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Stage 1:  Preparation 

Submit draft 
petition 

Petition 
categorised 

location marked 
expiry dated 

Petition denied 
Logged publicly 

and reason given  

Negotiation over 
wording 

Approved 

MPs given 
opportunity to 

endorse petition 

MPs 

Petitioner 
Admin-
istrator 

Idealisation of an online petitioning system 
Designed to integrate with democratic representation and government 

processes 
A skewed interpretation of submissions to the Parliamentary committee on e-petitions, 

January 2008 

Q: If a local issue, 
should the MP be 
involved too at this 
point? 

Consensus is there should 
be a single point of contact 
for all petitions  

Could be passed to Local 
Authority or other public 
body if appropriate 

May need a mech- 
anism to limit the number 
of MPs if it’s a popular 
issue? 

Stage 2:  Input 

Publish Collect 
Signatures 

(and 
comments?) 

Close 

participants 

Issue: moderation of the 
debate – is this a role for 
government, parliament or 
the original petitioners? 

Debate 

With links to related 
parliamentary and 
government activity 

Forums may not be 
best for high volumes

Stage 3: Impact 
Petitioners 

Opportunity to 
contact 

participants* 
- ask to join 
cause etc 

MPs 
Notified how 

many 
constituents 
signed – can 

respond to them* 

Committee
Review the 
summarised 

results, suggest 
for debate on the 

Floor 

Government 
Contact 

participants * 
Post response 

* No stakeholder  has direct 
access to participants’ 
contact details. This is to 
mitigate the risks related to 
data mining 

Feedback
Outcomes and current status is recorded 

on the website Admin-
istrator 

Q: What are the risks to the political system that a process like this implies? 


