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Abstract:  

This paper explores and synthesizes the literature on policy design, a subfield of 

policy analysis that has received extraordinary attention over the last few decades. 

During this period, it contributed to expanding knowledge about public policies’ 

functioning, the instruments of implementation, the rationality of decision-making 

processes, governance systems, social effects, etc. The policy design is a specific 

form of policy formulation based on collecting and applying knowledge about tools 

for developing and implementing strategies aimed at achieving political ambitions. 

In this regard, the design’s purpose would be to reduce the “randomness” of policy 

formulation by structuring and giving rationality to the process. Thus, design 

analysis allows exploring how it can improve formulation practice and assist policy 

analysts and policymakers. On this account, this paper aims to provide useful 

information to build a theoretical basis for further development of the theme at the 

national level and to present emerging venues for future research. We conducted a 

systematic review of the policy design domain for such a proposal, adopting a 

qualitative approach. We collected the data on the Web of Science database from 

1945 to December 31, 2020, capturing 493 articles through the initial search. As a 

result, only 184 papers focused explicitly on policy design and/or applying 

tools/theories/models for their analysis; despite most researchers use the term 

“policy design”, they do not mobilize approaches in the field. Production is 

geographically uneven, with studies in North America, Europe, and Asia prevailing, 

and few studies address the Latin American and African contexts. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 
The policy design is a specific form of policy formulation based on collecting and 

applying knowledge about tools for developing and implementing strategies aimed at achieving 

political ambitions (HOWLETT; LEJANO, 2013). Considering the current situation in which 

policymakers “are often tasked with developing innovative solutions to increasingly complex 

political problems, the need for intelligent design and a better understanding of the formulation 

processes they involve has never been greater” (PLUCHINOTTA et al., 2020, p. 492). 

Although, the existing dominant literature on policymaking seems to underestimate the 

potential of the design to solve problems (FERRETTI; PLUCHINOTTA; TSOUKIÀS, 2019), 

focusing on it as part of the political process, something that happens in a ‘black box’ 

(BIRKLAND, 2015). However, the public policy’s capacity “to respond effectively to complex 

contemporary social problems could be significantly enriched by a shift in policy analysis, away 

from methods emphasizing the assessment of pre-ordained and well-defined alternatives, and 

towards policy design” (DRYZEK, 1983, p. 345). In this regard, the design’s purpose would be 

to reduce the “randomness” of the policy formulation by structuring and giving rationality to the 

process. Thus, design analysis allows us to explore how it can improve formulation practice and 

assist policy analysts.  

The field offers some congruent concepts: policy design involves a deliberate and 

conscious attempt to define objectives, connect them to instruments expected to achieve those 

objectives (HOWLETT; MUKHERJEE; WOO, 2015); “involves recognizing the existence of a 

problem present within the economy and society, attempting to understand the dynamics 

operating within that problem, and then devising a putative solution” (PETERS, 2020, p. 131); 

“calls to mind both goal-direction and the intention of achieving that goal, along with rational 

planning of the means to reach it” (TURNBULL, 2018, p. 2); it involves the conscious effort on 

the part of analysts and advisors to scrutinize, learn and apply lessons from best practices and past 

policy successes and failures to the crafting of policy alternatives which are expected to achieve 

government aims and ambitions efficiently and effectively (HOWLETT, 2020). 

We assert that a rigorous examination of the PD’s network linkage is required to achieve 

a broader and deeper conceptualization of the field. This paper complements the existent studies 

(HOWLETT, 2014; HOWLETT; LEJANO, 2013; HOWLETT; MUKHERJEE; WOO, 2015) by 

providing systematic analysis through bibliometric clustering technique of the topic. This review 

traces the PD networking linkage contributing to help advance to the re-invigoration of a design 

orientation (HOWLETT; MUKHERJEE; WOO, 2015). 
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Following this rationale: how the policy design research is linked? The article aims to 

provide a field’s networking linkage, summarizing and classifying existing research through 

bibliometric and systematic reviews, and our main contributions are twofold: i) build a basis for 

further development of the theme at the national level; and ii) to present emerging venues for 

future research. 

 

METHODOLOGY 

 

This is an exploratory and descriptive research, as it aims to produce information about 

the policy design field. To do so, we adopted a qualitative systematic review approach (GRANT; 

BOOTH, 2009) to advance understanding regarding the policy design domain, integrating and 

analyzing findings from qualitative studies clustered by a bibliometric technique to provide 

further contributions for both policy and research. 

Systematic literature reviews (SLR) are “a method of mapping out areas of uncertainty, 

and identifying where little or no relevant research has been done, but where new studies are 

needed” (PETTICREW; ROBERTS, 2006, p. 2). The researcher is “required to set prespecified 

relevance and qualify criteria for the selection/inclusion of studies to make such criteria 

transparent to readers” (DENYER; TRANFIELD, 2009, p. 671); and “might be expected to 

provide solid and dependable evidence that is robust and has potential for transfer across different 

contexts” (DENYER; TRANFIELD, 2009, p. 671–672).  

Considering that literature reviews generally adopt descriptive and narrative approaches, 

often criticized due to lack of soundness concerning methodological rigor and inherent bias 

(PARÉ et al., 2015), scholars have turned to SLR (SILVA et al., 2019; TRANFIELD; DENYER; 

SMART, 2003), since SLR helps to minimize bias and has explicit, reproducible criteria and 

transparent process when compared to approaches like a survey or traditional general reviews 

(PETTICREW; ROBERTS, 2006).  

Thus, the “systematic review increasingly has become a standard method for locating, 

selecting, and appraising research and transferring the synthesized findings not only to researchers 

and academics but also to practitioners and policymakers in a digestible format to inform action” 

(DENYER; TRANFIELD, 2009, p. 673). Figure 1 illustrates the process flow of different stages 

in the review process and the methods used to search, screen, and select studies for inclusion in 

the synthesis. 

 

Figure 1 – Stages of the planning and selecting steps 
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STAGE 1 – Search strategy 

Given the multidisciplinary nature of our inquiry, the need for uniform indices, and the 

technical challenges of multi-source comparative analyses, we limited our search to the Web of 

Science (WoS) database since it is considered a reliable source for citation data processing 

(VIRANI; WELLSTEAD; HOWLETT, 2020; ZHA et al., 2020). We limited the search to 

Political Science and Public Administration disciplines to ensure our search was not too broad 

and still focused on a relevant set of research fields (SOTO-SIMEONE; SIRÉN; ANTRETTER, 

2020). Nonetheless, while our search is not all-inclusive, it provides us with a reasonably 

representative snapshot of the state of policy design research (VIRANI; WELLSTEAD; 

HOWLETT, 2020).  

