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Thomas Christiano, one of the more prominent democratic theorists today
(Christiano 1996, 2007), is developing some of the most refined and
influential normative views on the legitimacy of global institutions and
international law (Christiano 2006, 2010, 2011a, 2011b, 2012, 2013), with
contributions to more specific issues like immigration (Christiano 2008b,
2017) and climate change (Christiano 2015), among others.

Christiano defends a model of fair democratic association of states.
While it is true that his is mainly a statist view, it is a very qualified one: he
holds that the autonomy of democratic states should be preserved and
should remain the basis of, and be the main legitimate actor in, an
international multilateral system, with state sovereignty conditional to the
fulfillment of certain global, morally mandatory aims. Christiano rejects
the more demanding ideal of global democracy. But he does advocate a
distinctive, and attractive, ideal of international democracy that
presupposes the existence of a cosmopolitan political community and
seeks to conciliate and preserve the value of national self-determination
and self-government with an egalitarian, institutional framework that
promotes peace, human rights, and basic justice worldwide. Christiano’s
cosmopolitanism is initially modest and limited, but he characterizes it as
progressive, that is, its aims and requirements are meant to become more
and more demanding as the cosmopolitan community develops.

This symposium has brought together three significant scholars, who,
from three different perspectives, discuss Christiano’s views on the
international order and immigration.

The first commenter is David Alvarez, professor of philosophy at the
Universities of Minho (Portugal) and Vigo (Spain). He has written
extensively, mostly in Spanish, on global justice, global health, and the
global order (for English publications see Alvarez 2012a, 2012b). In his
contribution to this symposium, “Democratic Legitimacy, International
Institutions, and Cosmopolitan Disaggregation”, Alvarez pushes
Christiano towards a more radical cosmopolitanism. He argues that
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Christiano’s idea of global morally mandatory aims imposes stronger
objective restrictions on what actions democratic states may carry out
internationally,and whattheymaysayin domesticdemocraticdeliberation,
and that individual citizens are legitimated to address disaggregated,
direct claims to global institutions when their states fail to meet such
obligations.

The second commenter is David Lefkowitz, professor of philosophy,
politics, economics, and law at the University of Richmond. He has made
very significant contributions to several issues regarding authority and the
duty to obey the law, criminal law theory, the ius in bellum, and others. He
has recently written about several areas related to international law and
the international system (Lefkowitz 2010, 2011, forthcoming). In his piece
in this symposium, “Democracy, Legitimacy, and Governance”, Lefkowitz
argues that interdependence among citizens of different states is not great
enough to generate a claim to legitimate common legal order. Because of
this argument, he sides with Christiano in his skepticism of global
democracy, but extends this rejection to Christiano’s own model of fair
democratic association. Lefkowitz concedes that the international system
may have some instrumental value, sufficient to grant some degree of
legitimacy, but holds that it is disconnected from its democratic or
associative character.

The third commenter, Michael Blake, is professor of philosophy, public
policy, and governance at the University of Washington and a prominent
philosopher of international issues. Blake has significantly contributed to
the debate on global justice, defending an institutionalist view that rejects
the existence of transnational justice obligations based on the lack of a
coercive international institutional system (Blake 2001, 2011, 2013a). He
has also contributed significantly to debates on immigration and the brain
drain (Blake 2013b, Blake and Brock 2015; see also the symposium on Blake
and Brock's book in this volume), the former being the focus of his
contribution to this symposium, “Migration, Legitimacy, and International
Society”. Blake expresses skepticism on two fronts. Onetargetis Christiano’s
general view that international bodies may have legitimate authority. The
other is Christiano’s more specific claim, made in one of his more recent
works (Christiano 2017), that a multilateralist order like the one he
advocates may end up adopting justifiable common principles to govern
migration.

Thomas Christiano responds to these three critics in a piece that serves
to clarify and illuminate different aspects of his own theory. These
concluding pages may be seen as a very useful introduction to his views on
the international order.

LEAP 4 (2016)

0 Introduccién.indd 184 21/4117 13:29



Introduction 185

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Alvarez, D. 2012a: “Individual Membership in a Global Order: Terms of Respect
and Standards of Justification”, in Public Reason 4(2): 92-118.

—2012b: “Global Health Justice: On the Political Determinants of Health,” Ethical
Perspectives 19(2): 276-286.

Blake, M. 2001: “Distributive Justice, State Coercion, and Autonomy”, Philosophy
and Public Affairs 30 (3): 257-296.

—2011: “Coercion and Egalitarian Justice”, The Monist 94(4): 555-570.

—2013a: Justice and Foreign Policy, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

—M. 2013b: “Immigration, Jurisdiction, and Exclusion”, Philosophy and Public
Affairs 41(2): 103-130.

Blake, M. and G. Brock 2015: Debating Brain Drain: May Countries Restrict
Emigration? Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Christiano, Th. 1996: The Rule of the Many: Fundamental Issues in Democratic
Theory, Boulder (Co.): Westview Press.

—2006: “A Democratic Theory of Territory and Some Puzzles about Global
Democracy”, Journal of Social Philosophy, XXXVII (1): 81-107.

—2008a: The Constitution of Equality: Democratic Authority and Its Limits, Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

—2008b: “Immigration, Political Community and Cosmopolitanism”, San Diego
Law Review 45: 933-961.

—2010: “Democratic Legitimacy and International Institutions”, in The Philosophy
of International Law, ed. S. Besson and J. Tasioulas, 119-137, Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

—2011a: “An Instrumental Argument for a Human Right to Democracy”, Philosophy
& Public Affairs 39: 142-176.

—2011b: “Is democratic legitimacy possible for international institutions?”, in
Global Democracy. Normative and Empirical Perspectives, ed. D. Archibugi, M.
Koenig-Archibugi and R. Marchetti, 69-95, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

—2013: “An Egalitarian Argument for a Human Right to Democracy”, in Human
Rights: The Hard Questions, ed. C. Holder and D. Reidy, 301-325, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

—2012: “The Legitimacy of International Institutions”, in Routledge Companion to
Philosophy of Law, ed. A. Marmor, 380-393, New York: Routledge.

—2015: “State Consent and Climate Change”, in Climate Change and Justice, ed. J.
Moss, 17-38, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

—2017: “Democracy, Migration and International Institutions”, in Immigration,
Emigration and Migration: NOMOS LVII, ed. Jack Knight, New York: New York
University Press.

Lefkowitz, D. 2010: “The Sources of International Law: Some Philosophical
Reflections”, In Philosophy of International Law, eds. S. Besson and J. Tasioulas,
New York: Oxford University Press.

—2011: “The Principle of Fairness and States’ Duty to Obey International Law",
Canadian Journal of Law and Jurisprudence 24:2.

LEAP 4 (2016)

0 Introduccién.indd 185 21/4117 13:29



186 José Luis Marti

—Forthcoming: “The Idea of International Law from a Normative Perspective”, in
Global Political Theory, ed. D. Held and P. Maffettone, Cambridge, UK: Polity.

LEAP 4 (2016)

0 Introduccién.indd 186 21/4117 13:29



