
of different kinds of argument. 

Brief partner profile   

Citizens Foundation is a social innovator non-profit foundation in Iceland lead by Robert Bjarnason 
a veteran of Internet entrepreneurship having started the first web companies in Iceland in 1993, 
centrum.is and in Denmark in 1995, centrum.dk. Those companies were the first to offer citizens 
access to the web from their homes and they produced many of Europe's first wave of commercial 
websites. 

Citizens Foundation develops cutting-edge open source technology and platforms and manages 
electronic democracy user communities including Better Reykjavik, Better Iceland, Okkar 
Kópavogur, Okkar Mosó, Better Hafnarfjordur, Better Fljótdalshérað and Better Hafnarfjarðarsveit 
in Iceland alongside projects in over over 20 countries. 

Citizens Foundation has the experience and competence in important areas needed for PaCE to 
succeed: Social entrepreneurship, AI software development, big data management, and electronic 
democracy, both in a technical and societal sense. 

Role in the project  

CF will: 
• provide access to their unique database of discussions from their participatory discussion site 
• develop, test and implement machine learning approaches to the identification, analysis and 

tagging of narratives in social media and other discussion forums. 

Relevant expertise / experience  

• The CF has expertise in programming and testing the following: 
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• Developing and deploying online participatory platforms and tools across Europe 
• Applying ML techniques to the analysis of its database of discussions as well as public texts 

from social media 
• AI techniques to enhance online participatory interaction 

Relevant projects / activities / initiatives  

Your Priorities - Iceland and 20 other countries - yrpri.org 

Your Priorities is an open source citizens’ participation application and platform that has been used 
by over 1m people in over 20 countries since 2008. Since 2014, the D-CENT project funded the 
development of its 6th technological generation where it was rebuilt from scratch as a progressive 
Web App using latest API first implementations and Web Components HTML WC3 standards. 

 
Screenshot showing Your Priorities advanced and effective debating system. 

Your Priorities already has the current version of the Active Citizen library and API integrated and 
it is being used by hundreds of thousands citizens every year. 

The Waag Society has recently set-up a local Dutch instance of Your Priorities for citizen 
participation in the Netherlands. 

Open Active Voting - Iceland and 3 other countries - citizens.is 

Open Active Voting is a participatory budgeting app with secure voting in an educational and 
playful interface. It has been in development since 2011 in close cooperation with the city of 
Reykjavik and later with the city of Kópavogur, councils in Scotland and the city of Dublin in 
Ireland. 

Open Active Voting has easy integration with Your Priorities which is used to generate ideas that 
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are then voted on in Open Active Voting. 

 
Screenshot of Open Active Voting showing the budget at the top  

Open Active Voting has already been used to allocate €18,000,000 of taxpayer money to close to 
1000 capital spending projects in Iceland since 2011. In Reykjavík the PB projects are visible in all 
neighborhoods. 

 
Ideas from citizens into real life projects through Open Active Voting and Your Priorities. 

BETTER REYKJAVÍK - ICELAND - betrireykjavik.is  
Born out of the 2008 economic and political crisis in Iceland, Better Reykjavik is a non-partisan 
citizens’ initiative. Opened one week before the local elections in Reykjavik, the platform was 
successfully used by citizens (50% of the voters participated in the online discussions) which led to 
a formal cooperation with the city of Reykjavik (from October 2011). 15 top ideas processed by the 
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city council every month and 450 million ISK early budget for participatory budgeting since 2011. 
70,000 citizens (out of 120,000 inhabitants) have used Better Reykjavík, which is an official and 
active collaboration with the City of Reykjavik.  
RAHVAKOGU (People Assembly) - ESTONIA - rahvakogu.ee 
After political scandals in Estonia in 2012, grassroots organisations were asked by the President to 
come up with ideas to improve the country’s legal framework. They decided to crowd-source this 
process using Your Priorities. Over 50,000 people took part in this process and 2000 proposals were 
submitted. The top 15 ideas were presented to the Parliament by the President of Estonia. Besides 
minor amendments in regulation, two of the ideas have been adopted as Estonian law: (1) Better 
support for small political parties and (2) 1000 citizens can now send issues to the parliament which 
must process them. The latter regulation has enabled launching a petitioning platform to collaborate 
on citizen proposals, and present these to Parliament. Within the first year  of operation, 6 citizen 
initiatives have collected the necessary amount of signatures and were presented to Parliament 
committees. 