We included only journal articles in our analysis, as they constitute the standard format 

for scholarly publications (KLANG; WALLNÖFER; HACKLIN, 2014), and excluded reviews, 

books, and book chapters, conference proceedings, editorial material, trade publications, and 

industry reports. While recognizing that books and book chapters have a considerable impact on 

the field, we delimited our sample to allow a comparable and easily accessible dataset following 

similar research on the policy domain (ACCIAI; CAPANO, 2020). Focusing mainly on published 

journal articles allows constructing a highly comparable sample of sources in terms of accuracy, 

length, and researching content (ACCIAI; CAPANO, 2020). We also only included articles 

written in English. Although we did not specifically add a time restriction, WoS only retrieves 

materials from 1945. The initial search employed the following Boolean string to identify 

publications that refer to policy design in their titles, abstracts, or keywords: (“policy design*”). 

 

STAGE 2 – Appraisal – Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria 

After the execution of the search strings, we removed duplicate records (one document). 

Based on the appraisal of the publication titles, abstracts, and keywords, we refined the search 
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results of the shortlisted publications according to the inclusive and exclusive criteria presented 

in Table 1. Full texts were scrutinized if the titles and abstracts were either ambiguous or 

insufficient for decision.  

 

Table 1 – Inclusive and Exclusive Criteria 

Inclusive Criteria 

Language English 

Timespan From 1945 to 31.12.2020 

Documents types Journal Article 

Discipline-specific 

Databases 
Political Science and Public Administration 

Research Focus 

Policy design explicitly 

Those that applied tools/theories/frameworks in the policy design 

analysis (e.g., design thinking, institutional grammar tool, social 

construction, so on) 

Exclusive Criteria 

Documents types 
Proceedings, book, book chapter, newspapers, magazines, and 

editorial materials 

Research Focus 

Concerning other areas of the policy process (e.g., agenda-setting, 

implementation, evaluation) and/or using theories to analyze them. 

Studies that superficially address the policy design (e.g., policy 

design is only related as a result of the success or failure of the 

policy) 

 

STAGE 3 – Data extraction, bibliometric clustering, and systematic analysis  

We extracted metrics of the papers using the inbuilt tools for citation analysis within WoS. 

Afterward, the data file was cleaned and imported into VOSwiever software to create and 

visualize network maps based on bibliographic data (VAN ECK; WALTMAN, 2010). The 

selected publications were clustered to identify patterns in the policy design’s knowledge 

production. Based on the hypothesis that authors cite documents considered the most important 

in developing their research (CULNAN, 1987), we employed a citation analysis. 

Following van Eck and Waltman (2017), we used direct citation relations rather than 

bibliographic coupling relations (e.g., relations between publications that cite the same 

publication) or co-citation relations (e.g., relations between publications that are cited by the same 

publication) for two reasons: i) considering that bibliographic coupling and co-citation are indirect 

relations, they are expected to provide less accurate information on the relatedness of 

publications; and ii) the use of bibliographic coupling or co-citation may easily lead to 

computational problems once there are many more relations between publications. 
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The VOSViewer software creates the direct citation relations cluster establishing a link 

between two items where one item cites the other. By default, it also assigns the nodes in a 

network to clusters. A cluster “is a set of closely related nodes. Each node in a network is assigned 

to exactly one cluster (VAN ECK; WALTMAN, 2014, p. 10), and a resolution parameter 

determines the number of clusters. 

To analyze publications’ connectedness, we created a network map through frequency 

assessments of simultaneous citation. Then, we scrutinized each cluster applying qualitative 

methods to understand their relationship. To do so, we outlined and synthesized the policy design 

domain, and the content analysis aimed at: i) spotting conceptual gaps: seeking to complete 

literature reviews in which gaps are identified, future research agendas are articulated within well-

defined literature, and some observations regarding extant literature are made (ALVESSON; 

SANDBERG, 2013); and ii) organizing and categorizing literatures: seeking to review the body 

of literature according to bibliometric clustering technique (BRESLIN; GATRELL, 2020). 

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

 

Production trends in policy design research 

Out of the 426 records captured through the initial search, we identified 174 papers 

focused explicitly on policy design and/or applying tools/theories/frameworks to its analyses. 

With approximately 40% of papers focusing on policy design, we notice that most researchers 

use the term “policy design”, but they do not mobilize the approaches from the field. 

The earliest known publication on policy design dates back to 1987 and examines the 

growing awareness of policy design as a significant shift from earlier emphases on 

implementation and evaluation (INGRAHAM, 1987). Since the late 1980s, research on policy 

design has been frequent, however despite the recognition of growing interest regarding policy 

design, it is only after 2011, where we notice a substantial increase in publications (Figure 2).  

 

Figure 2 – Publication trends in policy design 
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Geographical distribution 

The field of policy design production is geographically uneven, with much of the research 

originating in the western world. North America is particularly well represented, with nearly 48 

percent of papers authored by researchers in the United States (USA) and Canada (Figure 3).  

 

Figure 3 – Country affiliation of authors publishing most policy design research 

 

Outside of the west, researchers in the city-state of Singapore have been making 

significant contributions to the field; possibly reflecting “the strength of Singapore’s policy-

focused departments, research centers and think-tanks, and its culture of research-driven 

governance and policymaking” (VIRANI; WELLSTEAD; HOWLETT, 2020, p. 5). Other regions 

are also represented, with authors from China, Denmark, and Norway contributing four papers, 

researchers from France, South Africa, and Sweden producing three, researchers from Austria, 

Czech Republic, Ecuador, Indonesia, Poland, Scotland, and Turkey producing two, and one article 

coming from each researcher in Finland, Luxemburg, North Ireland, South Korea, Spain, United 

Arab Emirates, and Vietnam. 
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Citation Linkage Map 

According to Zha et al. (2020), the examination of author citations gives an overview of 

the intellectual structure, providing researchers with early insights into the nexus of influences 

underlying the research domain. In this regard, Figure 4 shows how frequently publications (with 

at least five citations) cite or get cited by others in the network. Nodes depict publication, and 

their linkages convey citation relationships. Larger nodes indicate publications with more 

citations. Publications with close citation relationships are clustered together in the same colors’ 

node. 

 

Figure 4 – Policy design citation network 

 

The citation network comprises nine groups (red, green, orange, light blue, dark blue, 

purple, yellow, pink, and brown), as shown in Figure 4, and detailed in Appendix A. The light 

blue group has the most cited publication (SCHNEIDER; INGRAM, 1993), also cited by different 

groups. The following analysis describes the nine clusters.  

