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Introduction
Purpose
The purpose of this resource guide is to assist educators in the development of comprehensive classroom
curriculum to explore concepts related to a student’s readiness for active, engaged citizenship. The resources
included can help in teaching the foundations of democratic values as well as broaden the scope of courses
that generally focus attention on conventional democratic institutions or governments. In addition to teaching
about democratic values, the educator can use these resources to challenge students to improve upon current
systems of democratic government by analyzing the effectiveness of established democratic institutions.
Finally, the educator can use this guide to help students answer these questions: “What is the future of
democracy?” and “Can our current democratic institutions be improved?”
Sortition Resource Guide for Educators contains useful information, extracted from multiple public sources, for
educators to develop their own units, lessons, or activities related to the teaching of democratic government.
The guide contains:
• Vocabulary words and phrases related to sortition
• Ideas for lessons on citizens’ assemblies, lotteries, and sortition
• Annotated resources including web addresses of organizations connected to deliberative democratic
ideals, lists of books, articles, videos and other reference materials
• Classroom simulation activities
Possible Curriculum Units Developed from this Guide:
• Becoming an Active Engaged Citizen
• The History of Democracy
• The Future of Democracy
• What is Democracy?
• Inclusive Democracy
• Exploring Alternative Governance Structures
• Using Sortition in Democratic Institutions
• Integrating a Deliberative Process in the Classroom
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Vocabulary
Sortition – The action of selecting or determining something by the casting or drawing of lots.
Lottery – A selection made by lot from a number of applicants or competitors.
Democracy – Government by the people, exercised either directly or through elected representatives
Random selection – A method of choosing in which members of a particular group have an equal chance of
being selected.
Innovation – The act of innovating; the introduction of new things or methods.
Demarchy – A form of democratic government where the representative members of the government are
selected randomly, rather than by election. [The word Demarchy is derived from the Greek
words Demos (common people) and Arkhon (ruler).]
Athens – Historic city and capital of Greece. Many of Classical civilization’s intellectual and artistic ideas
originated there including democratic ideals, and the city is generally considered to be the birthplace of
Western civilization.
Boule – A council of over 500 citizens appointed to run daily affairs of the city of Athens during the
democratic period in the late 4th Century BC.
Polis – Literally means city in the Greek language. It can also mean a body of citizens. In modern
historiography, polis is normally used to indicate the ancient Greek city-states, like Classical Athens
Pinakian – In ancient Greece, a pinakian was a small bronze plate used to identify a citizen of a city. Pinakia
for candidates for political office or for jury membership were inserted into randomization machines
(kleroteria) for the selection of office holders.
Kleroterion – a randomization device used by the Athenian polis during the period of democracy to select
citizens to the boule, to most state offices, to the legislature, and to court juries.
The kleroterion was a slab of stone incised with rows of slots and with an attached tube. Citizens'
tokens—pinakia—were placed randomly in the slots so that every member of each of the tribes of Athens
had their tokens placed in the same column. There was a pipe attached to the stone which could then be
fed dice that were colored differently (assumed to be black and white) and could be released individually
by a mechanism that has not survived to posterity (but is speculated to be by two nails; one used to block
the open end and another to separate the next die to fall from the rest of the dice above it1). When a die
was released, a complete row of tokens (so, one citizen from each of the tribes of Athens) was either
selected if the die was colored one color or discarded if it was the alternate color. This process continued
until the requisite number of citizens was selected. (Wikipedia)

(Fig. left) A kleroterion in the Ancient Agora Museum (Athens). This device was used for the jury selection system in Athens. Bronze identification tickets,
such as those at the bottom left of this picture, were inserted to indicate eligible jurors who were also divided into tribes. By a random process, a whole
row would be accepted or rejected for jury service. There was a kleroteria in front of each court. (Fig. right) Entrance to the Ure Museum of Greek
Archaeology at Reading University showing two reconstructed Kleroterions.