D-CENT (FP7) - Europe - dcentproject.eu 
Citizen Foundation started as a community partner in D-CENT but became a full partner recently. 
D-CENT is a Europe-wide project to create digital tools for direct democracy and economic 
empowerment. D-CENT is an FP7 funded project focusing on traditional engagement technologies 
like Citizens Foundation Your Priorities debate and prioritization web application. Active Citizen 
APIs will integrate with Your Priorities and other D-CENT applications. Active Citizen and D-
CENT complement each other. 

Relevant publications  

Grímsson, G. (2018). Derek Lackaff, Gunnar Grímsson, Róbert Viðar Bjarnason: Better Reykjavik: 
Policycrafting from the Autonomous Grassroots Derek Lackaff, Elon University. Policy, 2016, 
2014. 

Describes how a participatory platform can be used as an effective tool for obtaining grassroots 
decision making and input. 

Lackaff, D. (2015) Escaping the Middleman Paradox: Better Reykjavik and Open Policy Innovation. Journal of 
eDemocracy. 7(2):137-161. 
Describes the ePetition website that was developed by Citizens.IS 
Iva Bojica, Giulia Marrab and Vera Naydenovac (2016) Online tools for public engagement: case studies from 
Reykjavik. ArXiv.org:1611.08981. https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.08981 
Discusses the issues and design of online participatory tools that informs the design and 
implementation of CF tools and platform 
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Key personnel CVs  

Róbert Viðar Bjarnason is an experienced 
entrepreneur with extensive experience ranging 
from video games to financial services. Robert 
started his first business (a software company) at 
the age of 12. He went on to introduce the Web to 
Iceland and Denmark and created the first ISPs and 
web production houses in Iceland and Denmark, 
later selling the Icelandic ISP to the Icelandic 
national telecom company. He went on innovating 
in the Internet games space. Creating technology 
used in award winning mobile games by leading 

industry players such as Nokia, EA, Square Enix, Eidos and Activision. Robert cofounded the non-
profit Citizens Foundation that specializes in eParticipation and eDemocracy. 

Summary of qualifications: Entrepreneurial Business Vision – Technology Vision - Leadership - 
Product Design and Marketing - Project Management – Web Business Models – Business 
Modelling - Process Design and Implementation 
Recent Work Experience: 

2008 - current Citizens Foundation – President, CEO 

The Citizens Foundation’s aim is to give the citizens of the world a voice and tools that can help 
shape the future of democracy and thereby reinforcing efficient debate in the society. 

• After the economic and political collapse in Iceland late 2008 a group of people started work on 
a software platform for advancing eParticipation and eDemocracy in Iceland and the wider 
world. The Citizens Foundation was officially founded as a non-profit organization in Iceland 
December 2010. 

2006 - 2010 Streamburst, Ltd. – President, CTO 
Streamburst provided eCommerce solutions for download sales of tv shows, movies and music. 

• Invented a unique piracy deterrent solution where instead of using inflexible anti-consumer 
locking down of downloaded media then each media file is watermarked with the name of the 
person that is purchasing the media. 

• Setup and operated the video and music download store for the popular children's television 
series LazyTown. 

2006 - 2013 DecypherMedia, Ltd. – CTO 
Producing software and offering services to the financial services industry. 

• Created the Decypher platform that is a unique content and data management automation 
platform designed specifically for financial services companies. It enables great optimization in 
delivering back office financial data automatically and in a controlled way to different user 
groups, minimizing the work needed to get complicated information to clients.  Clients of the 
platform include GLG Partners and Castle Trust, Ltd. 

• Created the Sentience Trader platform. Automatic trading strategy test and optimization 
platform, uses genetic algorithms to optimize different trading strategies.  Live trading simulator 
to test strategies on live data.  Currently focused on FX. 