 

Cluster 01: Policy Process (red) 



 
 

9 
 

The articles in this cluster focus on the issues related to the policy process. James and 

Jorgensen (2009) make a stated appeal to policy process theory: build upon a foundation of 

utilization that includes many different uses and emphasize the content of policy knowledge and 

policy-relevant information at all levels of governmental decision-making. Moreover, Weimer 

(1993), using simple examples, seeks to explain how the problem definition and policy evaluation 

phases relate to design drawn mainly from municipal solid waste management. 

Considine, Alexander and Lewis, 2014 use a semi-experimental approach to rescue the 

figure of the individual political actor, which they claim is typically neglected in favor of the 

analysis of other actors and phenomena in studies of the policy process. For the authors, these 

individual actors who design public policies perform a crucial job, since their experiences, skills, 

and creativity are fundamental to policy design, and therefore they need to be an element of 

analysis considered as such. 

 

Cluster 02: Governance and Policy Measurement (green) 

The articles in this cluster focus on the issues related to governance. Howlett (2009) states 

that policy instrument choices can be seen to result from a nested or embedded relationship within 

a larger framework of established governance modes and policy regime logics. Also, Howlett and 

Lejano (2013) trace the decline to two related hypotheses about the changing nature of society 

and policy responses—the “government to governance” and “globalization” narratives—which it 

is argued crowded out more nuanced analyses of state options in the policymaking process in 

favor of decentralized market and “third” or “fourth” sector collaborative network mechanisms. 

Jordan and Matt (2014) focus their analysis on policy feedback, arguing that 

policymakers generally use policy design that intentionally generates positive feedback, since 

negative policy feedback often puts these groups under pressure, especially in the more regulatory 

areas, and to illustrate their hypothesis, the authors study climate change policies — due to their 

highly disputed nature. Also discussing measurement in public policy, but starting from a 

network-centric policy design approach, Taeihagh (2017) brings as two main challenges of policy 

design the better understanding of design space and consideration of temporal factors. As stated 

by the author, the network-centric policy design approach is used to analyze the relationships 

between policies, measuring and ranking them according to their properties and interactions – 

which claims to be directly related to policy design. By means of experimental testing, the author 

employs computer simulations to test the approach. 

 

Cluster 03: Institutional Analysis (dark blue) 
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The articles in this cluster focus on the issues related to institutional analysis (e.g., 

Institutional Grammar Tool – IGT). Siddiki et al. (2011) apply the modified institutional grammar 

tool to the study of policy design in Colorado State Aquaculture, adding a component to the 

grammar, named “object”, to demonstrate its effectiveness and utility in illuminating institutional 

linkages across levels of analysis. Carter et al. (2016) operationalize and integrate core concepts 

from the institutional analysis and development framework, including the institutional grammar, 

to provide a systematic approach for analyzing policy designs of the United States Department of 

Agriculture’s National Organic Program regulation. 

Rigby (2007) uses early childhood education as a test case for explaining how and why 

the same policy area could end up with different results. For that, it looks beyond policy design 

to institutional and political-partisan settings of the places where educational policies are being 

implemented – as well as factors like economic context and ideological profile of management, 

using hierarchical linear models. Also in a relational way, but this time connecting policy design 

with the social construction of target groups and verifying its consistency, Mondou and Montpetit 

(2010) state – pessimistically, as they say – that underprivileged citizens are targets of public 

policies that do little to help them create what they claim is a vicious cycle of “degenerative 

policies” (though less common in consensual systems), using the poverty policy design cases in 

Newfoundland and Quebec. 

 

 Cluster 04: Robustness, Resilience, and State Capacity (yellow) 

The articles in this cluster focus on the issues related to PD’s revitalization, robustness, 

resilience, and state capacity. Howlett (2014) discusses the temporal aspects of policy designs, 

the role of experimental designs, the question of policy mixes, the issue of design flexibility and 

resilience, and the criteria for assessing superior designs. Capano and Woo (2017) review 

definitions of resilience and robustness concepts and the primary theoretical and empirical 

challenges presented by them as lenses for improving the understanding of policy process and 

policy design. 

Dialoguing with Howlett (2014), Chindarkar (2017), carrying out an evaluation of the 

policy design of the electrification process in Gujarat/India, states that good policy design requires 

two conditions – a space that balances technical and political objectives, and political capacity 

(organizational and analytical) to implement policies. 

 

Cluster 05: Theorizing Policy Design (purple) 

The articles in this cluster focus on the issues related to tracing the policy design history 

and evolution, mobilizing its concepts. Howlett, Mukherjee and Woo (2015), contributing to the 
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re-invigoration of a design orientation in modern policy studies, trace the origins of the current 

policy design literature and assesses the state of the field of policy design thinking in recent years. 

The authors argue that the “new design orientation focuses on bundles or portfolios of tools and 

the interactive effects which occur when multiple tools are used over time in policy packages 

designed to address multiple goals, and upon more complex multi-policy and multi-level design 

contexts” (HOWLETT; MUKHERJEE; WOO, 2015, p. 291).  

Turnbull (2018), analyzing a special issue, propose investigating the assumptions of the 

policy design concept, questioning its theoretical coherence and relevance for practitioners. The 

author argues that the design idea should be reconsidered from the ground up, and an alternative 

orientation is put forward, which regards policy design as something that emerges from 

policymaking practice. In this issue, Colebatch (2018) asserts that policy design is an exercise in 

giving meaning – framing activity that makes practices and outcomes appropriate and valid – and 

develops a more comprehensive analysis of ‘policy design’ as a concept in use in both policy 

practice and the analysis of that practice. And Hoppe (2018) seeks to demonstrate how policy 

design is an iterative process of problem sensing, problem categorization, problem 

decomposition, and problem definition, and for each of these stages, appropriate rules-of-thumb 

for questioning and answering can be suggested that induce thought habits and styles for 

responsive and solid policy designs. 

 

Cluster 06: Social Construction Theory (light blue) 

The articles in this cluster focus on the issues related to social policies applying the social 

construction theory (SCT). Schneider and Ingram (1993) introduce the SCT, contending that 

social constructions influence the policy agenda, the selection of policy tools, and the rationales 

that legitimate policy choices. Constructions become embedded in policy as messages absorbed 

by citizens and affect their orientations and participation, thus the democracy influencing new 

empirical studies. Making an analogy to the SCT, Avelino (2009) explores, both theoretically and 

empirically, the relationship between empowerment and long-term policy design. The author 

asserts that there are strong pressures for public officials to ‘provide beneficial policy’ 

(distributive policies) to groups that are powerful and positively constructed (e. g., business, and 

scientists) (AVELINO, 2009).  

