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‘Kritik des Verhältnisses von Demokratie und Justiz. Ethik und Gesellschaft 1/2019.
doi:10.18156/eug-1-2019-rez-7

Fleuß, D., & Helbig, K. (2020). Measuring nation states’ deliberativeness: Systematic
challenges, methodological pitfalls, and strategies for upscaling the measurement of
deliberation. Political Studies. doi:10.1177/0032321719890817

Fleuß, D., & Schaal, G. S. (2019). What are we doing when we are doing democratic
theory? In Democratic Theory, 6(2), 12–26.

Fleuß, D., Helbig, K., & Schaal, G. S. (2018). Four parameters for measuring
democratic deliberation: Theoretical and methodological challenges and how to
respond. Politics and Governance, 6(1), 11–21.

Fleuß, D., Schaal, G. S., & Helbig, K. (2019). Empirische Messung digitalisierter
Demokratien: Erkenntnistheoretische Herausforderungen und eine wissenschaftstheoretische
Antwort. Politische Vierteljahresschrift, 60(3), 461–486.

Fleuß, D. (2020). Warum Politische Theorie nicht praxisfern sein muss. In Politikum:
Was leistet die Politikwissenschaft für die Gesellschaft? (Sonderheft 2020), 10–16.

Foa, R. S., & Mounk, Y. (2017). The signs of deconsolidation. Journal of Democracy,
28(1), 5–15.

Foa, R. S., & Mounk, Y. (2019). Democratic deconsolidation in developed
democracies, 1995-2018, 1995–2018, Harvard center for European studies open
forum. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University.

Forst, R. (2010). The justification of human rights and the basic right to justification:
A reflexive approach. Ethics, 120(4), 711–740.

Forst, R. (2011). The right to justification: Elements of a constructivist theory of justice.
New York, NY: Columbia University Press.

Forst, R. (2014). Justification and critique: Towards a critical theory of politics.
Cambridge: Polity.

Fournier, P., Van der Kolk, H., Carty, R. K., Blais, A., & Rose, J. (2011). When
citizens decide: Lessons from citizen assemblies on electoral reform. Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Fraser, N., & Honneth, A. (2003). Redistribution or recognition?: A political-
philosophical exchange. London and New York: Verso.

Fried, B. H. (2020). Rawls, risk, and the maximin principle. Facing up to scarcity: The
logic and limits of nonconsequentialist thought (pp. 149–154). Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Galston, W. A. (2010). Realism in political theory. European Journal of Political
Theory, 9(4), 385–411.

Gaus, D. (2013). Rational reconstruction as a method of political theory between
social critique and empirical political science. Constellations, 20(4), 553–570.

Geißel, B., Dean, R., Jung, S., &Wipfle, B. (2019). Abschlussbericht der wissenschaftlichen
Evaluation. [Scientific report Bürgerrat Demokratie], by Research Unit Democratic
Innovations, Goethe University Frankfurt (Main). Retrieved from https://www.
buergerrat.de/fileadmin/downloads/evaluationsbericht.pdf

References 177

https://doi.org/10.18156/eug-1-2019-rez-7
https://doi.org/10.1177/0032321719890817
https://www.buergerrat.de/fileadmin/downloads/evaluationsbericht.pdf
https://www.buergerrat.de/fileadmin/downloads/evaluationsbericht.pdf


Gerstenberg, O. (2019). Radical democracy and the rule of law: Reflections on J.
Habermas’ legal philosophy. International Journal of Constitutional Law, 17(4),
1054–1058.

Gesang, B. (2010). Are moral philosophers moral experts? Bioethics, 24(4), 153–159.
Geuss, R. (1981). The idea of a critical theory: Habermas and the Frankfurt School.

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Giroux, H. A. (2018). What is the role of higher education in the age of fake news?. In

M. A. Peters, S. Rider, M. Hyvönen, & T. Besley (Eds.), Post-truth, fake news.
Viral modernity and higher education (pp. 197–215). Singapore: Springer.
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Maus, I. (2011). Über Volkssouveränität: Elemente einer Demokratietheorie. Berlin:
Suhrkamp.

Maus, I. (2015). Menschenrechte, Demokratie und Frieden: Perspektiven globaler
Organisation. Frankfurt am Main: Suhrkamp.

Maus, I. (2018). Justiz als gesellschaftliches Über-Ich. Zur Position der Rechtsprechung
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Niemeyer, S., & Jennstål, J. (2018). Scaling up deliberative effects: Applying lessons of mini-
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