
response is that Caplan is benchmarking political ignor-
ance against contestable knowledge claims. More broadly,
Friedman attacks assumptions about rational agents
responding to incentives on the grounds that we, the
analysts, cannot know that the agent perceived any par-
ticular incentive nor how that agent would respond to
it. Worse still, economists theorizing in this way “will be
radically ignorant of their epistemic blind spot” (p. 193),
unaware that they lack what they would need to know to
make behavioral predictions. Add to this both an internal
disciplinary context of conviction emerging inadvertently
as a result of biased search and filtering and an institutional
context that selects for those who project certainty, and we
have reasons to doubt the reliability of much economic
expertise as it is deployed in deliberations on public policy.
This book is stimulating, ambitious, and wide-ranging.

It is at its best in its detailed critiques of various research
programs in political science, public opinion, and eco-
nomics. Furthermore, Friedman makes a provocative
inversion of who we identify as a technocrat—Donald
Trump is the “citizen-technocrat in chief” (p. 291), claim-
ing on the basis of business experience to be able to solve
complex problems—and what we mean by technocratic
politics. Far from being a bloodless “solutionism,” tech-
nocracy pushes politics into a distinctively conflictual
formation: because so many people believe the solutions
to social problems are simple and obvious, it seems that
opposition must be motivated by malice or corruption
and that the key point in selecting representatives is
their commitment to enact what seems an obvious policy.
This could make an interesting contribution to the emer-
ging literature on the relationship between populism and
technocracy.
However, Friedman’s positive proposals are narrow in

scope compared with the previous chapters. His response
to technocratic politics, outlined in a relatively brief final
section of the book, is what he calls “exitocracy.” Rather
than engage in a politics of communication and coopera-
tive problem solving, we ought, where possible, to create a
framework to support “indirect maneuvering in the private
sphere, primarily but not solely by means of the exit
mechanism” (p. 322). This raises important questions,
which Friedman does not really address, about the scope
and limits of democratic politics: How are we to decide
which sort of problems we are dealing with and which sort
of mechanism is appropriate to it? These are the sorts of
decisions Jack Knight and James Johnson, for instance,
take to be the central work of democratic politics (The
Priority of Democracy: Political Consequences of Pragmatism,
2011). Yet it is not clear whether, for Friedman, these
questions should be addressed through public deliberation
and decision or whether, given his account of the tendency
of ordinary citizens to adopt the stance of “citizen
technocrats,” they should be taken out of the hands of
the people altogether.

What Is Christian Democracy? Politics, Religion and
Ideology. By Carlo Invernizzi Accetti. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2019. 396p. $120.00 cloth.
doi:10.1017/S1537592720001875

— Alexander Kirshner , Duke University
Alexander.kirshner@duke.edu

What is the most important political ideology that has
escaped the attention of political philosophers? Christian
Democracy would be a strong contender for this distinc-
tion. And Carlo Invernizzi Accetti’s What Is Christian
Democracy? seeks to fill that scholarly gap by answering
three related questions. What ideas tie together the diverse
political movements that come under the banner of Chris-
tian Democracy? How were these ideas reflected during a
period that roughly extends from the end of World War II
through the 1980s? What are the prospects for its rele-
vance in the future? As these questions suggest, this book
covers varied territory, employing an array of strategies to
construct its answers. The second and third questions are
important, but the analysis of Christian Democracy’s
ideology is the intellectual heart of this sprawling mono-
graph. Providing a fascinating overview of the main ideas
of Christian Democracy, this work contends that it has a
complex but coherent normative core. As Invernizzi
Accetti is at pains to argue, the value of this recapitulation
of Christian Democracy’s ideological roots is heightened
by the paucity of theoretical analyses of Christian Dem-
ocracy, relative to, say, socialism (an important exception
here is the scholarship of Jan-Werner Müller).

In the first six chapters of the book, Invernizzi Accetti
sketches an ideology for Christian Democracy. The chap-
ters are an assemblage of ideas and quotations from a range
of authors hailing from different countries, working dur-
ing different periods, and facing different practical chal-
lenges. Some authors, such as the French philosopher
Jacques Maritain, are consistent presences across several
chapters, whereas other figures duck in and out without
returning. Christian Democratic parties currently occupy
a position on the right of the political spectrum, even while
they have become defenders of the social welfare state and
democratic practices. Shedding light on the intellectual
foundations of the movement’s distinctive political posi-
tions, the topics of these chapters are of substantial inter-
est. I especially appreciated the chapters elaborating the
relationship between the movement’s religious and polit-
ical commitments, the treatments of the movement’s
philosophy of history, its limited embrace of popular
sovereignty, and its view of religion’s place in political life.
Each chapter reveals the complicated work of making
orthodox religious ideas consistent with representative
democracy. The latter half of the book contains a rapid
overview of the movement’s history in Germany, France,
and Italy; a sketch of the influence of Christian Demo-
cratic ideas on the institutions of the European Union;
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an analysis of Christian Democracy in the Americas; and,
finally, an assessment of how our understanding of Chris-
tian Democracy could inform responses to populism. As
this brief recapitulation suggests, this is a work of consid-
erable ambition, covering a broad array of topics and
providing numerous insights into a shaping element of
European political life. And the book surely demonstrates
the author’s impressive knowledge of this political move-
ment and its history.
Notwithstanding its considerable value, the work’s ideal