Hasenfeld (2010) analyzes welfare reform implementation assuming that social policies 

aim at changing behavior, as they socially construct the target population “by attributing to it 

common values, images, and behavioral problems. Moreover, Sager (2009) investigates the 

relationship between the mode of governance and the proportion of coercion, asserting that the 

social construction of target populations influences the selection of policy instruments, being the 
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coercion the result of authoritarian means and sanctions to those engaged in undesirable behavior, 

known as ‘deviants’. 

 

Cluster 07: Developing Countries and calibrations of policy tools to target behavior (orange) 

The articles in this cluster focus on the issues related to developing countries and better 

understanding and matching tool resources to target behavior. Mei and Liu (2014) investigate the 

underlying logic of incremental policy changes, specifically the policymakers’ role in successive 

policy experimentation, through a case study of urban housing policy changes in China. They 

show empirically how policymakers in the central government consciously chose the 

experimenters, defined the content of experimental programs, and chose the demonstration 

programs to be emulated by others. The authors state that the role of conscious policy design by 

authoritative policymakers in China has been seriously underestimated.  

Moreover, Araral (2014), using transaction cost and mechanism design, shows how 

regulations can be better designed in developing countries when institutions are weak, 

unaccountable, corrupted, or not credible. Under these conditions, the author indicates that 

efficient regulatory design has to minimize transaction costs, particularly agency problems, by 

having incentive compatible (self-enforcing) mechanisms. And Wen (2017), using the intention-

capacity analytic framework, compares Guangzhou’s project-based model and Shenzhen’s post-

based model, suggesting that a pro-market ideology and incomplete analytical capacity in policy 

learning directed the design thinking towards market mechanism and purchase of services. As a 

result, both models, with substantial fiscal support, succeed in expanding the societal sectors. But 

the mix of market and hierarchy tools, for the post-based model, in particular, is an obstacle in 

further enabling social organization and the social work profession. 

 

Cluster 08: Interaction, Representation, and its influence on policy tool’s choice (brown) 

The articles in this cluster focus on the issues related to the interaction between 

institutions and social construction, social, racial, and ethnic representation, and its influence on 

public officials’ tools in designing policy. For example, Soss (1999) explores the links between 

welfare participation and broader forms of political involvement, evidencing that policy designs 

structure clients' program experiences in ways that teach alternative lessons about government 

nature. Roch, Pitts, and Navarro (2010) examine how racial and ethnic representation influences 

the tools that public officials use in designing policy in a sample of Georgia public schools. They 

find that schools with balanced racial and ethnic representation are more likely to adopt learning-

oriented discipline policies, whereas those with imbalanced representation are more likely to 

implement sanction-oriented policies. As a result, the authors demonstrate that representation is 
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an important lever in policy design, with broad social and political consequences that extend 

beyond the immediate organization.  

Moreover, analyzing attitudes towards spending on five social benefits in Denmark, 

Hedegaard (2014) outlines and testes how being proximate to recipients of a social benefit affects 

attitudes towards the benefit; as a result, he states that being proximate to recipients under 

selective policies has a significant impact on the individual, and public support, little or no impact 

from universal policies, and a pattern that falls in-between for the contribution-based policy. The 

author brings evidence for the different impacts on attitudes depending on the design of a policy 

and a possible explanation for why the design impacts attitudes differently. 

 

Cluster 09: Criminal Justice and Punishment Policies (pink) 

The articles in this cluster focus on the issues related to policy design concerning criminal 

justice and punishment policies. This group’s research converges in finding that governments are 

more likely to concede benefits to strong, popular, and powerful target populations and impose 

burdens on weak and politically marginalized groups, explaining the bias by pressure for 

responsive policymaking. To illustrate, Schneider (2006) analyzes changes in the use of 

incarceration by the American States, testing the proposition that providing benefits to advantaged 

populations (who have positive social constructions and considerable political power) will be 

characterized by increasing returns and will result in long path trajectories beneficial to 

advantaged groups. Similarly, punishing groups (e.g., incarceration) with little or no power (who 

are socially constructed as dangerous or deviant) also will be characterized by increasing returns 

and long periods of increases in the use of imprisonment. In contrast, offering less severe 

punishment to deviants such as alternatives to incarceration will not be characterized by 

increasing returns but by considerable political risk—a form of declining marginal returns.  

Concerning normative and empirical integration research and theory, Schneider and 

Sidney (2009) claim for more research stating that the next generation of policy studies employing 

social construction theory to analyze the policy design can make significant empirical 

contributions promoting social impacts. Responding to this call, Schneider (2012) examined 

whether the states have adopted more similar incarceration levels over time (converged), whether 

they tend to change in the same direction at the same time (synchronous change), and whether 

they tend to stay in the same relative positions vis-à-vis one another, such that the historical policy 

position has long-term implications for later policy positions (“feed-forward” effects), and 

Boushey (2016) identified the image and power of target populations, testing whether electoral 

pressure leads governments to disproportionally emulate innovations that reinforce popular 

stereotypes regarding who is entitled to policy benefits or deserving of policy burdens.  
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CONCLUSION 

 

In general, this research’s main contribution lies in a methodological order. Evidence-

based theoretical contributions within reviews may involve making sense of past research, 

developing, extending, or refining existing theory, identifying emergent themes; or novel 

theorizing, making scholars think differently about a research field, triggering new ideas and 

pathways (BRESLIN; GATRELL, 2020). Moreover, reviews offer a broad perspective on a topic 

and, in addition to discussing theory and context, can serve to provoke reflection and controversy 

(SLAVIN, 1995). Hence, we contribute synthesizing a fragmented, recent, and effervescent field 

of research, presenting an overview, a conceptual map, identifying central and peripheral themes, 

and providing a basis for a future research agenda regarding policy design. 

Considering the clusters’ analysis, we could notice that, as already verified in the 

literature, implementation instruments represent a very fruitful field of the design’s perspective 

(AGUIAR; LIMA; LUI, 2021). Subjacent this theme is the relationship between the choice of 

tools/instruments (policy mixes), their influence on target groups, induced by the seminal study 

of Schneider and Ingram (1993), impacting five clusters: Social Construction Theory, Criminal 

Justice and Punishment Policies, Interaction, Representation and its influence on policy tool’s 

choice, Developing Countries, and calibrations of policy tools to target behavior, and Robustness, 

Resilience, and State Capacity.  