1

Bishop, J. (1970). "The Cleroterium". The Journal of Hellenic Studies. 90: 1–14.
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Representation – Action or speech on behalf of a person, group, business, house, state, or similar. The
fact or right of being represented by delegates having a voice in legislation or government.
Direct Democracy – Voters are directly involved in the decision making of the state. Voters express their
opinions by continuously voting on issues. Direct Democracies offer citizens full control, accountability and
equality.
Representative Democracy – The most widely used form of democracy involves handing over one’s voting
right to representatives who act on one’s behalf for making decisions.
Liquid Democracy – Voters can either vote directly on issues, or they can delegate their voting power to
delegates (i.e. representatives) who vote on their behalf.
Deliberative Sortition Assemblies – The random selection of people such that they match the sociodemographic profile of the wider community.
Irish Citizens Assembly – Single-issue policy-jury-style assemblies used to solicit the considered public
judgement about one specific, often contentious local topic. These assemblies open up the space for
politicians to act by discovering what a representative group of informed citizens' want.
Sampling – A subset of a population that is used to represent the entire group as a whole.
Random Sampling – A subset of a statistical population in which each member of the subset has an equal
probability of being chosen. A simple random sample is meant to be an unbiased representation of a group.
Stratified Random Sampling – A probability sampling method and a form of random sampling in which the
population is divided into two or more groups (strata) according to one or more common
attributes. Stratified random sampling intends to guarantee that the sample represents specific sub-groups
or strata.
Voter Fatigue – In politics, voter fatigue is the apathy that the electorate can experience under certain
circumstances, one of which could be that they are required to vote too often, or that they feel
disengaged.
Rational Ignorance – Rational ignorance is refraining from acquiring knowledge when the cost of educating
oneself on an issue exceeds the potential benefit that the knowledge would provide.
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ACTIVITIES
1. Use Quizlet to create a study set of the vocabulary words
associated with sortition/citizens’ assemblies.
2. Athenian Democracy Lesson Plan – University of
Cambridge School Classics Project teaching literacy and
history through Greek myths.
3. Athenian Democracy SAC – Lesson Plan - Stanford History
Education Group created Structured Academic
Controversy. “Ancient Athens is often called the birthplace of democracy. With three branches of
government and elected officials, it bore significant similarities to modern democracies. However, only
twelve percent of Athens's populace was allowed to vote, and civic involvement was much more
participatory. In this Structured Academic Controversy (SAC), students consider whether or not
ancient Athens was truly democratic.” [Registration required but no fee.]
4. Democracy in Early Athens Simulations:
• Greek Assembly Simulation – “Students will be able to demonstrate components of a Greek
Assembly and make judgements on four different propositions. The goal is to have students
experience a real-life debate and to have the ability to reflect upon their experience as a Greek.”
• Ancient Democracy – “Students will describe which segments of society were included in the
original Athenian democracy. They will compare and contrast early Greek democracy to
democracy as it is exercised in the United States today.”
• Ancient Greece Lesson 2 – Lesson Plan (primary grades) – A Core Knowledge lesson plan that
includes a simple simulation about Greek democracy.
5. Research historical examples of the use of sortition: (below from Wikipedia)
Northern Italy and Venice – 12th to 18th century
The brevia was used in the city states of Northern Italy during the 12th and 13th centuries and in
Venice until the late 18th century.1 Men, who were chosen randomly, swore an oath that they were
not acting under bribes, and then they elected members of the council. Voter and candidate eligibility
probably included property owners, councilors, guild members, and perhaps, at times, artisans. The
Doge of Venice was determined through a complex process of nomination, voting and sortition.
Lot was used in the Venetian system only in order to select members of the committees that served to
nominate candidates for the Great Council. A combination of election and lot was used in this multistage process. Lot was not used alone to select magistrates, unlike in Florence and Athens. The use of
lot to select nominators made it more difficult for political sects to exert power, and discouraged
campaigning.2 By reducing intrigue and power moves within the Great Council, lot maintained
cohesiveness among the Venetian nobility, contributing to the stability of this republic. Top
magistracies generally still remained in the control of elite families.3
Florence – 14th and 15th century
The scrutiny was employed in Florence for over a century starting in 1328.4 Nominations and voting
together created a pool of candidates from different sectors of the city. These men then had their
names deposited into a sack, and a lottery draw determined who would get magistracy positions. The
scrutiny was gradually opened up to minor guilds, reaching the greatest level of Renaissance citizen
participation in 1378–82.
Dowlen, Oliver (2008). The Political Potential of Sortition: A study of the random selection of citizens for public office. Imprint Academic.
Manin, Bernard (1997). The Principles of Representative Government. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. ISBN 978-0-521-45891-7.
3 Rousseau (1762). On the Social Contract. New York: St Martin's Press. p. 112.
4 Dowlen, Oliver (2008). The Political Potential of Sortition: A study of the random selection of citizens for public office. Imprint Academic.
1
2
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In Florence, lot was used to select magistrates and members of the Signoria during republican periods.
Florence utilized a combination of lot and scrutiny by the people, set forth by the ordinances of
1328.1 In 1494, Florence founded a Great Council in the model of Venice. The nominatori were
thereafter chosen by lot from among the members of the Great Council, indicating a decline in
aristocratic power.
Switzerland
Because financial gain could be achieved through the position of mayor, some parts of Switzerland used
random selection during the years between 1640 and 1837 in order to prevent corruption.2
India
Local government in parts of Tamil Nadu such as the village of Uttiramerur traditionally used a system
known as kuda-olai where the names of candidates for the village committee were written on palm
leaves and put into a pot and pulled out by a child.3
6. Create a T-chart of Advantages vs. Disadvantage of Sortition –
(info below from Wikipedia)
ADVANTAGES
Effective representation of the interests of the people
A modern advocate of sortition, political scientist John Burnheim,
argues for systems of sortition as follows:
Let the convention for deciding what is our common will be that
we will accept the decision of a group of people who are well
informed about the question, well-motivated to find as good a
solution as possible and representative of our range of interests
simply because they are statistically representative of us as a
group. If this group is then responsible for carrying out what it
decides, the problem of control of the execution process largely
vanishes.4
This advantage does not equally apply to the use of juries.
Cognitive diversity
Cognitive diversity is an amalgamation of different ways of seeing the world and interpreting events
within it,5 where a diversity of perspectives and heuristics guide individuals to create different solutions
to the same problems.6 Cognitive diversity is not the same as gender, ethnicity, value-set or age
diversity, although they are often positively correlated. According to numerous scholars such as Page
and Landemore,7 cognitive diversity is more important to creating successful ideas than the average
ability level of a group. This "Diversity trumps ability theorem"8 is essential to why sortition is a viable
democratic option.9 Simply put, random selection of persons of average intelligence performs better
than a collection of the best individual problem solvers.10

Manin, Bernard (1997). The Principles of Representative Government. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. ISBN 978-0-521-45891-7
Carson, Lyn; Martin, Brian (1999). Random Selection in Politics. Praeger. p. 33.
3 Brucker, Gene (1962). Florentine Politics and Society 1342-1378. Princeton: Princeton University Press.
4 Burnheim, John (2006). Is Democracy Possible? University of California Press. pp. 124–5. ISBN 978-1920898427
5 Landemore, Helene (2012). "Deliberation, Cognitive Diversity, and Democratic Inclusiveness: An Epistemic Argument for the Random Selection of
Representatives". Synthese. 190 (7): 1209–1231. doi:10.1007/s11229-012-0062-6
6 Page (2007). How the power of diversity creates better groups, firms, schools, and societies. Princeton University Press.
7 Bouricious, Terrill (2013). "Democracy Through Multi-Body Sortition: Athenian Lessons for the Modern Day." Journal of Public Deliberation. 9 (1). Article 11.
Retrieved June 4, 2019.
8 Dreifus, Claudia (January 8, 2008). "In Professor's Model, Diversity = Productivity". New York Times. Retrieved June 4, 2019.
9 Page (2007). How the power of diversity creates better groups, firms, schools, and societies. Princeton University Press.
10 Ibid
1
2
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Fairness
Sortition is inherently egalitarian in that it ensures all citizens have an equal chance of entering office
irrespective of any bias in society:1
Compared to a voting system – even one that is open to all citizens – a citizen-wide lottery scheme
for public office lowers the threshold to office. This is because ordinary citizens do not have to
compete against more powerful or influential adversaries in order to take office, and because the
selection procedure does not favor those who have pre-existing advantages or connections – as
invariably happens with election by preference.2
Random selection has the ability to overcome the various demographic biases in race, religion, sex, etc.
apparent in most legislative assemblies. Greater perceived fairness can be added by using stratified
sampling. For example, the Citizens' Assembly on Electoral Reform in British Columbia sampled one
woman and one man from each electoral district and also ensured representation for First
Nations members. Bias may still exist if particular groups are purposefully excluded from the lottery
such as happened in Ancient Athens where women, slaves, younger men and foreigners were not
eligible.
Democratic
Greek writers who mention democracy
(including Aristotle3, Plato and Herodotus) emphasize the role of
selection by lot or state outright that being allotted is more
democratic than elections. For example, Plato says:
Democracy arises after the poor are victorious over their
adversaries, some of whom they kill and others of whom they exile,
then they share out equally with the rest of the population political offices and burdens; and in this
regime public offices are usually allocated by lot.4
The idea that democracy is associated with sortition remained common in the 18th century. Charles
de Secondat, baron de Montesquieu writes in The Spirit of the Laws, "The suffrage by lot is natural to
democracy, as that by choice is to aristocracy."5
Anti-corruption
Sortition may be less corruptible than voting. Author James Wycliffe Headlam explains that the
Athenian Council (500 administrators randomly selected), would commit occasional mistakes such as
levying taxes that were too high. Additionally, from time to time, some in the Council would
improperly make small quantities of money from their civic positions. However, "systematic oppression
and organized fraud were impossible".6 These Greeks recognized that sortition broke up factions,
diluted power, and gave positions to such a large number of disparate people that they would all keep
an eye on each other making collusion fairly rare. Furthermore, power did not necessarily go to those
who wanted it and had schemed for it. The Athenians used an intricate machine, a kleroterion, to allot
officers. Headlam also explains that "the Athenians felt no distrust of the lot, but regarded it as the
most natural and the simplest way of appointment".7
Like Athenian democrats, critics of electoral politics in the 21st-century argue that the process of
election by vote is subject to manipulation by money and other powerful forces and because legislative