•  Technology consulting to financial companies. 
2004 - 2006 Ideaworks3D – CTO 
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Ideaworks3D is a highly regarded mobile games and technology development house. 

• Led I3D's product strategy and represented the company for technology matters to clients and 
investors. 

• Led the transition from innovative startup style R&D mentality to a process driven R&D 
company, including introducing a web based project management and issue tracking system that 
merges agility, visibility and control. 

• Significant contributions to the evolving OpenKODE International Mobile Application Platform 
Standard by the Khronos Group. 

• Various awards including the 2005 BAFTA for Best Handheld Game: Colin McRae Rally 2005. 
• Official BAFTA Juror for the 2006 Video Game Technical Achievement Awards. 
2002 - 2004 Ideaworks3D – Director of Wireless Development 
I3D has innovated technology that enables connected 3D mobile games across various different 
platforms. 

• Managed all wireless technology projects across the entire product life-cycle including: 
research, client's requirements, specifications, time estimates and budgeting, managed the 
wireless software development team during production and testing. 

• Led the development of AirPlayTM - I3D's flagship proprietary technology enabling thousands 
of gamers to interact over mobile networks. This technology was licensed by Nokia, and 
currently powers part of Nokia’s global multiplayer networks, across many individual game 
titles, hundreds of operators and millions of potential players. 

• Various awards including the 2004 BAFTA award for best mobile game: Tony Hawk Pro 
Skater. 

• Airplay nominated for Mobile Entertainment Forum Award for “Best Contribution to Mobile 
Technology”. 

1997 - 2002 InOrbit Entertainment, Inc - Founder, President, CTO 
InOrbit was an innovative start-up developing a pioneering product in the booming MMOG 
market. 

• Founded the company following the sale of Centrum.is - my previous business. I personally 
backed the initial development, after which I raised VC backing of over $1M. 

• Led the development of Warp Storm, Megazoa, Agent Ruby, Meet3D and the GameToFilm 
Toolkit projects. 

• Led a team of 29 people, a mix of designers, engineers and artists. 
1993 - 1997 Centrum.is in Iceland (Miðheimar ehf) - Founder, CTO 
First ISP and web production company in Iceland. 

1995 - 1997 Centrum.dk in Denmark (Centrum Verden) - Founder, CTO 
One of two first ISP and web production companies in Denmark. 

Key Professional Achievements: 
1984 - Implemented the first News Feed in Iceland on a BBC Micro in the form of an emergency 
public closed-circuit video broadcast system for the Icelandic government. Used in a national media 
“blackout” strike in Iceland. For two weeks, this system was the only official source of news for the 
entire Icelandic population. 

1985 - Release the first video rental and later pool hall management software in Iceland. 
1990 - Became the official reseller of Smalltalk V in Iceland and provided Windows, Mac & OS/2 
multiplatform programming services for businesses and government organizations that used a 
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combinations of those platforms. 
1991 - Premier of “Wallpaper, a feature film, first of 9 films I worked on as sound designer/editor; 
this work included 7 Icelandic films, 1 Danish film and 1 Irish film. 
1993 - CoFounded Centrum.is - the first Internet Company in Iceland. 

1994 - Centrum.is produces a torrent of websites (over a hundred in total) including bjork.com, 
icelandair.com, ministryofhealth.is, parliament.is, nationalbankoficeland.is and many others. 

1995 - Centrum.is has ignited an internet craze in Iceland; the biggest challenge for the company 
became matching capacity to demand. 

1995 - Franchised Centrum.is to create Centrum.dk in Denmark, one of two first commercial ISPs 
that opened services in Denmark, still operating to this date. 

1996 - Managed the creation of a web production company for the Swedish MTG Group – later 
became one of the largest web production companies in Denmark. 

1996 - Work on Virtual Reality projects, including for OZ Virtual. 
1997 -Sold Centrum.is to the Icelandic National Telephone company with a high ROI. Iceland 
continues to be the most web savvy country in the world with the highest broadband and web 
services usage per capita. 