Although the Social Construction Theory has a significant impact on the research field, 

presenting the highest citation (see Figure 4), its application has declined in recent years 

(AGUIAR; LIMA; LUI, 2021). More recently, new research themes have emerged, reflecting 

changes in the domain, including a renewed focus on innovative instruments to improve the policy 

design (e.g., design thinking, innovation labs), an “indicative of thematic evolution with the 

adoption of more contemporary approaches” (AGUIAR; LIMA; LUI, 2021, p. 14). Other relevant 

topics concerning governance, means of interaction, and representation, institutional analysis, and 

the policy design theoretical construction also appeared. Despite the existence of developing 

countries' clusters, most of the studies empirically focused on China, evidencing that there is room 

for studies concerning Latin American and African contexts. 

Regarding the criticism directed to the design perspective, although the generation of 

studies on policy design, in the 1970s, exhibited a technocratic bias, concerned with the 

rationalization of processes, inspired by engineering and architecture (PETERS, 2020), the 

political dimension is intrinsic to activities aimed at addressing collective problems, as it involves 

a multiplicity of actors (JUNJAN, 2020). These distinctions unveil the debate around the place of 

political activity in design processes, Chindarkar, Howlett and Ramesh, (2017) alert to the 
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limitations of both populist and technocratic formulations. In the first, there is the pursuit of 

political objectives unaccompanied by the intention to face public problems; and, in the latter, 

measures try to face problems without considering the political implications. In this context, the 

designers should take into consideration what is politically viable and technically possible, trying 

to balance both. 

Despite this study’s comprehensiveness, it is not free of limitations. The main issues are 

threefold: i) the limitation of our findings’ validity lies in the inherent weaknesses of a keyword-

based bibliometric analysis (VIRANI; WELLSTEAD; HOWLETT, 2020), also considering that 

a narrow base leaves analysis open to distortions in quantitative procedures, with the risk of 

computational anomalies (ZHA et al., 2020); ii) a focus on published academic research, which 

may have kept research outputs produced by, for instance, think thanks, non-organizational 

agencies, or non-profit organizations outside our reach; and iii) constraints posed by the decision 

to use the WoS database to obtain citation data.  

Our results show an image of the characteristics of policy design at present, which are 

expected to change over time. Therefore, future research could replicate this study to reveal new 

behaviors and trends. Despite these limitations, this review identifies the most important and 

current trends in policy design, which should be useful for future authors and readers of the topic. 

 

 

REFERÊNCIAS 

 

ACCIAI, C.; CAPANO, G. Policy instruments at work: A meta‐analysis of their 

applications. Public Administration, 2020.  

AGUIAR, R. B.; LIMA, L. L.; LUI, L. Mapeamento sistemático da literatura do 

campo de policy design: uma revisão bibliométrica. 20o Congresso Brasileiro de 

Sociologia. Anais...Belém, Pará: Universidade Federal do Pará, 2021 

ALVESSON, M.; SANDBERG, J. Has Management Studies Lost Its Way? Ideas for 

More Imaginative and Innovative Research. Journal of Management Studies, v. 50, n. 

1, p. 128–152, 2013.  

ARARAL, E. Policy and regulatory design for developing countries: A mechanism 

design and transaction cost approach. Policy Sciences, v. 47, n. 3, p. 289–303, 2014.  

AVELINO, F. Empowerment and the challenge of applying transition management to 

ongoing projects. Policy Sciences, v. 42, n. 4, p. 369–390, 2009.  



 
 

16 
 

BOUSHEY, G. Targeted for diffusion? How the use and acceptance of stereotypes shape 

the diffusion of criminal justice policy innovations in the American States. American 

Political Science Review, v. 110, n. 1, p. 198–214, 2016.  

BRESLIN, D.; GATRELL, C. Theorizing Through Literature Reviews: The Miner-

Prospector Continuum. Organizational Research Methods, p. 1–29, 2020.  

BUSETTI, S.; DENTE, B. Designing multi-actor implementation: A mechanism-based 

approach. Public Policy and Administration, v. 33, n. 1, p. 46–65, 2018.  

CAPANO, G. Policy design and state capacity in the COVID-19 emergency in Italy: if 

you are not prepared for the (un)expected, you can be only what you already are. Policy 

and Society, v. 39, n. 3, p. 326–344, 2020.  

CAPANO, G.; WOO, J. J. Resilience and robustness in policy design: a critical appraisal. 

Policy Sciences, v. 50, n. 3, p. 399–426, 2017.  

CAPANO, G.; WOO, J. J. Designing policy robustness: outputs and processes. Policy 

and Society, v. 37, n. 4, p. 422–440, 2018.  

CARTER, D. P. et al. Integrating core concepts from the institutional analysis and 

development framework for the systematic analysis of policy designs: An illustration 

from the US National Organic Program regulation. Journal of Theoretical Politics, v. 

28, n. 1, p. 159–185, 2016.  

CHINDARKAR, N. Beyond Power Politics: Evaluating the Policy Design Process of 

Rural Electrification in Gujarat, India. Public Administration and Development, v. 37, 

n. 1, p. 28–39, 2017.  

CHINDARKAR, N.; HOWLETT, M.; RAMESH, M. Introduction to the Special Issue: 

“Conceptualizing Effective Social Policy Design: Design Spaces and Capacity 

Challenges”. Public Administration and Development, v. 37, n. 1, p. 3–14, 2017.  

CLARKE, A.; CRAFT, J. The twin faces of public sector design. Governance, v. 32, n. 

1, p. 5–21, 2019.  

COLEBATCH, H. K. The idea of policy design: Intention, process, outcome, meaning 

and validity. Public Policy and Administration, v. 33, n. 4, p. 365–383, 2018.  

CONSIDINE, M.; ALEXANDER, D.; LEWIS, J. M. Policy design as craft: Teasing out 

policy design expertise using a semi-experimental approach. Policy Sciences, v. 47, n. 3, 

p. 209–225, 2014.  

CULNAN, M. J. Mapping the Intellectual Structure of MIS, 1980-1985: A Co-Citation 



 
 

17 
 

Analysis. MIS Quarterly, v. 11, n. 3, p. 341, 1987.  

DENYER, D.; TRANFIELD, D. Producing a Systematic Review. In: BUCHANAN, D. 

A.; BRYMAN, A. (Eds.). The SAGE Handbook of Organizational Research 

Methods. Sage Publications Ltd, 2009. p. 671–689.  

DURNOVÁ, A. P.; HEJZLAROVÁ, E. M. Framing policy designs through contradictory 

emotions: The case of Czech single mothers. Public Policy and Administration, v. 33, 

n. 4, p. 409–427, 2018.  

GRANT, M. J.; BOOTH, A. A typology of reviews: an analysis of 14 review types and 

associated methodologies. Health Information & Libraries Journal, v. 26, n. 2, p. 91–

108, 2009.  

HASENFELD, Y. Organizational responses to social policy: The case of welfare reform. 