Sortition: Theory and Practice By Gil Delannoi, Oliver Dowlen.
Oliver Dowlen, Sorting Out Sortition: A Perspective on the Random Selection of Political Officers Political Studies 2008
3 The Athenian Democracy in the Age of Demosthenes, Mogens Herman Hansen, ISBN 1-85399-585-1
4 Plato, Republic VIII, 557a
5 Charles de Secondat, baron de Montesquieu, Spirit of the Laws, Book 2, Chapter 2
6 Headlam, James Wycliffe (1891). Election by Lot at Athens. p. 77.
7 Ibid p. 96.
1
2
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elections give power to a few powerful groups they are believed to be less democratic system than
selection by lot from amongst the population.
Empowering ordinary people
An inherent problem with electoral politics is the over-representative of the politically active groups in
society who tend to be those who join political parties. For example, in 2000 less than 2%1 of the UK
population belonged to a political party whilst in 2005 there were at best only 3 independent
MPs (see List of UK minor party and independent MPs elected) so that 99.5% of all UK MPs belonged
to a political party. As a result, political members of the UK population were represented by one MP
per 1800 of those belonging to a party whilst those who did not belong to a party had one MP per 19
million individuals who did not belong to a party.
Additionally, participants grow in competence by contributing to deliberation. Citizens are more
significantly empowered by being a part of decision-making that concerns them. Most societies have
some type of citizenship education, but sortition-based committees allow ordinary people to develop
their own democratic capacities through participation.2
Alleviates the problems of voter fatigue
Supporters also argue that sortition alleviates the problems of voter fatigue and rational ignorance,
which is seen as a problem in both representative democracy and direct democracy.
Loyalty is to conscience not to political party
Elected representatives typically rely on political parties in order to gain
and retain office. This means they often feel a primary loyalty to the
party and will vote contrary to conscience to support a party position.
Representatives appointed by sortition do not owe anything to anyone
for their position.
DISADVANTAGES
Incompetence
The most common argument against pure sortition (that is, with no prior selection of an eligible group)
is that it takes no account of skills or experience that might be needed to effectively discharge the
particular offices to be filled. Were such a position to require a specific skill set, sortition could not
necessarily guarantee the selection of a person whose skills matched the requirements of being in
office unless the group from which the allotment is drawn were itself composed entirely of sufficiently
specialized persons. This is why sortition was not used to select military commanders (Strategos) in
ancient Athens. By contrast, systems of election or appointment ideally limit this problem by
encouraging the matching of skilled individuals to jobs they are suited to. By submitting their
qualifications to scrutiny beforehand, either by the electorate or other persons in positions of
authority, those manifestly unqualified to hold a given position can be prevented from being elected or
appointed to discharge it.
According to Xenophon (Memorabilia Book I, 2.9), this classical argument was offered by Socrates:
[Socrates] taught his companions to despise the established laws by insisting on the folly of
appointing public officials by lot, when none would choose a pilot or builder or flautist by lot,
nor any other craftsman for work in which mistakes are far less disastrous than mistakes in
statecraft.3
Tom Bentley; Paul Miller (September 24, 2004). "The decline of the political party". perfect.co.uk. Archived from the original on October 10, 2006.
Retrieved October 25, 2006.
2 Zaphir, Luke (2017) “Democratic communities of inquiry: Creating opportunities to develop citizenship.” Educational Philosophy and Theory. 50 (4): 359-368.
doi:10.1080/00131857.2017.1364156
3 Xenophon. Memorabilia Book I, 2.
1
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The same argument is also made by Edmund Burke in his essay Reflections on the Revolution in
France (1790):
There is no qualification for government but virtue and wisdom, actual or presumptive. [...]
Everything ought to be open, but not indifferently, to every man. No rotation; no appointment
by lot; no mode of election operating in the spirit of sortition or rotation can be generally good
in a government conversant in extensive objects. Because they have no tendency, direct or
indirect, to select the man with a view to the duty or to accommodate the one to the other.1
Misrepresentation
Because it introduces randomness in determining outcomes, there is always the statistical possibility
that sortition may put into power an individual or group that do not represent the views of the
population from which they were drawn. This argument is mentioned by Isocrates in his
essay Areopagiticus (section 23):
[It was] considered that this way of appointing magistrates [i.e., elections] was also more democratic
than the casting of lots, since under the plan of election by lot chance would decide the issue and the
partizans of oligarchy would often get the offices; whereas under the plan of selecting the worthiest
men, the people would have in their in their hands the power to choose those who were most
attached to the existing constitution.2
This argument applies to juries, but less to larger groups where the
probability of, for example, an oppressive majority, are statistically
insignificant. The modern processes of jury selection and the rights
to object to and exclude particular jurors by both the plaintiff and
defense are used to potentially lessen the possibilities of a jury not
being representative of the community or being prejudicial
towards one side or the other. Today, therefore, even juries in
most jurisdictions are not ultimately chosen through pure
sortition.
Illegitimacy
Those who see voting as expressing the "consent of the governed", maintain that voting is able to
confer legitimacy in the selection. According to this view, elected officials can act with greater
authority than when randomly selected.3 With no popular mandate to draw on, randomly-selected
politicians lose a moral basis on which to base their authority.4 As such, politicians would be open to
charges of illegitimacy, as they were selected purely by chance.5
Moreover, the logistical constraints of sortition and deliberation encourage that governing bodies be
kept small, limiting participation. Since it is statistically unlikely that a given individual will participate in
the deliberative body, sortition creates two groups of people, the few randomly-chosen politicians and
the masses. Identifying the source of sortition's legitimacy has proven difficult. As a result, advocates of

Edmund Burke (1790), Reflections on the Revolution in France
Isocrates. Areopagiticus (section 23)
3 "Advantages of Sortition." Sortitionist.com. February 25, 2015. Retrieved December 11, 2015.
4 Ibid
5 Ibid

