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Watchdogs

What?

How?

Who?
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Types and Virtues of Many Minds

Tradition

Cosmopolitanism

Popular sovereignty

Democratic culture is a culture in which 
individuals have a fair opportunity to participate 
in the forms of meaning making that constitute 

them as individuals 
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‘Scandals’, 2006 - 2009

Lord Levy
(former fund-raiser)
Loans for Peerages

David Abrahams
(private donor)

Proxy Donations

Wendy Alexander
(Leader of Scottish 

Labour Party)
Foreign Donations

Peter Hain
(Secretary of State)

Non-Reporting

No prosecution, 
already resigned

No prosecution, 
retired to private 

life.

No prosecution but 
Parliamentary 

sanction. Resigned.

No prosecution, 
resigned. Now back 

as SoS. Tainted.

Electoral 
Administration Act 

2007

Political Parties and 
Elections Act 2009, s.

9
No change

Political Parties and 
Elections Act 2009, s.

14

Parliamentary 
Committee

Daily Mail Daily Mail The Guardian
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Web 2.0 - A Relational Web

Static Websites Web 2.0

Content produced by finite teams Infinite number of contributors

Strict editorial limits Users post anything/anytime

External users cannot contribute Sites encourage (require) external 
contributions

Information only - no 
communication tools

Variety of ways for users to 
communicate
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Web 2.0

Routing around / glomming on

Get and consume culture created elsewhere

Deliberative spin-offs

Innovation and unknowingness - double bind

Cannot anticipate new architecture and tools
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US Election 2008

MyBO, iPhone App, aggregators, YouTube 

Proposition 8: Ballot measure to change CA 
constitution that marriage should only exist 

“between a man and a woman”

‘No’ campaign’s mashup of donation data + google 
maps
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http://www.eightmaps.com
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Protectmarriage.com v. Bowen (2009)

Complaint that donors/supporters subject to threats, 
reprisals and harassment (boycotts, ‘buycotts’, 

property damage, death threats etc) 

Plaintiff sought void statutory reporting requirement  

Impinges on freedoms of belief but can a legitimate 
governmental interest be shown?
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Protectmarriage.com v. Bowen (2009)

Knowing which interested parties back or oppose a ballot 
measure is critical, especially when one considers that ballot-

measure language is typically confusing....by knowing who 
supports or opposes a given initiative, voters will have a pretty 

good idea of who stands to benefit from the legislation.  
Getman I, 328 F.3d at 1105-1106. 

Protected speech despite risk of threats, harassment, 
reprisals. NB Court’s threshold high - Brown v. Socialist 

Workers ’74 Campaign Comm 459 US 87 (1982)

Information is communicated in a manner which is 
collaborative, open, responsive. An architecture of 
surveillance, created and operated by ‘many minds’
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Transferability - Legal Obstacles

Thresholds

PPERA 2000 - disclosure thresholds, £5,000 / £1,000

PPEB 2009 - raised threshold for ‘administrative convenience’ to 
£7,500 / £1,500

Trend of huge donations, mainly from wealthy individuals, 
disincentivises small/ordinary donations.

Data

PPERA - disclosure regime for political donations

All data uploaded to Electoral Commission’s website and made 
available in Excel and SPSS (on request)

Only partial information - name and quantity of donation but not 
address and postcode (PPERA, s.69(4))
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Conclusion

The trends in political activity represent changes in the style of 

political action, and not just change in the level of participation. The 

new style of citizenship seeks to place more control over political 

activity in the hands of the citizenry. These changes in participation 

make greater demands on the participants. At the same time, these 

activities can increase public pressure on political elites. Citizen 

participation is becoming more closely linked to citizen influence. 

Rather than democracy being at risk, this represents an opportunity 

to expand and enrich democratic participation. 

R Dalton, “Citizenship Norms and the Expansion of Political Participation”, Political Studies (2008)
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Conclusion

Maximalist position

Hyper-transparency,  but double bind

Potential to investigate sources, splintering, donation 
limits, co-ordinating expenditure etc

Minimalist position (limited role of state)

(1) require generation of building blocks (data)

(2) make data freely available (inc. manipulable)
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