Administration in Social Work, v. 34, n. 2, p. 148–167, 2010.  

HEDEGAARD, T. F. The policy design effect: Proximity as a micro-level explanation of 

the effect of policy designs on social benefit attitudes. Scandinavian Political Studies, 

v. 37, n. 4, p. 366–384, 2014.  

HEIKKILA, T.; ANDERSSON, K. Policy design and the added-value of the institutional 

analysis development framework. Policy and politics, v. 46, n. 2, p. 309–324, 2018.  

HOPPE, R. Heuristics for practitioners of policy design: Rules-of-thumb for structuring 

unstructured problems. Public Policy and Administration, v. 33, n. 4, p. 384–408, 2018.  

HOWLETT, M. Governance modes, policy regimes and operational plans: A multi-level 

nested model of policy instrument choice and policy design. Policy Sciences, v. 42, n. 1, 

p. 73–89, 2009.  

HOWLETT, M. From the “old” to the “new” policy design: Design thinking beyond 

markets and collaborative governance. Policy Sciences, v. 47, n. 3, p. 187–207, 2014.  

HOWLETT, M. Matching policy tools and their targets: Beyond nudges and utility 

maximisation in policy design. Policy and politics, v. 46, n. 1, p. 101–124, 2018.  

HOWLETT, M.; HOW, Y. P.; DEL RIO, P. The parameters of policy portfolios: 

verticality and horizontality in design spaces and their consequences for policy mix 

formulation. Environment and Planning C: Government and Policy, v. 33, n. 5, p. 

1233–1245, 2015.  

HOWLETT, M.; LEJANO, R. P. Tales From the Crypt: The Rise and Fall (and Rebirth?) 

of Policy Design. Administration and Society, v. 45, n. 3, p. 357–381, 2013.  



 
 

18 
 

HOWLETT, M.; MUKHERJEE, I. Policy design: From tools to patches. Canadian 

Public Administration, v. 60, n. 1, p. 140–144, 2017.  

HOWLETT, M.; MUKHERJEE, I.; WOO, J. J. From tools to toolkits in policy design 

studies: the new design orientation towards policy formulation research. Policy & 

Politics, v. 43, n. 2, p. 291–311, abr. 2015. 

INGRAHAM, P. W. Toward More Systematic Consideration of Policy Design. Policy 

Studies Journal, v. 15, n. 4, p. 611–628, 1987.  

JAMES, T. E.; JORGENSEN, P. D. Policy knowledge, policy formulation, and change: 

Revisiting a foundational question. Policy Studies Journal, v. 37, n. 1, p. 141–162, 2009.  

JORDAN, A.; MATT, E. Designing policies that intentionally stick: Policy feedback in 

a changing climate. Policy Sciences, v. 47, n. 3, p. 227–247, 2014.  

JUNJAN, V. Policy Design: Just a Fad or a Fundamental Concept ? (Or How to Deal with 

Policy Design in Interesting Times). In: DE VRIES, M. S.; NEMEC, J.; JUNJAN, V. 

(Eds.). The choice-architecture behind policy design: from policy design to policy 

practice in the European integration context. Bratislava: NISPAcee, 2020. p. 21–31.  

KLANG, D.; WALLNÖFER, M.; HACKLIN, F. The business model paradox: A 

systematic review and exploration of antecedents. International Journal of 

Management Reviews, v. 16, n. 4, p. 454–478, 2014.  

MAOR, M. The implications of the emerging disproportionate policy perspective for the 

new policy design studies. Policy Sciences, v. 50, n. 3, p. 383–398, 2017.  

MEI, C.; LIU, Z. Experiment-based policy making or conscious policy design? The case 

of urban housing reform in China. Policy Sciences, v. 47, n. 3, p. 321–337, 2014.  

MONDOU, M.; MONTPETIT, É. Policy styles and degenerative politics: Poverty policy 

designs in newfoundland and quebec. Policy Studies Journal, v. 38, n. 4, p. 703–722, 

2010.  

MONTPETIT, É.; ROTHMAYR, C.; VARONE, F. Institutional vulnerability to social 

constructions: Federalism, target populations, and policy designs for assisted 

reproductive technology in six democracies. Comparative Political Studies, v. 38, n. 2, 

p. 119–142, 2005.  

ÖBERG, P.; LUNDIN, M.; THELANDER, J. Political power and policy design: Why are 

policy alternatives constrained? Policy Studies Journal, v. 43, n. 1, p. 93–114, 2015.  

OLIVER, T. R. The dilemmas of incrementalism: Logical and political constraints in the 



 
 

19 
 

design of health insurance reforms. Journal of Policy Analysis and Management, v. 18, 

n. 4, p. 652–683, 1999.  

PARÉ, G. et al. Synthesizing information systems knowledge: A typology of literature 

reviews. Information and Management, v. 52, n. 2, p. 183–199, 2015.  

PETERS, B. G. Policy Design and its Relevance for Practice in Public Administration. 

In: BRATISLAVA: NISPACEE (Ed.). The choice-architecture behind policy design: 

from policy design to policy practice in the European integration context. Bratislava, 

2020, p. 35–46.  

PETTICREW, M.; ROBERTS, H. Systematic Reviews in the Social Sciences: a 

practical guides. Malden, MA, USA: Blackwell Publishing Ltd, 2006.  

RIGBY, E. Same policy area, different politics: How characteristics of policy tools alter 

the determinants of early childhood education policy. Policy Studies Journal, v. 35, n. 

4, p. 653–669, 2007.  

RIXECKER, S. S. Expanding the discursive context of policy design: A matter of 

feminist standpoint epistemology. Policy Sciences, v. 27, n. 2–3, p. 119–142, 1994.  

ROCH, C. H.; PITTS, D. W.; NAVARRO, I. Representative bureaucracy and policy 

tools: Ethnicity, student discipline, and representation in public schools. Administration 

and Society, v. 42, n. 1, p. 38–65, 2010.  

SAGER, F. Governance and coercion. Political Studies, v. 57, n. 3, p. 537–558, 2009.  

SCHNEIDER, A.; INGRAM, H. Social Construction of Target Populations: Implications 

for Politics and Policy. American Political Science Review, v. 87, n. 2, p. 334–347, 

1993.  

SCHNEIDER, A. L. Patterns of change in the use of imprisonment in the American 

States: An integration of path dependence, punctuated equilibrium and policy design 

approaches. Political Research Quarterly, v. 59, n. 3, p. 457–470, 2006.  

SCHNEIDER, A. L. Punishment Policy in the American States from 1890 to 2008: 

Convergence, Divergence, Synchronous Change, and Feed-Forward Effects. Policy 

Studies Journal, v. 40, n. 2, p. 193–210, 2012.  