1998 - Implemented public Internet video streaming for the Icelandic Parliament. Produced a three 
day live web broadcast from a music festival in Icelandic – in cooperation with Real, Inc. 

1999 - Produced Meet3D - Java based multi-user educational 3D meeting system. 
1999 - Release Bang – an Open Source Java 3D based multi-user Virtual Reality system with 3D 
Internet maps. 
2000 - InOrbit Entertainment with its focus on online games and 3D cartoon television raised 
additional $1 million and opened an office in San Francisco. 
2001 - Produced agentruby.com – Featured a website and a PalmOS-based “beaming station” 
installation in the SOMA Gallery in San Francisco. 
2002 - Managed to gracefully (no creditors or employee claims) shut down the InOrbit operation 
after the dot.com financial crash 
2003 - Licensed Ideaworks3D Airplay mobile network services technology to Nokia, currently used 
in many high-end 3D mobile games. 
2004 -BAFTA Award Winner for Best Mobile Game. Airplay nominated for Mobile 
Entertainments Forum Award for “Best Contribution to Mobile Technology”. 
2004 - Co-founded the Saving Iceland environmental activist group and website 

2005 - BAFTA Award Winner for Best Handheld Game. Mobies Award Winner for Best Mobile 
Game. 

2005 - Reversed engineered the Sims AI game engine and ported to Java in a project. 
2006 - Qualcomm BREW Award Winner for Best Game Application – Nominated for GSM 
Association Best Game Awards for the Sims 2 mobile game. 

2006 - Serve as Juror for the BAFTA Video Game Technical Achievement Awards. 
2007 - Invented a new type of consumer friendly piracy deterrence solution at Streamburst, Ltd. 

2008 - After Icelandic economic collapse, started work on the Shadow Parliamentary eDemocracy 
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project. 
2009 - Launched the Shadow Parliament eDemocracy website. 

2010 - Launched the Better Reykjavik and Your Priorities eDemocracy websites.  Officially 
cofounded the Citizens Foundation in Iceland. 

2011 - Won the European eDemocracy Awards 2011 
2013 - Nominated for the United Nations World Summit Awards 2013 for Your Priorities 

2013 - Helped launch the Peoples Assembly website in Estonia 
2014 - Launching Better Neighborhoods participatory budgeting fourth year in a row 

Robert Bjarnason will manage the project from a technical perspective and work on data analysis 
and machine learning algorithms. 

Guðjón Idir, Director of Democracy Operations, 
Citizen Foundation, Iceland.  
MSc in Philosophy of Mental Disorder from 
King’s College London, MA in Philosophy and 
Psychoanalysis from the University of Essex, BA 
in Philosophy from the University of Iceland.  

Professional background 
Project Manager on social inclusion and service 
accessibility for elderly citizens at the Social 
Science Research Institute (University of Iceland) 

2011, Project Manager on immigrant services and social support at Reykjavík City Service Centre 
(Breiðholt) 2012, Specialist at the Reykjavík City Hall Human Rights Office 2013, Executive 
Director for the International Modern Media Institute (IMMI) 2014-2016, Assistant to the Pirate 
Party parliamentary group 2016, Director of Democracy Operations at the Citizen Foundation 2017.  
Other 
Worked on numerous projects concerning refugee and immigrant outreach and support, shadow 
work on an IPU resolution (Democracy in the Digital Era and the Threat to Privacy and Individual 
Freedoms), organised solidarity protests and support events for disenfranchised groups, guest edited 
New Internationalist magazine on behalf of IMMI, organised multiple events as ED for IMMI, 
Project Officer for D-CENT (FP7) on behalf of IMMI, and served in an advisory group to the 
Ministry of Industry and Innovation to implement a resolution entitled “The utilization of the 
Internet and the Protection of User Rights”. 
Gudjon Idir will coordinate and manage the data gathering aspect of the project alongside helping 
out with general project management. 
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4.2. Third parties involved in the project (including use of third party resources) 
 

Does the participant plan to subcontract certain tasks  (please note that core 
tasks of the project should not be sub-contracted) 

Y 

The MMU will subcontract €24,000 worth of work to an agency to design a series of 
infographics to go with the scenarios and responses developed by the project. Some bits of 
the engagement work by DemSoc will be subcontracted out. 

