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Resumen

Esee

iculo analiza los mitos que se han conseruido, tanco en un plano conceptual
como_de efectos esperados, en torno 2 las denominadas innovaciones democraticas,
incrementar la participacion ciud: B
delaselecciones. Argumentamos que tanto escos mitos como I (Reticia) confroneaciin entre
politia dirccta ¢ indirceta ha generado falsas oposiciones y reduccionismos que enmascaran

entendi

25 como inseicuciones destinadas alli

el debate y limitan el estudio cmpirico de la innovacion democritica. Una agenda de
imvestigacion basada en el concepo de cologissparticpatiza sc sugicre para el entendimicnto
de los mecanismos de participacidn cn forma sisteri

Palabras clave: innovacidn democriciea, represencacién, policiea dirceca, policicaindirey

Abstract

This paper discusses the mychs reg;
effects

ding both the concepualization and the expected
ciel presented in analyses of the so-called ‘democratic nno-

are implicicly or cx

cions’ that i, che new institutions that aim to increase public participation beyond regy

cetions. It is argued th these myths. together with the (fetitious) confrontation betw

dircct and indircct policis, have generaced
debare and limic cmpiric

falsc opposicions and reductionisms chat mask the
approximations to democratic innovation. A rescarch agenda
sd on the concept of‘parcicipatory ccologies”is suggested a5 3 way to gain an understand-

i of the mechanisms of participacion i 3 syseemtic way

Key Words: democratic innovacions, representation, participation, dircct policics, indirece

poliics.
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3. CONCLUSIONES
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