1
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sortition have suggested limiting the use cases of sortition to serving as consultative or political agendasetting bodies.1
Enthusiasm
In an elected system, the representatives are to a degree self-selecting for their enthusiasm for the job.
Under a system of pure, universal sortition the individuals are not chosen for their enthusiasm.2 Many
electoral systems assign to those chosen a role as representing their constituents; a complex job with a
significant workload. Elected representatives choose to accept any additional workload; voters can also
choose those representatives most willing to accept the burden involved in being a representative.
Individuals chosen at random from a comprehensive pool of citizens have no particular enthusiasm for
their role and therefore may not make good advocates for a constituency.3
Lack of feedback or accountability
Unlike elections, where members of the elected body may stand for re-election, sortition does not
offer a mechanism by which the population expresses satisfaction or dissatisfaction with individual
members of the allotted body. Thus, under sortition there is no formal feedback, or accountability,
mechanism for the performance of officials, other than the law.4
7. Debate Questions:
• Would substituting citizens’ assemblies for elected bodies create
a more effective means of governance?
• Would it improve democracy in the United States or elsewhere
to fill certain political offices by lottery?
• Should federal officeholders in the United States be determined
through sortition instead of election?
8. Research and report on examples of modern-day uses of sortition.
• Judicial court juries are formed through sortition in some countries, such as the United States and
United Kingdom.
• Citizens' juries or citizens' assemblies have been used to provide input to policy makers. For
example, in 2004, a randomly selected group of citizens in British Columbia convened to propose a
new electoral system. This Citizens' Assembly on Electoral Reform was repeated three years later
in Ontario's citizens' assembly.
• MASS LBP, a Canadian for profit company inspired by the work of the Citizens' Assemblies on
Electoral Reform, has pioneered the use of Citizens' Reference Panels for addressing a range of
policy issues for public sector clients. The Reference Panels use civic lotteries, a modern form of
sortition, to randomly select citizen-representatives from the general public.
• Democracy in Practice, an international organization dedicated to democratic innovation,
experimentation and capacity-building, has implemented sortition within schools, randomly
selecting members of student governments in Bolivia.
• Danish Consensus Conferences give ordinary citizens a chance to make their voices heard in
debates on public policy. The selection of citizens is not perfectly random, but still aims to be
representative.
• The South Australian Constitutional Convention was a deliberative opinion poll created to
consider changes to the state constitution.
Lafont, Cristina (March 1, 2015). "Deliberation, Participation, and Democratic Legitimacy: Should Deliberative Mini-publics Shape Public Policy?". Journal of Political
Philosophy. 23 (1): 40–63. doi:10.1111/jopp.12031. ISSN 1467-9760.
2 Manin, Bernard (1997). The Principles of Representative Government. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. ISBN 978-0-521-45891-7.
3 Bouricious, Terrill (2013). "Democracy Through Multi-Body Sortition: Athenian Lessons for the Modern Day". Journal of Public Deliberation. 9 (1). Article 11.
4 Manin, Bernard (1997). The Principles of Representative Government. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. ISBN 978-0-521-45891-7.

1
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•

•

•

•

•
•

Private organizations can also use sortition. For example, the Samaritan Ministries health plan
sometimes uses a panel of 13 randomly selected members to resolve disputes, which sometimes
leads to policy changes. (Leonard, Kimberly (February 23, 2016). "Christians Find Their Own Way
to Replace Obamacare". US News & World Report. Retrieved March 22, 2016.)
The Amish use sortition applied to a slate of nominees when they select their community leaders.
In their process, formal members of the community each register a single private nomination, and
candidates with a minimum threshold of nominations then stand for the random selection that
follows. (B., Kraybill, Donald (2013). The Amish. Johnson-Weiner, Karen., Nolt, Steven M., 1968-.
Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press. ISBN 9781421409146. OCLC 810329297)
Citizens' Initiative Review at Healthy Democracy uses a sortition based panel of citizen voters to
review and comment on ballot initiative measures in the United States. The selection process
utilizes random and stratified sampling techniques to create a representative 24-person panel which
deliberates in order to evaluate the measure in question. (Davis, Linn (2017). "Citizens' Initiative
Review")
Convention Citoyenne pour le Climat (The Citizen Convention for Climate) – A unique
democratic experience in France with the aim to give citizens a voice to accelerate the fight against
climate change. The convention was convened by French President Macron and made up of 150
randomly selected citizens who informed themselves, debated, and prepared bills on means of
combating climate change. These legislative and regulatory proposals were submitted “without
filter” either to a referendum, to the vote of the parliament, or to direct regulatory application.
Climate Assembly US – A Washington State initiative to convene a citizens’ assembly that would
address climate change legislation.
Irish Citizens’ Assembly Project was established by the government of Ireland to successfully
address longstanding constitutional issues.
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RESOURCES
Organizations Supporting Sortition/Citizens’ Assemblies/Deliberative Democracy
• The Sortition Foundation – an organization promoting the use of random
selection to populate citizens’ assemblies, parliament or congress. "We
campaign for a world free from partisan politicking, where representative
random samples of everyday people make decisions in informed and
deliberative citizens' assemblies."
o 10 Reasons to Run a Citizen’s Assembly
o How to Run a Citizens’ Assembly
o 10 reasons we like citizens’ assemblies
• Democracy in Practice — a 501(c)3 non-profit that focuses on reinventing
student government as part of a growing movement of democratic
innovation that is challenging traditional approaches to governance all around
the world.

•
•
•
•
•
•

•

•
•
•
•
•

Democracy in Practice: The Bigger Picture (worldwide) – description of how Democracy in Practice
fits into a larger worldwide context of creative experimentation aimed at improving democracy.
Kleroterians – Australian sortition organization
Center for Deliberative Democracy — housed in the Dept. of Communication at Stanford University,
is devoted to research about democracy and public opinion obtained through Deliberative Polling®.
What’s Next California? – list of helpful links related to the results of a random sampling polling of
California citizens regarding governance reform by Center for Deliberative Democracy at Stanford
University.
Healthy Democracy Healthy Democracy is a US-based nonpartisan nonprofit that designs and
coordinates innovative deliberative democracy programs.
Jefferson Center – an organization that promotes using citizens juries for the purpose of education and
deliberation.
RSA Deliberative Democracy Gateway — an online blog that is a thematic network of the RSA-US
organized by RSA fellows. Their goal is to introduce people from every corner of US society to the
idea of deliberation. The main activity of this group is to host quarterly online discussion on topics
related to deliberation for anyone in the US who is interested.
newDemocracy Foundation – Australian non-profit organization with the mission to put citizens at the
heart of their mission to ‘innovate in how we do democracy’. This is underpinned by the conviction
that a random selection of everyday citizens is more than capable of navigating and making decisions
about complex political issues.
National Coalition for Deliberation and Dialogue — a network of innovators who bring people
together across divides to tackle today’s toughest challenges.
Democracy R & D — Helping diverse groups of citizens to reach informed judgements and share
decisions with governments.
Deliberative Democracy Consortium — an alliance of leading organizations and scholars working in
the field of public engagement, participation, and deliberation.
The Co-intelligence Institute — promotes awareness of co-intelligence and of the many
existing tools and ideas that can be used to increase it.
Participedia — A global community for sharing knowledge and stories about public participation and
democratic innovations—particularly good for examples of deliberations and participatory events
worldwide.
`
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•