 

Does the participant envisage that part of its work is performed by linked 
third parties 

N 

 

Does the participant envisage the use of contributions in kind provided by 
third parties (Articles 11 and 12 of the General Model Grant Agreement) 

 N 

 

Does the participant envisage that part of the work is performed by 
International Partners (Article 14a of the General Model Grant 
Agreement)? 

N 
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Section 5: Ethics and Security 
5.1 Ethics 
The Populism and Civic Engagement project (PaCE), aims to combat the negative tendencies of 
populist movements, to build upon the lessons of positive examples (such as Reykjavik), and hence 
play a part in constructing a firmer democratic and institutional foundation for the citizens of 
Europe. PaCE will analyse, in detail, the type, growth and consequences of such movements in 
terms of their particular characteristics and context. From this, it will analyse the causes of these 
movements and their specific challenges to liberal democracy across Europe 

The PaCE partners project seeks to comply with the tenants of Responsible Research and 
Innovation and with national and European research ethics requirements in a manner that is 
acceptable to stakeholders. 
The project will achieve these aims by identifying ethical issues and their implications and by 
identifying “solutions” or ways to adequately address ethical risks in consultation with stakeholders.  
For the purpose of this proposal, the consortium has followed the Commission’s advice.2  

From the EC’s ethics issues table, PaCE has implications for the following issues described in the 
subsections below. 
Research involving human participants 
All research that uses human beings as research subjects must take account of established research 
ethics with human participants. PaCE anticipates involving human participants in the following 
tasks:  

• Task 4.4 Creation of Scenarios – Workshops with stakeholder participants to collectively 
develop scenarios on the future development of populism.  

• Task 5.5 Local Democracy labs – public engagement sessions to assess the public’s attitude to 
and aspirations for democracy and to identify ways of democratic involvement and to 
understand the way in which traditional and social media influence and shape political and 
social opinions 

• Task 5.6 European Democracy labs  – public engagement sessions to assess the public’s attitude 
to and aspirations for democracy and to identify ways of democratic involvement and to 
understand the way in which traditional and social media influence and shape political and 
social opinions with participants drawn from across the EU. 

• Task 6.3 Consult with stakeholders – Interviews with ethics experts and stakeholder to 
understand the ethical issues that may arise in the project. 

Participation by the public in each activity will be completely voluntary, and participants will be 
adults capable of providing meaningful consent. Participants will be provided with an information 
sheet explaining their participation, the aims of the project and the research activity, and contact 
information for the project. Participants will be given information on who will benefit from their 
participation in the research and what risk or burden they are undertaking by participating. They 
will be asked to sign a consent form before participating to document and verify the information 
they have been given. All stakeholder engagement activities (pilots, trials, workshops, etc.) will be 

                                                
2 European Commission, Guidance: How to complete your ethics self-assessment, Version 5.2, 12 July 2016. 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/h2020/grants_manual/hi/ethics/h2020_hi_ethics-self-assess_en.pdf 
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conducted using fully rational adults, which means that they will be in a position to understand their 
role in the project. 
Protection of personal data 
Does your research involve personal data collection and/or processing? 

Under the GDPR Art 4(1), ‘personal data’ means any information relating to an identified or 
identifiable natural person (‘data subject’); an identifiable natural person is one who can be 
identified, directly or indirectly, in particular by reference to an identifier such as a name, an 
identification number, location data, an online identifier or to one or more factors specific to the 
physical, physiological, genetic, mental, economic, cultural or social identity of that natural person. 
PaCE anticipates collecting and processing the following personal data: 
• PaCE will be collecting and processing a limited amount of personal data, notably from 

stakeholders whom we contact in the course of the project, especially in WP5. The personal data 
we collect will only be publicly available contact data (i.e. name, title, organisation, e-mail 
address, telephone number).  PaCE will define the categories of information collected and will 
only collect data necessary to the project. Data will be collected about political opinion and 
philosophical convictions through engagement activities, which will be stored in line with data 
security policies and not attributed to individuals in reporting. 

