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GENERAL OBJECTIVES, RESEARCH QUESTIONS AND SCIENTIFIC

RELEVANCE

Research on explanations of policy actors’ preferences and behavior in the policy process has drawn on
diverse models of the individual and (social) psychological theories. One recently gaining more prominence
is the perspective on Social Identities in the Policy Process (SIPP) (Hornung, Bandelow & Vogeler, 2018).
Drawing on the Social Identity Approach (SIA) developed by Tajfel (1982) as a theory of intergroup
relations, this perspective puts policy actors’ memberships in social groups center-stage and assumes that
actors are highly driven in their thinking and behavior by the identification with diverse social groups
(Diamond, 2022; Vogeler, Hornung & Bandelow, 2020).

This panel invites theoretical, conceptual, and empirical papers that address the role of social groups and
identities in policy processes, from agenda setting to policy formulation and decision-making up to
implementation. This includes foci at the intersection with network governance research in public
management (Lee & Huang, 2022). Potential research questions could include:

1) Researching social identities worldwide in different policy contexts is vital to understand social groups in
different settings. How does the relevance of social groups change across borders? What are the research
methods to measure social identities, their respective strengths and weaknesses? How could social
identities be used as dependent variables, independent variables, or factors in configurations in public policy
and management?

2) The focus on social groups allows for cross-fertilization with other theoretical perspectives or disciplines,
e.g., advocacy coalition framework (ACF), social capital, sub-group culture, political partisanship, and dark
networks. What does the focus on social identities contribute to the explanation of coalition building, within
and cross-coalition interaction, faultlines, power constellations, resilience, or gridlock in policy processes?
To what extent does the relevance of identities explain differences in policymaking and implementation, e.g.,
which social groups form, collaborate, and compete? What determines the outcomes of their relations?

3) The group-focused insights from social psychology provide fruitful connecting points to policy process
research, including questions of polarization (Baldassarri & Page, 2021; Laebens & Oztirk, 2020) and
tipping points (Macy et al., 2021). When would polarized social identities reach tipping points, and how to
pull polarized communities or policy networks from tipping points?
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