SCHNEIDER, A.; SIDNEY, M. What is next for policy design and social construction 

theory? Policy Studies Journal, v. 37, n. 1, p. 103–119, 2009.  

SIDDIKI, S. et al. Dissecting Policy Designs: An Application of the Institutional 

Grammar Tool. Policy Studies Journal, v. 39, n. 1, p. 79–103, 2011.  



 
 

20 
 

SIDDIKI, S. Assessing policy design and interpretation: An institutions-based analysis in 

the context of aquaculture in Florida and Virginia, United States. Review of Policy 

Research, v. 31, n. 4, p. 281–303, 2014.  

SILVA, D. S. et al. Lean Startup, Agile Methodologies and Customer Development for 

business model innovation: A systematic review and research agenda. International 

Journal of Entrepreneurial Behaviour and Research, 2019.  

SOSS, J. Lessons of Welfare: Policy Design, Political Learning, and Political Action. 

American Political Science Review, v. 93, n. 2, p. 363–380, 1999.  

SOTO-SIMEONE, A.; SIRÉN, C.; ANTRETTER, T. New Venture Survival: A Review 

and Extension. International Journal ofManagement Reviews, v. 0, p. 1–30, 2020.  

TAEIHAGH, A. Network-centric policy design. Policy Sciences, v. 50, n. 2, p. 317–338, 

2017.  

TRANFIELD, D.; DENYER, D.; SMART, P. Towards a Methodology for Developing 

Evidence-Informed Management Knowledge by Means of Systematic Review. British 

Journal of Management, v. 14, n. 3, p. 207–222, 2003.  

TURNBULL, N. Policy design: Its enduring appeal in a complex world and how to think 

it differently. Public Policy and Administration, v. 33, n. 4, p. 357–364, 2018.  

VAN ECK, N. J.; WALTMAN, L. Software survey: VOSviewer, a computer program 

for bibliometric mapping. Scientometrics, v. 84, n. 2, p. 523–538, 2010.  

VAN ECK, N. J.; WALTMAN, L. Visualizing Bibliometric Networks. In: Measuring 

Scholarly Impact. Cham: Springer International Publishing, 2014. p. 285–320.  

VAN ECK, N. J.; WALTMAN, L. Citation-based clustering of publications using 

CitNetExplorer and VOSviewer. Scientometrics, v. 111, n. 2, p. 1053–1070, 2017.  

VIRANI, A.; WELLSTEAD, A. M.; HOWLETT, M. Where is the policy? A bibliometric 

analysis of the state of policy research on medical tourism. Global Health Research and 

Policy, v. 5, n. 1, p. 19, 2020.  

WEIMER, D. L. Claiming races, broiler contracts, heresthetics, and habits: ten concepts 

for policy design. Policy Sciences, v. 25, n. 2, p. 135–159, 1992.  

WEIMER, D. L. The Current State of Design Craft: Borrowing, Tinkering, and Problem 

Solving. Public Administration Review, v. 53, n. 2, p. 110, 1993.  

WEN, Z. Government Purchase of Services in China: Similar Intentions, Different Policy 

Designs. Public Administration and Development, v. 37, n. 1, p. 65–78, 2017.  



 
 

21 
 

ZAHARIADIS, N. Powering over Puzzling? Downsizing the Public Sector during the 

Greek Sovereign Debt Crisis. Journal of Comparative Policy Analysis: Research and 

Practice, v. 18, n. 5, p. 464–478, 2016.  

ZHA, D. et al. An Assessment of Brand Experience Knowledge Literature: Using 

Bibliometric Data to Identify Future Research Direction. International Journal of 

Management Reviews, v. 0, p. 1–31, 2020.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

22 
 

APPENDIX A 

 

Author(s)/year Title Journal Citation 

Cluster 1 –Red: Policy Process 166 

Busetti and Dente (2018) 

Designing Multi-Actor 

Implementation: A Mechanism-Based 

Approach 

Public Policy and 

Administration 
5 

Considine, Alexander, and 

Lewis (2014) 

Policy Design as Craft: Teasing out 

Policy Design Expertise Using a Semi-

Experimental Approach 

Policy Sciences 8 

Ingraham (1987) 
Toward More Systematic 

Consideration of Policy Design 

Policy Studies 

Journal 
31 

*James and Jorgensen 

(2009) 

“Policy Knowledge, Policy 

Formulation, and Change: Revisiting a 

Foundational Question 

Policy Studies 

Journal 
9 

Öberg, Lundin, and 

Thelander (2015) 

Political Power and Policy Design: 

Why Are Policy Alternatives 

Constrained? 

Policy Studies 

Journal 
45 

Rixecker (1994) 

Expanding the Discursive Context of 

Policy Design: A Matter of Feminist 

Standpoint Epistemology 

Policy Sciences 10 

Weimer (1992) 

Claiming Races, Broiler Contracts, 

Heresthetics, and Habits: Ten Concepts 

for Policy Design 

Policy Sciences 19 

Weimer (1993) 

The Current State of Design Craft: 

Borrowing, Tinkering, and Problem 

Solving.”  

Public 

Administration 

Review 

32 

Zahariadis (2016) 

Powering over Puzzling? Downsizing 

the Public Sector during the Greek 

Sovereign Debt Crisis 

Journal of 

Comparative 

Policy Analysis: 

Research and 

Practice 

7 

Cluster 2 – Green: Governance and Measurement Policy 391 

Clarke and Craft (2019) 
The Twin Faces of Public Sector 

Design 
Governance 8 

*Howlett (2009) 

Governance Modes, Policy Regimes 

and Operational Plans: A Multi-Level 

Nested Model of Policy Instrument 

Choice and Policy Design 

Policy Sciences 196 

Howlett and Lejano (2013) 
“Tales From the Crypt: The Rise and 

Fall (and Rebirth?) Of Policy Design 

Administration 

and Society 
71 

Howlett, How, and del Rio 

(2015) 

The Parameters of Policy Portfolios: 

Verticality and Horizontality in Design 

Spaces and Their Consequences for 

Policy Mix Formulation 

Environment and 

Planning C: 

Government and 

Policy 

39 

Howlett and Mukherjee 

(2017) 
Policy Design: From Tools to Patches 

Canadian Public 

Administration 
5 

Jordan and Matt (2014) 

Designing Policies That Intentionally 

Stick: Policy Feedback in a Changing 

Climate  

Policy Sciences 55 



 
 

23 
 

Maor (2017) 