•

•
•

of by for* — A movement to end the game of electoral politics and build
real democracy. This means replacing politicians with everyday people from
all walks of life. And it means putting them in position to have honest
informed conversations, find common ground, and make wise decisions.
The Constitution Unit – A UK independent and non-partisan research
centre connected to University College London that conducts various
academic research projects with a practical focus covering a range of areas
including parliament, elections and referendums, constitution-making, the
monarchy and Europe.
International Democracy Community – A website dedicated to networking
those activists and experts throughout the world who are active on issues
of direct democracy, participation and citizens' rights.
Colorado State University- Center for Public Deliberation – The aim of this organization is to improve
the way our community is able to talk through complex issues so that we can arrive at better
decisions. Deliberation requires open spaces for citizens to come together, good and fair information
to help structure the conversation, and skilled facilitators to guide the process. The CPD is dedicated
to providing these three key ingredients to Northern Colorado.

Reference Info
• Athenian Government Prior to Democracy http://www.ancientathens.org/government/atheniangovernment-prior-democracy
https://www.hierarchystructure.com/ancient-greek-government-hierarchy/
• Ancient Democracy in Athens:
o https://www.history.com/topics/ancient-greece/ancient-greece-democracy
o https://www.ancient.eu/Athenian_Democracy/
o http://ancientathens.weebly.com/government.html
o https://www.historyextra.com/period/ancient-greece/the-lottery-of-greek-democracy/
o https://www.primaryancientgreeks.com/sites/www.primaryancientgreeks.com/files/Athenian%20
democracy%20sheet.pdf
Video Presentations
• On a Side Note: Athenian Democracy – Athens is by far most well-known for its innovative
democratic government. In this video we see how Athens evolved from an oligarchy to tyrannies to
eventually the radical democracy of infamy. We also explore how this system's faults lead to the city
state's eventually defeat by Philip II of Macedon.
• What if we replaced politicians with randomly selected people? – TED talk: If you think democracy is
broken, here's an idea, let's replace politicians with randomly selected people. Author and activist Brett
Hennig presents a compelling case for sortition democracy, or random selection of government
officials -- a system with roots in ancient Athens that taps into the wisdom of the crowd and entrusts
ordinary people with making balanced decisions for the greater good of everyone. Sound crazy? Learn
more about how it could work to create a world free of partisan politics.
• What did democracy really mean in Athens? – While we might consider elections to be the
cornerstone of democracy, the Athenians who coined the term actually employed a lottery system to
choose most of their politicians. Melissa Schwartzberg describes the ins and outs of the Athenian
democracy and addresses some ways in which a lottery system might benefit us today. [View the full
lesson associated with this TED ED animation]
• Reinventing Civic Education with Lotteries – A brief video, produced by the organization Democracy in
Practice, as an overview of their work with students in Bolivia, experimenting with innovative forms
of democracy in their student governments, such as lotteries, rotation, and horizontal teamwork.
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Democracy in Practice: Experiments in Democracy and Education (ve en
español) – Inspiring brief video, produced by the organization Democracy in
Practice, outlining the process of introducing lotteries in high school student
governments in Bolivia.
Why Elections are Bad for Democracy – A 3-minute animated presentation
by David Van Reybrouck with the premise that elections were never meant
to make democracy possible. On the contrary, he claims that they are an
aristocratic tool, invented to keep the masses at bay. He proposes an
alternative on how to democratize democracy.
A Real Democracy Would Use Sortition – A short video produced by the
Sortition Foundation that explains why a real democracy would use
sortition.
The Benefits of Sortition – A brief clip with actor/comedian Stephen Fry introducing the concept of
sortition in a comedic framework with other actors/comedians.
Citizens Juries: Health Data on Trial. The Results – The Farr Institute produced video describing the
results of two independent citizens’ juries reporting on UK health services.
The Democracy Device – Produced by the French National Center for Scientific Research that shows
the reconstruction and use of a kleroteria used for jury selection and random selection of citizens for
governmental posts in late 4th century Athens.
When Citizens Assemble – A video about Ireland’s use of sortition to address women’s rights and
health issues that the result from the ban on abortion included in their constitution.
What is a Citizen’s Jury? – a short video produced by newDemocracy Foundation about the use of a
citizen’s jury in a local Australian community.
La nouvelle révolution du Sénat Citoyen - Episode 1 – A brief animated video in French produced by
Sénat Citoyen (translated “Citizen Senate”) explaining their proposal to deepen democracy
independent of any political party or trade union.
Isn’t It Time for TRUE Democracy – TEDX Groningen presentation by John Barnes promoting a
technological avenue to a truer democratic process based on concepts of sortition.
Citizens, Assemble! Deliberative Democracy in 3 Minutes – This 3-minute video which was a
collaboration between Heinrich Böll Foundation North America and Central European University
School of Public Policy explores the basic structure of deliberative mini publics and how they help
governments incorporate citizens’ opinions into decision making.
Citizens’ Assembly for Northern Ireland – Video documentation of the first ever Citizens’ Assembly
for Northern Ireland that met over 2 weekends in 2018 to consider how the social care system can be
made fit for the future. It brought together a representative group of 77 citizens to give
recommendations to policy makers.

