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Initiatives
Thinking Realistically about Direct 
Democracy



Initiatives and the Need for Reform
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CIR Development



CIR Process
How does it work? 
Where has it been implemented?







2010 Pilot Process



Legislative Passage: HB 2634



CIR Processes & Pilots



Effects
How does it impact participants?

How does it impact the public?



Panelists’ Assessment of Having Learned Enough

Figure 1.2. Panelists’ End-Of-Week Self-Assessment of Having  
Learned Enough to Make an Informed Decision 

    

Figure 1.3. Panelists’ Follow-Up Self-Assessment of Having  
Learned Enough to Make an Informed Decision 

    



Panelists’ Position Before and After Deliberation
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CIR, 2010
(N = 38)

CIR, 2011
(N = 37)

Attitudinal Changes

Internal Efficacy + +

Deliberative Faith + +

External Efficacy + +

Collective Identity + +

Changes to 

Engagement

Communicative + +

Community-based + +

Institutionalized 0 0

Panelists’ Self-Reported Attitude & Behavior Change

Note. Figures in table represent net changes to participants’ attitudes and behaviors. Significance was found using binomial 

nonparametric tests, p < .05. 

+ = At least one individual measures of change is positive and significant; +/- = Mixed results; 0 = No effects; NA = Not measured in 

this study



Breadth of CIR Exposure

87% of 

Oregonians 

used the 

Voters’ 

Pamphlet 

before 

voting

2/3 of VP 

users read 

CIR page

1/3 of 

readers 

got new 

arguments

¼ of OR 

voters 

were 

aided



Internal Efficacy (W 2) External Efficacy (W 2)

B (SE) Beta B (SE) Beta

Constant 1.015 (.100) ** --- .426 (.109)** ---

Controls

Age -.001 (.001)* -.064 .003 (.001)** .062

Gender -.026 (.031) -.022 .034 (.033) .022

Education .018 (.012) .044 .034 (.013)** .062

Income .003 (.004) .020 -.002 (.004) -.010

Party .007 (.007) .025 -.017 (.009) † -.047

Political interest .147 (.022)** .208 -.030 (.022) -.033

Political knowledge .049 (.012)** .112 .011 (.014) .019

Internal efficacy (W1) .473 (.028)** .485 --- ---

External efficacy (W1) --- --- .714 (.024)** .744

Predictors

Aware of CIR .036 (.034) .031 .118 (.037)** .076

Read CIR Statements .118 (.042)** .081 -.003 (.046) -.002

R2 .466 .628

Note. Numbers in table are unstandardized coefficients found using simple regression. Numbers in parenthesis are standard error.

*p ≤ .05; **p ≤ .01.

Effects of Awareness and Use on Efficacy




