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GENERAL OBJECTIVES, RESEARCH QUESTIONS AND SCIENTIFIC
RELEVANCE

There is increasing recognition that policy institutions are complex and studying structure and culture on
their own is not enough – scholars need to understand the totality of the ‘policy world’ within which agents
operate. The concept of a policy world draws on Shore and Wright (2011) who saw policies as having
complex ‘social lives’ and ‘agency’, both shaped by interactions with actors and agents as well as shaping
them (3). It also draws on Glynos and Howarth (2007) who see policies enacted within a policy regime as
well as within an established system of social and political practices. As such, policy worlds are at heart
radically contingent and open up ambiguous spaces in which actors and agents compete for influence.

Mainstream scientific methods are often reductionist, subordinating real-world complexity. If we are to be
able to make sense of complex policy worlds, policy analysis needs to embrace the larger context, including
the political. Interpretive methods provide the means required to delve into the complex, mediated and
ambiguous realities within which policies are developed and implemented.

Interpretivist scholars are interested in the practical ways that policy practitioners recognise and manage the
complexity that confronts them. As such, much interpretive analysis concentrates on close, micro-level
interactions and contextualised self-interpretations. The challenge is to scale up established interpretive
methodologies to make sense of ‘policy worlds’ in ways that consider the complexities at a larger scope of
policy analysis, but which still express the variety of conflicting interpretations of actors.
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CALL FOR PAPERS

Interpretivist scholars are interested in the practical ways that policy practitioners recognise and manage the
complexity that confronts them, how they interpret actions and discourses, and contribute to their
formulation in turn. Interpretive policy analysis has been dominated by close, micro-level interactions and
contextualised self-interpretations. The challenge for interpretivists is to scale up interpretive methodologies
to make sense of ‘policy worlds’ of a much greater scope, but which nonetheless express the variety of
conflicting interpretations of actors.

This panel seeks papers using interpretive methods to apprehend policy worlds. Papers are sought which
make theoretical, methodological or empirical contributions to the extension of interpretive methods to a
more holistic analysis of the complex, mediated and ambiguous realities of policy worlds. This might include
comparative analyses of discourse across policy fields or countries, large-scale interpretations of policy
worlds beyond micro-level ethnographies, or interpretive accounts of the state and other political institutions.
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Session 1Making sense of policy worlds - from a practice perspective

Thursday, June 29th 10:30 to 12:30 (Block B 5 - 6)

Discussants

Hal Colebatch (UNSW Australia)

Harsh Mittal (Birla Institute of Technology and Science)

An insider's critical perspective: Studying discourses, policies and practices of
peacebuilding in Myanmar's transition

Stefan Bächtold (Monash University, Malaysia Campus)

Mental health policy for severe and complex needs: the utility of an interpretive approach in
understanding program implementation.

Jennifer Smith-Merry (University of Sydney)

James Gillespie (University of Sydney)

Biographies as a way of 'studying through': what can 'life history' method contribute to the
'policy worlds' approach?

Jordan King (University of Auckland)

Failure of policy or of policy actors? Using the Logics of Critical Explanation approach to
understand barriers to change in Australian remote Indigenous Policy.

Prudence R Brown (University of Queensland)
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Session 2Making sense of policy worlds - from a policy perspective

Thursday, June 29th 13:30 to 15:30 (Block B 5 - 6)

Discussants

Prudence R Brown (University of Queensland)

Preeti Raghunath (University of Sheffield)

The Ideational Framework of Public Policy

Atif Butt (United Nations Environment Programme)

Ideational and material factors influencing policy change: are complex policies doomed to
fail?

Antonija Mrsic Radas (Governmental authority Republic of Croatia)

How do the policy subject of education policy in Australia ‘appropriate’ policy?

Warner Sarah (University of Queensland)

Policy representations in Czech social policy: How to speak about poverty without
inequalities

Karel Cada (University of Economics Prague)
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