Articles/Papers/Journals/Publications
• New Internationalist – Cooperatively owned independent media organization dedicated to socially
conscious journalism & publishing
• Kick ‘Em All Out! Citizens’ Assemblies and the Next Democratic Revolution - Article by Brett Hennig in the
online publication, New Internationalist, about the Citizens’ Assembly movement in Europe.
• Liquid Democracy: True Democracy for the 21st Century – On the website Medium by Dominick Schiener
that describes how Liquid Democracy combines the advantages of Direct Democracy with
Representative Democracy can create a truly democratic voting system.
• Democracy Through Multi-Body Sortition: Athenian Lessons for the Modern Day – A 2013 article by Terrill G.
Bouricius in The Journal of Public Deliberation that describes ‘how the Athenian model of direct
democracy continues to have relevance today. It also outlines the key role of sortition to form
`
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deliberative bodies. The article proposes how a new model of lawmaking
using multiple allotted bodies can replace one or both elected chambers of a
legislature.”
Why Hybrid Bicameralism is Not Right for Sortition, by Terrill Bouricius “is a
paper where the author outlines why using sortition for a second chamber
in a bicameral system is a mistaken strategy for using sortition. It also
proposes what the author believes is a superior strategy for spreading
sortition.”
The Swiss Model: What might be learned from this system of governance? – A
paper on the newDemocracy website that draws lessons from
newDemocracy’s experiences operating various citizens’ juries in Australia
and Professor Jürg Steiner’s experience in Switzerland.
The Digital Activist Taking Politicians Out of Madrid Politics – A BBC article about the 57-member
permanent Madrid El Observatorio de la Ciudad selected randomly to advise the city government.
Diario de Madrid article titled “El Pleno aprueba el reglamento del Observatario de la Ciudad” – This article
outlines the creation and function of The Observatory of the City in Madrid, Spain as a permanent
organ of citizen participation by randomly choosing people who will address and provide solutions to
key issues for the life of Madrid citizens.
The Journal of Public Deliberation – A peer reviewed, open access journal with the principal objective of
synthesizing the research, opinion, projects, experiments and experiences of academics and
practitioners in the multi-disciplinary field of "deliberative democracy."
Random Selection Could ‘Improve Democracy’ – A 2011 article from the Australian Broadcasting
Corporation citing evidence that the use of random selection in democratic institutions would benefit
the people. The article also argues the limitations of such a process.
Election Profile: Keith Garrett – An article in Varsity, an independent newspaper for the University of
Cambridge, interviewing Rebooting Democracy’s Keith Garrett about sortition and a radical
reinvention of governance.
Do you trust your fellow citizens more than your leaders? – An SWI online article about a February, 2020
Swiss experiment with bringing together a randomly selected group of citizens in the small town of
Scion to help voters analyze information.
From ancient Athens to the town hall: Can a new wave of deliberative democracy save the world? – A
December 15, 2019 article on Salon about the sudden increase in ground-level democracy movements
in this country and around the world.
Doing democracy better: how can information and discourse in election and referendum campaigns in the UK
be improved? – A research report from The Constitution Unit, a non-partisan research centre
connected to University College London that asks: How can we improve the quality of information and
discourse during election and referendum campaigns? The report finds that it would be possible to do
much better. It is based on extensive research into democratic practices in the UK and elsewhere,
especially Ireland, the Netherlands, Germany, Canada, the United States, Australia, and New Zealand.
The findings apply principally to the UK, but many are likely to extend more widely.
A Deliberate Fix for Democracy – Knowable magazine’s interview with John Gastil, a scholar of political
discourse at Penn State University about the failures (and occasional successes) of discourse in the US
Congress, real-life examples of deliberation that offer room for optimism, and the future of political
dialogues.
Can Citizen Governance Save Our Republic? – An article from Governing, site that provides nonpartisan
news, insight and analysis about state and local government.
Accidental Politicians: How Randomly Selected Legislators Can Improve Parliamentary Efficiency – A Cornell
University study of a prototypical model of a Parliament with two Parties or two Political Coalitions
that shows “how the introduction of a variable percentage of randomly selected independent
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legislators can increase the global efficiency of a Legislature, in terms of both
the number of laws passed and the average social welfare obtained.”
Chumbley: Abolish Student Government Elections Now – Robert Chumbley
opinion piece in the Tulane Hullabaloo advocating the end of student
elections in favor of the use of sortition because “random allotment of
political offices promotes cognitive diversity and improves problem solving”
among other reasons outlines by the author.
SORTITION Interview with Keith Garrett of the Sortition Foundation – A short
explainer about SORTITION - a direct democracy process that gives a voice to the
people and, through citizens' assemblies, can provide properly deliberated and longterm solutions to complex issues.

Books/Plays
• Legislature by Lot: Transformative Designs for Deliberative Governance, by John Gastil and Erik Olin Wright
– The authors “make the case for pairing a sortition body with an elected chamber within a bicameral
legislature. Gastil is a leading deliberative democracy scholar, and Wright a distinguished sociologist
and editor of the Real Utopias series, of which this is a part. In this volume, they bring together critics
and advocates of sortition who have studied ancient Athens, deliberative polling, political theory, social
movements, and civic innovation. Without obscuring its limitations, the contributors offer a wide
variety of ideas for how to implement sortition and examine its potential for reshaping modern
politics.”
• Against Elections: The Case for Democracy, by David Van Reybrouck. “Democracy is in bad
health. Against Elections offers a new diagnosis – and an ancient remedy. Fear-mongering populists,
distrust in the establishment, personality contests instead of reasoned debate: these are the results of
the latest elections. In fact, as this ingenious book shows, the original purpose of elections was to
exclude the people from power by appointing an elite to govern over them. Yet for most of its 3000year history, democracy did not involve elections at all: members of the public were appointed to
positions in government through a combination of volunteering and lottery. Based on studies and trials
from around the globe, this hugely influential manifesto presents the practical case for a true
democracy – one that actually works. Urgent, heretical and completely convincing, Against
Elections leaves only one question to be answered: what are we waiting for?”
• The End of Politicians: Time for A Real Democracy, by Brett Hennig. “Our politics is broken, but it can be
fixed. A real democracy is not only possible — it is an urgent necessity. Provocative, succinct and
inspiring, The End of Politicians combines insights from the history of democracy with a critical
understanding of the information revolution to explain how we can fix democracy by eliminating
politicians and replacing them with a representative network of everyday citizens. A wealth of recent
evidence has shown that groups of randomly selected, ordinary people can and do make balanced,
informed and trusted decisions. These citizens' assemblies are legitimate, accountable, competent and,
above all, convincing demonstrations that we can govern ourselves. The future of democracy has
arrived. It is time for the end of politicians.
• Rebooting Democracy: A Citizen’s Guides to Reinventing Politics, by Manuel Arriaga. “A (very) short book
that was published in Britain in 2014. By December of that year, it had become the #1 best-selling title
on democracy on Amazon UK. Later, Rebooting Democracy was also published
in Greek and Portuguese translations. The book is available as a free download from this page.”
• The Athenian Option: Radical Reform for the House of Lords (Sortition and Public Policy), by Anthony
Barnett and Peter Carty. “Before New Labour came to power and when even the prospect of reform
of Britain s House of Lords was regarded with scepticism, Anthony Barnett and Peter Carty developed
the idea of selecting part of a new upper house by lot: creating a jury or juries, that are representative
of the population as a whole while being selected at random, to assess legislation. This new edition of
the original proposal includes an account of the reception of the idea, their evidence before the
`
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Commission on the Lords established by Tony Blair, and a response to the great advances in citizenbased deliberation that have taken place since the mid-1990s. It concludes with a new appeal to adopt
their approach as efforts to reform the Lords continue. Anthony Barnett was the first director of
Charter 88 and is the founder of openDemocracy.net; Peter Carty is a journalist and writer.”
Next Step for Democracy – A short play by David Grant. “Marisa, Alma, Sami, and Ali live in a city
embroiled in conflict and violence -- the Regime, the Opposition, the Opposition to the Opposition.
When the fighting stops, they ask themselves: What is the best way to move forward? “Our Common
Lot” argues for choosing legislators in the way that the first democracy did – by random lot, known as
‘sortition.’ This stage play of about a half-hour's performance is perfect for starting a conversation
about what might be 'the next step for democracy.' It is easily performed, or simply read, as the take
off for high school, university or adult groups of 'ordinary citizens'.