• PaCE envisages the collection and processing of personal data of stakeholders consulted in Task 
6.3 as well as those attending the project’s workshops and final conference (Task 5.10). The 
personal data will be confined to name, title, organisation, e-mail address and mobile number.  

• PaCE will not collect or process health, sexual lifestyle, ethnicity or religious data.  As part of 
its engagement work, it may collect data on political opinion (related to populism, nativist, and 
liberal democracy amongst other issues). PaCE has no intention or desire to attribute this 
information to named individuals, and therefore all data will be collected in an anonymized 
manner, separated from the personal data collection (above) used to manage consent from 
research participants and to allow them the exercise of their data protection rights. 

• PACE will conduct in depth interviews with 20 party activists (PAI) and 10 members of the 
leadership (PLI). Questionnaire data will be generated from person to person interviews with 
designated party officials and activist. The process proceeds in three steps: 1) submission and 
review of questionnaire by the university's institutional review-board on ethics and human 
subject research. 2) prior confirmation of informed consent. 3) complete anonymization of the 
human subjects interviewed, i.e., data are recorded and stored such that they cannot be attribute 
to an actual person. 4) a data quality management and assurance plan (outlined below). 

PaCE anticipates the further processing of previously collected personal data ("secondary use") 
including use of pre-existing data sets or sources, merging existing data sets, and sharing data with 
non-EU member states) in the following circumstances:  
• Re-analysis of data collected from the Citizens.is participatory platform will be done. These 

participants have given consent for their data to be analysed under their accepted terms of use 
for the platform and the data is already public (being on a public forum when posted). Good 
practice concerning security of this information and participants’ privacy in any publications 
will be maintained. 

• Other public data relevant to the case studies and the simulations conducted in WP2. This will 
be inventoried in Task 2.1. 

PaCE will implement the following protections for personal data.  
• PaCE will meet the requirements of the new General Data Protection Regulation EU/2016/679, 

which will be directly applicable in the Member States when it comes into force on 25 May 
2018, as well as the EU’s proposed new ePrivacy Regulation (COM(2017) 10 final).Most 
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partners already have a data protection officer, who will help ensure each organisation is indeed 
compliant.  

• PaCE partners will also adhere to relevant national legislation and regulation dealing with use of 
personal data. 

• PaCE will store personal data in encrypted and/or password-protected files. Contact data will 
not be shared with any third parties, nor will they be transferred outside the EU. PaCE will 
destroy any personal data collected once the project comes to an end. In any e-mails we send to 
our contacts, we will include a line stating that the recipient can be deleted from future mailings 
if they so wish.  

• In the instance of any interviews, focus groups or scenario workshops we conduct, and in line 
with Article 4.11 of the GDPR, we will ask interviewees to sign an informed consent form, 
which will make clear why we conduct the interviews, how we use the results, the interviewee’s 
right to review any summary or synthesis of the interview and their right to decline to 
participate or to withdraw any personal data at any time up until the data is actually published.  

• Task 7.2  “Project coordination and data management plan” will define and update the Data 
Management Plan (DMP) of the project available at M6 The DMP will outline the types of data 
collected and/or produced during the project, the procedures to elaborate and share them among 
partners and toward external stakeholders, including the public. The document will be prepared 
according to the Guidelines on Data Management in Horizon2020 addressing specifically the 
Data set, Data description, standards and meta-data, Data sharing policies, archiving and 
presentations. Data sharing policies will define which data will be accessible and visible by 
whom. The DMP will be a living document, uploaded and accessible through the collaboration 
tools set up in the project, and regularly updated by the Task Leader collecting contributions and 
suggestions by all the partners. The DMP will be enriched including the data made available 
during research activities. 

• Personal data will only be processed on the basis of consent of the data subject and all other 
participants can only process those within the frame of the Data Protection Rules. A register will 
be set up for each participant by the Data Protection Officer recording data types processed and 
individuals having access to those data. 

