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Foreword 

The mountain of sortition had a much broader base and a more impressive depth in 

the past than is currently the case. When discussing sortition, we often feel the 

weight of history — however it should neither constrain nor attract but rather 

inform us and allow for new explorations. It’s not pure conceptualization that 

matters and there is a need for precise description and thorough monitoring. The 

second issue of the Journal of Sortition illustrates this in its own way. 

Concerning the current, somewhat misty (or even mystifying?) use of sortition, 

Jessy Bailly shows that citizens’ panels have been used by the European 

Commission to marginally enrich its own agenda without challenging the balance 

of power between the different institutions, which might well constitute a case of 

the institutional subversion of deliberative democracy (which is generally 

understood as a redistribution of power in favour of citizens). On this point, the 

European Commission is not so far removed from China. 

William Bosworth, Keith Dowding, and Adriano Giuliani, while agreeing 

with the Lafont/Urbinati critique of lottocracy, propose that the advantages of 

random selection could be preserved if political parties were to randomly select the 

electoral candidates they support from their membership base. This use of sortition 

could be extended to other, less political, institutions. 

Alex Kovner and Keith Sutherland question the assumed link between random 

selection and the ‘deliberative turn’ in democratic theory. Drawing on the 

‘argumentative theory of reasoning’, they propose that agonistic debate between 

elected officials followed by decision making by large randomly selected citizen 

juries would be a better division of labour than moderated deliberation in citizens’ 

assemblies. They illustrate their reasoning with the example of the ‘superminority’ 

method and conclude that sortition is best conceptualised as the plebian element in 

the republican theory of the mixed constitution (c.f. Kuzminski, below). 

In this issue the return to the historical base or rather to its multiple divergent or 

convergent paths continues. Jan-Luca Helbig and Jonas Maria Hoff study the 

history of casting lots to make a decision and emphasize the fact that people have 

been using this practice for thousands of years. Using lot for decision-making is 

itself based on a decision for which mostly infinite reasons can be given. They 

show that these reasons have undergone profound changes over the centuries. 

André Sauzeau is a true polymath — a retired engineer and classicist equally at 

home with French political history — who coined the term ‘stochation’ to signify 
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the political potential of sortition. His paper is a meditation on equality in its 

various manifestations, and takes issue with the singular (sanitizing) ‘lottery 

principle’. Sauzeau correlates ‘blind equality’ as the basis of sortition with majority 

voting, and this link may explain how majoritarian rule and political lottery could 

join in the democratic model of classical Greece (a claim also made by Matthew 

Simonton in the previous issue of this journal). 

Yves Sintomer and Maxime Mellina’s study of the origins of a disappearance 

(1795–1836), explains how sortition ultimately vanished in Republican 

Switzerland, this disappearance being the consequence of a transformation in 

political imaginaries shaped by the Enlightenment and the revolutions. Such a shift 

can be seen beyond the borders of the Swiss Nation-State 

Peter Stone casts a critical eye over Maurice Pope’s proposal for government 

by sortition. Pope supports assigning all government responsibilities to an 

assortment of randomly selected panels of various sizes. For Pope, such decision 

making must result in consensus in order to achieve legitimacy. Stone concludes 

that what may be realistic in a small jury for a criminal or civil trial is utopian when 

it comes to running entire political systems. 

Our foundational document in the history of sortition is the first English 

translation of Francisco Guicciardini’s (1527) Of the Way to Elect to the Offices 

in the Great Council — his reflections on the debates which followed the end of 

Medici rule in the late 1490s and the establishment of the second Florentine 

Republic. This takes the form of a pair of invented speeches, one opposing the use 

of lottery selection from a pre-elected pool, the other supporting the procedure. It 

is one of the more interesting documents from a period that saw the beginnings of 

the demise of sortition as a major republican selection procedure and its gradual 

replacement by exclusively electoral forms of political recruitment. Because 

Guicciardini was a consistent opponent of the more inclusive republican model that 

involved sortition, it could be argued that he played a pivotal role in this change. 

In the opinion section, Adrian Kuzminski explores the relationship between 

equality and inequality (c.f. Sauzeau, above) then discusses how these ideas might 

be manifested in a modern state that uses a combination of voting and sortition. 

According to Kuzminski, such a state would be better described in the language of 

the (republican) mixed constitution, rather than as a democracy — an argument 

made (in 2010) by the classical historian Mogens Herman Hansen. Meanwhile Gil 

Delannoi invites readers to determine if they are a Lottocrat by completing his 

(tongue-in-cheek) questionnaire. Books under review include James S. Fishkin, 

Can deliberation cure the ills of democracy?, Jeff Miller, Democracy in crisis: 

Lessons from ancient Athens and Erica Benner, Adventures in democracy. 

Getting Involved 

The editors hope that the launch volume of the Journal of Sortition has 

demonstrated the breadth (and depth) of the topic. We are not the journal of 

citizens’ assemblies (although Hélène Landemore is guest editing a special issue 

on this topic in Volume 2) and very few members of our editorial advisory board 

would pass the ‘are you a lottocrat?’ test. If you have found the journal to your 
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taste, we would encourage you to submit an article for peer review. We particularly 

encourage submissions on education, social justice and other applications of 

sortition beyond democratic politics, along with sceptical critiques of sortition 

initiatives — see Call for Papers (overleaf). 

 If you like the journal, then please subscribe — either in person or via your 

institution (preferably both!). The journal exists in both electronic and traditional 

print format — we are particularly keen on the latter, as it encourages readers to 

venture beyond the niche interests that are revealed via keyword database searches. 

We want the journal to surprise and educate (in the liberal arts sense of educare, or 

‘drawing out’). Although the production of printed journals is an expensive 

undertaking, subscription to the current volume is from as little as £20 ($25/€25). 

This launch offer is on account of a generous subvention from Sciences Po 

University, but we need to establish a strong subscription base in order to maintain 

this approach over the years. Our publisher, Imprint Academic, has a proven record 

in creating journals that define emerging disciplines, including History of Political 

Thought (est. 1980) and the Journal of Consciousness Studies (est. 1994). The plan 

is to do the same thing with the study of sortition. 

The launch issue (January 2025) is offered as a free inspection copy (just send 

your mailing address to anna@imprint.co.uk). As subscriptions run from January 

to December the first volume is effectively half price (individuals: print and 

online). Your subscription will automatically renew each year (at the regular price) 

and your payment will be taken (to prevent auto-renewal go to the ‘my account’ 

section on our web page and change the renewal setting, or just inform Anna-Lena 

Konder by email). Prices are quoted in £ Sterling and converted into local currency 

by your card issuer. 
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