`

17

Citizens’ Assembly Classroom Simulation
Below are the steps for creating a deliberation or “Citizens’ Assembly” in a classroom environment. It is
designed for a high school classroom or students who are age 14 and older. This would be an effective final
classroom activity after students have learned about sortition, citizens’ juries and assemblies. Certainly, some
kind of prior learning about how deliberation has been used in history and/or current day applications would
make the simulation activity more meaningful.
The information that follows provides a skeleton plan that can be used to create a classroom simulated
deliberation with suggestions of guidelines and process. Teachers may choose to modify any element of this
plan to make it appropriate for their learning situation. For example, a teacher may combine several
classrooms in the simulation, or an entire school can become part of the deliberation process. The execution
of the simulation could take 3 – 5 days to complete or easily be extended.

Goals:
• To learn the elements of effective sortition-based deliberations
• To give students a hands-on experience with the deliberative process using sortition
• To provide an example of alternative governmental structures for decision making
• To teach discussion techniques
• To teach public speaking/presenting techniques
• To teach observation skills
Step 1: Choose a Deliberation Topic/Issue
1. Types of topics/issues best for deliberations:
• Controversial: Choose an issue from the school, local community, or broader state and national
arenas, that because of its controversial nature, has not gained a consensus on how it could be
solved. This may be an issue that governmental bodies have wrestled with, but resist taking action
on because of its polarizing nature.
• City or statewide Ballot Proposition: If your city or state offers citizens an opportunity for a
referendum or initiative measure to be submitted to the electorate for a direct decision or direct
vote, your class may want to choose one of these propositions.
• Choose an issue that requires an in-depth study or deliberation and a possible recommendation to
advise a governmental body (school, local, state, or national) to take action.
• Begin by having a brainstorming session with the entire class about possible topics for the deliberation.
Once you have narrowed down a list of topics to a handful, discuss the merits of each topic for use in
a deliberation. Hold a vote to determine the topic for the deliberation. Then, have students do some
preliminary general research so there is a broad understanding of the chosen topic.
NOTE: If the decision about the topic is a contentious one and/or the vote is narrow, use this as an
example of how a more thoughtful deliberation process to determine the topic might be a better
approach than a vote for selecting a topic. You may wish to extend the topic selection process to
introduce students to their first deliberation. Assign students to do a general research of the pros and
`
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cons of each topic under consideration. Have students report to the entire class their findings and
then lead a discussion to reach a consensus. If no clear consensus emerges, hold another vote to
decide the topic.
2. As a class, determine which issues within the chosen topic are the critical ones to thoroughly
comprehend in order to reach a clear and complete understanding. Record these issues for a more
thorough investigation later in the process.
Step 2: Create the Deliberative Framework
1. Decide on a manageable size for the subset of students who will make up the citizen’s assembly. Of
course, this will depend on the size of the body of students you are using to teach this process. (Class
of 30 students, an assembly of 10-12 might be a reasonable size.)
2. Randomly select students that will serve as members of the Citizens’ Assembly. These students will be
actively deliberating on the topic and should begin compiling notes on how the chosen topic affects
their lives.
• Make sure the randomly selected students represent the demographics of the class (i.e. gender,
age, etc...). In other words, if there are 50% female students, then 50% of your Citizen’s Assembly
should be female. If 10% of those females are students of color, then 10% of the females should be
students of color.
Variation: Selection of students for the Citizens’ Assembly can be made after identifying the social
subgroups that should be proportionally represented within a school culture. (Examples: gender,
student leaders, athletes, popular, academically high achievers, disabled, immigrants, nonconformists, etc.)
o Teacher will lead a discussion of the entire class about the identifiable social subgroups in the
school. Students will brainstorm a broad list and then narrow the list down to the most
identifiable groups into which each student could fit.
o Students will self-identify with one of the chosen subgroups.
o Random selection will come from students in these subgroups.
• Review the expectations for behavior, decorum, and public speaking with class focusing particularly
on assembly members. After reading the list, the teacher may solicit other ideas from students.
o Members should strive to cite reasons and evidence for his/her statements with support from
what they heard in the topic presentations.
o Members demonstrate that they have given thoughtful consideration to the topic.
o Members provide relevant and insightful comments
o Members demonstrate organized thinking
o Members strive to move the discussion to a deeper level when appropriate
o Members speak loudly and clearly when in making public statements
o Members stay on topic
o Members talk directly to other assembly members
o Members stay focused on the discussion and invite other people into the discussion.
o Members share airtime equally with others. Don’t talk more than is fair to others.
o Members listen to others respectfully
o Members enter the discussion in a polite manner
o Members avoid inappropriate language (slang, swearing)
o Members avoid hostile exchanges
o Members question others in a civil manner
3. After selecting the students who will make up the Citizens’ Assembly, from the remaining students,
randomly select a Facilitator, Gatekeeper, and a Timer for the assembly. These positions will require
some training in order for students to effectively execute the duties of each.
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•
4.

5.
6.
7.

8.

