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The reviewed thesis is highly unusual and original in its very nature. Inspired on one hand by his
genuine concern for the state of democracy in the United States today and, on the other hand, by the
Republican tradition of political thought, the author has written what can best be described as an
extended essay, which not only analyses the apparent crisis of American democracy but also
provides a proposal of a solution, in the form of a design of a novel form of representative body of
self-governance on a communal level, which combines features of sortition and descriptive
representation.

As Nico Mastrangelo’s supervisor, I must admit that initially I was highly sceptical about the
prospects of his innovative BA Thesis project. At the same time, however, I was intrigued and even
fascinated by the zeal bordering with obsession with which he pursued his idea. Today I can only



say that [ am glad that I have agreed to act as Nico’s supervisor. Throughout the process of
researching and then actually writing his thesis, Nico has shown unusual dedication to his project,
the progress of which we discussed on regular basis. I must admit I was amazed, how much he
managed to improve the final version compared to the pen-ultimate draft, which I reviewed just a
couple of weeks before the submission deadline.

As I have already noted, the reviewed thesis is highly unusual, even idiosyncratic, in its nature. It
definitely does not read as a typical BA Thesis, i.e. as an attempt at a formally “standard” scholarly
paper. I also must note that I am not fully content with some of its arguments or presumptions. Nico
e.g. fails to fully explain the inclusion of some aspects of descriptive representation into his
institutional design, or, for that matter, provide a more developed explanation for his choice of
sortition, as opposed to election, as a way of selecting the members of his Hall of Commons.
Overall, however, his thesis strikes me as very well written and persuasive exercise in critical
thinking and political imagination. While I enjoy a reputation of being rather strict in my thesis
reviews, in this case I have to propose an A grade, which the thesis in my opinion fully deserves.
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