audience is unnecessarily constricted. Here are three
reasons experts might not be fully engaged by the text.
First, except for emphasizing the relative neglect of Chris-
tian Democracy, Invernizzi Accetti does not make fully
evident the scholarly stakes of his analysis. No single
argumentative thread pulls this work together, and it is
not specified whose interpretation is wrong, misleading, or
incomplete if the reader accepts that Christian Democracy
possesses the ideological tendencies that Invernizzi Accetti
describes. Second, Invernizzi Accetti refrains from critic-
ally evaluating the coherence of the ideas he discusses—
perhaps limiting the normative implications that political
theorists might draw from his interpretive work. Third,
and finally, the second half of the work covers so many
topics, employing so many different frames of analysis,
that I fear the arguments it advances will not persuade the
best-informed readers. For instance, Invernizzi Accetti
suggests that his analysis of Christian Democracy’s influ-
ence on the creation of the European Union will not
describe why European institutions have the shape they
do or the actual activities of those who contributed to the
establishment of the EU, but is instead intended to serve as
a heuristic for interpreting EU institutions. It was not clear
to this reader why this “heuristic” approach ought to be
preferred to one that explains why those institutions arose
and how particular actors put them to work.
Similarly, this book may not serve as an effective,

general introduction to Christian Democracy. Principally,
this has to do with the methodology used to describe the
movement’s ideology. Invernizzi Accetti employs the
approach familiar from Michael Freeden’s work on polit-
ical ideology. Consistent with the goal of pulling together
disparate figures and texts into a coherent ideology, spe-
cific authors and works are divorced from their context and
presented together as if they were self-consciously elabor-
ating a common idea. But there is a trade-off between
formulating a coherent ideology in this way and confront-
ing the differences among Christian Democrats. For
instance, relatively little attention is paid to describing
who the distinct authors were, the quite distinct circum-
stances in which they were speaking and writing, the
distinct political conditions they faced, and the distinct
ends they were seeking to achieve. For example, a reader
familiar with the history of Christian Democracy may
know Chantel Delsol and Nadia Urbinati, but they are

not introduced. And the unversed might miss the fact that
the former is a Catholic political philosopher and an
ostensible voice of Christian Democracy in France,
whereas the latter is a prominent democratic theorist at
Columbia University in the United States and someone I
believe the reader is not intended to treat as an exemplar of
Christian Democratic thought. These limitations mean
that one might have qualms about recommending this
book to a student unfamiliar with the key actors in the
intellectual story of Christian Democracy.
Despite these concerns, this book makes a significant

contribution, offering a smart reconstruction of a powerful
political movement’s ideology.What Is ChristianDemocracy?
will therefore be of interest to anyone seeking to compre-
hend the parlous state of European party politics.

Political Legitimacy: NOMOS LXI. Edited by Jack Knight and
Melissa Schwartzberg. New York: New York University Press, 2019.
400p. $65.00 cloth.
doi:10.1017/S1537592720001851

— Enzo Rossi , University of Amsterdam
e.rossi@uva.nl

According to a familiar narrative, John Rawls’s A Theory of
Justice (1971) prompted a revival of Anglophone political
philosophy. Whatever one makes of that narrative, it is
undeniable that work on justice dominated the last quarter
of the twentieth century and even the turn to global issues
that characterized the subfield at the turn of this century.
Now that Rawls’s influence is on the wane, so is the almost
puritanically moralistic focus on justice. Other historically
central and more pertinently political concerns have come
back to the fore; chief among them is legitimacy, under-
stood not in narrow legalistic terms or as an ancillary to
justice but as a central feature of the normative landscape.
The renewed interest in legitimacy has borne fruit, for
instance, in the form of new conceptual approaches that
distance themselves from the old-fashioned notion of
legitimacy as the correlate of political obligation (Arthur
Isak Applbaum, “Legitimacy without the Duty to Obey,”
Philosophy & Public Affairs 38 [3], 2010; N. P. Adams,
“Institutional Legitimacy,” Journal of Political Philosophy
2017) or in the growing realist revival that makes legitim-
acy the central concern of normative political theory
(Bernard Williams, In the Beginning Was the Deed,
2005; Enzo Rossi “Justice, Legitimacy and (Normative)
Authority for Political Realists,” Critical Review of Inter-
national Social and Political Philosophy 15 [2], 2012; and
Matt Sleat, “Justice and Legitimacy in Contemporary
Liberal Thought,” Social Theory and Practice 41 [2], 2015).
Now Jack Knight and Melissa Schwartzberg have

masterfully edited a Nomos volume on legitimacy in the
best tradition of this series: it is a solid cross section of work
in a burgeoning field. The volume is in three parts. Part I
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