The Facilitator will acknowledge speakers and keep order in the assembly.
The Gatekeeper will ensure that speakers remain on topic.
The Timer notifies the speaker of time limits and gives oral time cues during activities to keep the
process efficient. (Examples: “We’re about halfway through.” “Two minutes left – don’t forget to
choose a spokesperson.”)
The remaining students who were not selected for the Citizens’ Assembly or those who will help
facilitate it, will become “experts” on the critical issues related to the deliberation topic that were
previously discussed as a class. They will be presenting their research to the Citizens’ Assembly during
the deliberation. Students can work individually, in pairs, or teams developing each argument
depending on the size of the group and teacher preference.
• Assign students or have them randomly choose the issues related to the specific deliberation topic
chosen.
• Students should research a “pro” argument and a “con” argument for each specific topic related
issue.
• The research must include citations from reputable sources. Teachers should set guidelines for
what constitutes a reputable source prior to beginning the research activity.
After researching their issues, a short slide presentation should be developed—one “pro” and one
“con”— on each issue with only the most pertinent and compelling explanation of factual research
included. The teacher will decide the length requirements of each presentation.
Students presenting research in slide presentations should practice their delivery of information in
order to express their research effectively.
Develop a set of rules for speaking on the topic in the Citizens’ Assembly (i.e. How will questions be
acknowledged by the facilitator? Will assembly members be allowed to express their opinions in
comments prior to the recommendation process? Will there be a time limit for member questions?
Etc...). Provide the written rules to all participants. Your Facilitator, Gatekeeper, and Timer could be
charged with completing this task. Example Guidelines: *Note: The guidelines below have been
compiled from Community Tool Box: Section 4 Techniques for Leading Group Discussions
• Everyone should treat everyone else with respect: no name-calling, no emotional outbursts, no
accusations.
• No arguments directed at people – only at ideas and opinions. Disagreement should be respectful
– no ridicule.
• Don’t interrupt. Listen to the whole of others’ thoughts – actually listen, rather than just running
over your own response in your head.
• Respect the group’s time. Try to keep your comments reasonably short and to the point, so that
others have a chance to respond.
• Consider all comments seriously and try to evaluate them fairly. Others’ ideas and comments may
change your mind, or vice versa: it’s important to be open to that.
• Don’t be defensive if someone disagrees with you. Evaluate both positions, and only continue to
argue for yours if you continue to believe it’s right.
• Everyone is responsible for following and upholding the ground rules
Set an amount of time for the deliberation discussion to take place.

Step 3: The Citizens’ Assembly Convenes and Deliberates
1. The Facilitator will introduce the deliberation topic to the participants and explain the process to
members of the Citizens’ Assembly.
2. Students begin presentations on the pros and cons of the issue related to each topic. A designated
time limit is given for assembly members to question the presenters about their research. The
Gatekeeper makes sure the discussion stays on topic and the Timer keeps track of all time limits.
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3. Upon completion of all presentations, the Facilitator charges the assembly members to begin their
deliberation for the allotted amount of time and to attempt to reach a consensus regarding a viable
solution, course of action, and a recommendation. Deliberations can be in small groups or as a whole,
depending on the size of the Citizens’ Assembly.
• Deliberations and development of final recommendations may take place within the larger group as
a whole, so that all participants of the simulation can observe and learn from the process.
• Alternatively, for assemblies with larger numbers of members, deliberations may begin in small subgroups initially with each, at a designated time, reporting their recommendation to the larger group
for further discussion as a whole and ultimately to develop a final recommendation.
4. While the assembly members are deliberating, remaining students observe particular members assigned
by the teacher throughout the deliberation and record their observations on a Deliberation Observation
Form [Appendix]. Observers might note the following:
• At any point, did the deliberations revert to something other than a dialogue? If so, how did the
group handle this?
• What evidence did you see of people actively listening and building on others' ideas?
• How was consensus created among assembly members?
• Did leaders evolve out of the process? What influence did those leaders exert on other members?
Step 4: Recommendation Process
1. At the end of the allotted deliberation time, the Facilitator will ask if a consensus has been reached on
the course of action or recommendation.
2. If there has been no consensus, the Facilitator will administer a public vote of members and a final
recommendation will be presented.
Step 5: Debriefing the Deliberative Process
1. Teachers will lead a classroom discussion asking students to analyze their roles in the deliberative
simulation process. As a way to prepare students for the discussion, they could answer the Citizens’
Assembly Debrief Form prior to the discussion. [Appendix]
2. Example Questions:
• What are the strengths of using the deliberative process with issues that are difficult to resolve?
• What are the weaknesses of using the deliberative process with issues that are difficult to resolve?
• Based upon what you have learned in this simulation, could a Citizens’ Assembly be an effective
tool in resolving issues that have polarizing views? Why? Why not?
• Is the use of a Citizens’ Assembly more democratic than our current democratic institutions?
How? How is it not?
• How could a Citizens’ Assembly process take the place of current elected governmental bodies? Is
that viable?
• Should a Citizens’ Assembly process take the place current elected governmental bodies?
• What benefits from a Citizens’ Assembly process would there be for the everyday citizen?
• What role in the simulation would you like to play if you were able to participate in a similar
activity in the future? Why?
3. Administer self-evaluation to students according to your rubrics.
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Appendix
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Citizens’ Assembly Deliberation Observation Form
Name: _____________________________ Date: ______________ Class/Period: _______________
Name of Person You Are Observing: ___________________________________________________
Record a check in the blanks below for each time the person you were observing contributed to the
deliberation in a meaningful way:
____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____
____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____
On a scale of 1-5, with 5 being the highest, how well did the person you were observing
do at the following?
_____ Analysis and Reasoning
Did the person who you observed….
Cite reasons and evidence for his/her statements with support from what they heard in the topic
presentations?
Demonstrate that they had given thoughtful consideration to the topic?
Provide relevant and insightful comments?
Demonstrate organized thinking?
Move the discussion to a deeper level?
Notes/Comments:

_____ Discussion Skills
Did the person who you observed….
Speak loudly and clearly?
Stay on topic?
Talk directly to other assembly members?
Stay focused on the discussion? Invite other people into the discussion?
Share airtime equally with others (didn’t talk more than was fair to others)?
Notes/Comments:

_____ Civility
Did the person who you observed….
Listen to others respectfully?
Enter the discussion in a polite manner?
Avoid inappropriate language (slang, swearing)?
Avoid hostile exchanges?
Question others in a civil manner?
Notes/Comments:
`
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Observation Form Continued

General Observations of the Deliberative Process:
1. At any point, did the deliberations revert to something other than a dialogue? If so, how did the
individuals and/or the group handle this?

2. What evidence did you see of people actively listening and building on others' ideas?

3. How was consensus created among assembly members?

4. Did leaders evolve out of the process? What influence did those leaders exert on other members?
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Citizens’ Assembly Debrief Form
Name: _____________________________ Date: _______________ Class/Period: _______________
My Role in the Deliberation: ____________________________________________________________
Please take the time to thoughtfully answer the following:
What were your general impressions of this as a class activity? List at least 5. (i.e. Did you enjoy being involved in
the process? Do you think you learned from the activity? Did the process operate smoothly? Did the activity
accomplish the goal of teaching how to deliberate? Etc.)

What is one particular thing you learned from this simulation that will stick with you?

What suggestions for improvement do you have for the process?

Explain a few of the most important benefits of the deliberative process if it were used in a governmental
structure?

Explain a few of the most important shortcomings of the deliberative process if it were used in a governmental
structure?

What role(s) would you prefer to play if we were to have another deliberative simulation? Please explain why
for each if you list? (i.e. Assembly Member, Facilitator, Presenter, etc...)

Were you satisfied with the final recommendation of the Citizens’ Assembly? Why or Why not?

Was there one particular presentation, argument, discussion point, member comment, debate that influenced
your opinion about this topic? Explain. If not, explain why not?
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