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A New Trend of Western Democracy: Theory and Practice of Sortition
Wang Shaoguang (Tsinghua University)

Abstract: The 21st century can be said to be a century of rebirth of the ancient democratic form of sortition. First of all, as
the representative democracy plunged into crisis, scholars began to reflect systematically on the electoral democracy from the
theoretical perspective, and sortition research thus entered the mainstream from the edge. Especially during the first 16
years of 21st century. the theoretical research achievements have been booming. Although the scholars have not reached a
final consensus on the application area and methods of sortition, their theoretical direction has always been the same, which
means the potential of sortition must be further developed. As for the practical level of sortition, it can be traced back to the
1970s. After entering the 21st century, the two most spectacular types of sortition experiments were Deliberative Polling
and Citizens’ Assembly, of which China is the most experimental country of Deliberative Polling. For the ultimate
effectiveness of this democratic tool for sortation, we will wait and see.

Key words: electoral democracy; representative democracy; sortation; Deliberative Polling; Citizens’ Assembly
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