• The procedure of giving informed consent consists of three steps and is coordinated by the Data 
Protection Officer, who:  (a) informs the persons about the project and the type of data required, 
(b) distributes electronic copies of the project’s Data Protection Rules and answers all related 
questions, explains content of the rules as requested, (c) collects and stores signed forms of 
informed consent in a searchable format.  

• We'll consider how we will ensure this consent is genuine (adequate understanding and lack of 
factors that might entail compulsion) and who we will reach out to, referring to the risks of 
unfairly excluding some groups from participation. Some broader context might be relevant to 
this for participants weighing up the risk involved (e.g. there is some political context to the 
work). 

• We will seek consent for the recording and storing of media content such as event photographs. 
• Data storage will be secured so that data does not become accessible to unwanted third parties 

and protected against disaster and risk. In fact, it provides a data-protected/secure legal and 
technical environment in compliance with the ISO/IEC 27001:2005 standards. Appropriate 
procedures will be applied for data collection (and their usage) and the methodology that will be 
employed for collecting, using and storing various data and information.   

• After the duration of data process period expires (five years after the project’s last payment) or 
the informed consent has been revoked (the sooner applies), all personal and sensitive data has 
to be deleted from the databases of the consortium with proper software and/or hardware 
procedures rendering unauthorised restoration impossible (e.g., DiskWipe, HDDErase, KillDisk, 
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Format Command Write Zero Option etc.). In case any partner has a parallel, legal bases 
obligation to further process any kind of data, those partners will further process the data on the 
given legal basis, while all other partners shall carry out the deletion process. The detailed 
regulations on storage, process and deletion will be contained in the Data Management Plan.  

Interviews with Party leaders and activists 
As indicated above, PaCE plans to generate new data from in-depth interviews with party leaders 
and activists. 
All questionnaires along with a documentation of the research strategy and data management 
process will be submitted to an institutional ethics review board and will be approved by all PACE  
partners. 

Prior to data collection and interviews informed consent has to be obtained - individuals are 
informed in writing on two separate occasions prior to interview about: 
•   The purpose of interview 
•   The purpose of the research project 
•   The format of the interview and any arrangement  
•   The right to decline and withdraw at any time 
•   The further use and handling of the data. 
The data collected will then be anonymized and converted to electronic form and stored along with 
back-up with designated computers (and storage devices) at the PLU site under the control of 
project team leader. Back-up storage devices will remain in a locked department safe with access 
only for the PACE project leader. 

Anonymization implies that no data point or item can be attributed to a particular person (also not 
inferred by rank and function).   The only exception is if a political leader voluntarily consents to 
quote him/her on a particular point. This would be used anecdotally to illustrate a particular point. 
No non-anonymized data will be uploaded to a cloud. 

Only anonymized data will be used for processing and analysis. They will be uploaded to a shared 
server for use of the project partners. 

Planned data repositories and publicly available information will only use aggregate data that 
cannot be attributed to particular individuals (also not by rank or function). 

PLU intends using the data generated only for research purposes and for informing groups of 
stakeholders specified in the project application. PLU does not plan to use them commercially. 

The data generated by this project are proprietary and will be made available to the project partners 
and are to be used commensurate with the project application.  
Other ethical issues 
We have identified several other ethics issues above, and will address them in Task 1.6 especially. 
• Support for, or opposition to Populism can be understood as a political perspective and therefore 

something protected by Article 10 of the European Charter of Fundamental Rights – Freedom of 
thought, conscience and religion. The categorization of particular social and political 
movements as populist, nativist or illiberal may bring them impacts and consequences. This 
creates an obligation upon PaCE to by aware of these issues, their sensitivity and their political 
nature.  