The Implications of the Emerging 

Disproportionate Policy Perspective for 

the New Policy Design Studies 

Policy Sciences 8 

Taeihagh (2017) Network-Centric Policy Design  Policy Sciences 9 

Cluster 3 –Dark Blue: Institutional Analysis 95 

Carter et al. (2016) 

Integrating Core Concepts from the 

Institutional Analysis and Development 

Framework for the Systematic Analysis 

of Policy Designs: An Illustration from 

the US National Organic Program 

Regulation 

Journal of 

Theoretical 

Politics 

11 

Heikkila and Andersson 

(2018) 

Policy Design and the Added-Value of 

the Institutional Analysis Development 

Framework 

Policy and 

Politics 
9 

Mondou and Montpetit 

(2010) 

Policy Styles and Degenerative 

Politics: Poverty Policy Designs in 

Newfoundland and Quebec 

Policy Studies 

Journal 
11 

Rigby (2007) 

Same Policy Area, Different Politics: 

How Characteristics of Policy Tools 

Alter the Determinants of Early 

Childhood Education Policy 

Policy Studies 

Journal 
10 

*Siddiki et al. (2011) 

Dissecting Policy Designs: An 

Application of the Institutional 

Grammar Tool 

Policy Studies 

Journal 
49 

Siddiki (2014) 

Assessing Policy Design and 

Interpretation: An Institutions-Based 

Analysis in the Context of Aquaculture 

in Florida and Virginia, United States 

Review of Policy 

Research 
5 

Cluster 4 –Yellow:  Robustness, Resilience, and State Capacity 125 

Capano and Woo (2017) 
Resilience and Robustness in Policy 

Design: A Critical Appraisal 
Policy Sciences 19 

Capano and Woo (2018) 
Designing Policy Robustness: Outputs 

and Processes 

Policy and 

Society 
8 

Capano (2020) 

Policy Design and State Capacity in the 

COVID-19 Emergency in Italy: If You 

Are Not Prepared for the 

(Un)Expected, You Can Be Only What 

You Already Are 

Policy and 

Society 
7 

Chindarkar (2017) 

Beyond Power Politics: Evaluating the 

Policy Design Process of Rural 

Electrification in Gujarat, India 

Public 

Administration 

and Development 

8 

*Howlett (2014) 

From the ‘old’ to the ‘New’ Policy 

Design: Design Thinking beyond 

Markets and Collaborative Governance 

Policy Sciences 83 

Cluster 5 –Purple: Theorizing Policy Design 96 

Colebatch (2018) 

The Idea of Policy Design: Intention, 

Process, Outcome, Meaning and 

Validity 

Public Policy and 

Administration 
13 

Durnová and Hejzlarová 

(2018) 

Framing Policy Designs through 

Contradictory Emotions: The Case of 

Czech Single Mothers 

Public Policy and 

Administration 
5 



 
 

24 
 

Hoppe (2018) 

Heuristics for Practitioners of Policy 

Design: Rules-of-Thumb for 

Structuring Unstructured Problems 

Public Policy and 

Administration 
7 

*Howlett, Mukherjee, and 

Woo (2015) 

From Tools to Toolkits in Policy 

Design Studies: The New Design 

Orientation towards Policy 

Formulation Research 

Policy & Politics 61 

Turnbull (2018) 

Policy Design: Its Enduring Appeal in 

a Complex World and How to Think It 

Differently 

Public Policy and 

Administration 
10 

Cluster 6 –Light Blue: Social Construction Theory 1023 

Avelino (2009) 

Empowerment and the Challenge of 

Applying Transition Management to 

Ongoing Projects 

Policy Sciences 60 

Hasenfeld (2010) 
Organizational Responses to Social 

Policy: The Case of Welfare Reform 

Administration in 

Social Work 
30 

Oliver (1999) 

The Dilemmas of Incrementalism: 

Logical and Political Constraints in the 

Design of Health Insurance Reforms 

Journal of Policy 

Analysis and 

Management 

9 

Sager (2009) Governance and Coercion Political Studies 20 

*Schneider and Ingram 

(1993) 

Social Construction of Target 

Populations: Implications for Politics 

and Policy 

American 

Political Science 

Review 

904 

Cluster 7 –Orange: Developing Countries, and calibration of policy tools 51 

Araral (2014) 

Policy and Regulatory Design for 

Developing Countries: A Mechanism 

Design and Transaction Cost Approach 

Policy Sciences 11 

Howlett (2018) 

Matching Policy Tools and Their 

Targets: Beyond Nudges and Utility 

Maximisation in Policy Design 

Policy and 

Politics 
9 

*Mei and Liu (2014) 

Experiment-Based Policy Making or 

Conscious Policy Design? The Case of 

Urban Housing Reform in China 

Policy Sciences 24 

Wen (2017) 

Government Purchase of Services in 

China: Similar Intentions, Different 

Policy Designs 

Public 

Administration 

and Development 

7 

Cluster 8 –Brown: Interaction, Representation and its influence policy tools’ choice 353 

Hedegaard (2014) 

The Policy Design Effect: Proximity as 

a Micro-Level Explanation of the 

Effect of Policy Designs on Social 

Benefit Attitudes 

Scandinavian 

Political Studies 
6 

Montpetit, Rothmayr, and 

Varone (2005) 

Institutional Vulnerability to Social 

Constructions: Federalism, Target 

Populations, and Policy Designs for 

Assisted Reproductive Technology in 

Six Democracies 

Comparative 

Political Studies 
16 

Roch, Pitts, and Navarro 

(2010) 

Representative Bureaucracy and Policy 

Tools: Ethnicity, Student Discipline, 

and Representation in Public Schools 

Administration 

and Society 
36 



 
 

25 
 

* The most cited author(s) in the cluster 

 

 

 

*Soss (1999) 
Lessons of Welfare: Policy Design, 

Political Learning, and Political Action 

American 

Political Science 

Review 

295 

Cluster 9 –Pink: Criminal Justice and Punishment Policies 146 

Boushey (2016) 

Targeted for Diffusion? How the Use 

and Acceptance of Stereotypes Shape 

the Diffusion of Criminal Justice 

Policy Innovations in the American 

States 

American 

Political Science 

Review 

15 

Schneider (2006) 

Patterns of Change in the Use of 

Imprisonment in the American States: 

An Integration of Path Dependence, 

Punctuated Equilibrium and Policy 

Design Approaches 

Political Research 

Quarterly 
29 

*Schneider and Sidney 

(2009) 

What Is next for Policy Design and 

Social Construction Theory? 

Policy Studies 

Journal 
93 

Schneider (2012) 

Punishment Policy in the American 

States from 1890 to 2008: 

Convergence, Divergence, 

Synchronous Change, and Feed-

Forward Effects 

Policy Studies 

Journal 
9 