• There is an obligation upon PaCE to work in a non-partisan nature.  
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Our ethics work will take into account the social responsibility principle, as explicated in the 
SATORI project (see draft Deliverable 7.2 part 1). It applies to the assessment of research and 
innovation plans and practices and encourages researchers to: 
• Anticipate and consider the potential consequences of the research and innovation project for 

society, including any plausible future uses and applications of the results of project, and take 
appropriate remedial action to address any (potentially) negative societal and environmental 
impacts if such action seems justified; 

• Consider whether and how the research or innovation activity could positively or negatively 
contribute to the interests, rights and well-being of individuals and groups, the common good or 
a just and peaceful world society; 

• Consider whether the research or innovation promotes or is compatible with sustainable 
development, and how it might promote greater environmental sustainability; 

• Acknowledge the economic and cultural value of local knowledge, pursue dialogue with local 
knowledge bearers, involve them in the research and let them share in the benefits. This applies 
to research and innovation that directly builds on other types of knowledge, specifically local or 
traditional knowledge, and the skills and practices found in individuals and local communities; 

• Avoid misuse of research materials and results. Consider whether the materials, methods, 
technologies, and knowledge involved in or generated during the research or innovation could 
serve, or be modified or enhanced to serve, individuals, animals, society and/or the 
environment; 

• Communicate important research results and (potential) societal consequences to relevant 
stakeholders and to the general public to ensure their proper interpretation, while explaining the 
degree of uncertainty involved.    

To respond to these ethical issues, the consortium will put in place the following ethical 
protections: 
• Dedicated ethics WP and Tasks 

o Our Ethics Handbook, to be prepared in Task 6.1, will be a living document 
throughout the project. It needs to be a living document as some ethical issues may 
arise towards the end of the project that were not foreseen at the beginning of the 
project. Ethical monitoring to ensure compliance will be conducted through the 
project by Task 6.2 

o ELSI guidance - Tasks 6.4-6.6 - The project will follow Ethics-by-design approaches 
to developing the ICT tools for narrative analysis, public engagement and the 
project's recommendations. These tasks involve close and ongoing liaison between 
the partners responsible for ethics, and those undertaking the development of those 
three research outputs. This will ensure that ethics is not only considered at the start 
of the project but throughout. The partners will prepare a set of ethical, legal and 
social recommendations in each of these three contexts that include those adopted in 
PaCE but will also as guidance for other consortia or organisations designing public 
engagement campaigns.  

• The PaCE consortium has designated David Wright from Trilateral Research as the project’s 
ethics adviser. The consortium considered an external advisory board, but decided against that 
approach for several reasons. First is that we do not believe that the ethical issues that might 
arise during the project will have major social impact. Second is that by being able to interview 
a wide range of different stakeholders (as part of Task 6.3) the partners will gather a wide range 
of views, opinions, suggestions and new information. Third, as PaCE will be able to solicit the 
views and ideas of stakeholders, we are more likely to get more ideas about ethical risk impacts. 
However, if we find from our interviews or from the European Commission that we should 
create an ethics advisory board, PaCE is committed to doing so. The particular role of the ethics 
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adviser will be to help the consortium deal with ethical issues and put in place the procedures to 
handle them appropriately.  

• Ethical review procedures - The university partners have access to their institutional ethical 
review process. They will submit the research components they are responsible for to these 
processes. 

Documentation 
Most of the documentation associated with these ethical and legal reviews are not yet available, nor 
would it be appropriate to approach the relevant experts before the project is funded. However, the 
consortium will provide the remaining material by the deadlines agreed in the description of work 
package 6 as part of Task 6.1 and 6.2. The documentation to be provided will include: 
• Feedback from ethical review activities 
• Informed consent forms and project information sheets 
• Any other relevant communications regarding ethical approvals 
• Documentation relating to permissions for secondary use of previously collected data. E.g.  

o Details on the database used or of the source of the data.  
o Details of our procedures for data processing.  
o Details of our data safety procedures (protective measures to avoid unforeseen, usage 

or disclosure, including mosaic effect, i.e. obtaining identification by merging 
multiple sources).  

o Confirmation that data is openly and publicly accessible or that consent for 
secondary use has been obtained (and details of how this consent was obtained 
(automatic opt-in, etc.)).  

o Confirmation of permissions by the owner/manager of the data sets. 
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5.2 Security 
Please indicate if your project will involve: 

• activities or results raising security issues: NO 

• 'EU-classified information' as background or results: NO 


