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David Ricardo. An Intellectual Biography, by Sergio Cremaschi. Routledge, Abingdon, 2022, xiv + 192 pp., £120 (hardback), ISBN 9780367753450 During the past ten years no less than seven books were published on Ricardo alone, whether single-authored [START_REF] Deleplace | Ricardo on Money. A Reappraisal[END_REF][START_REF] King | David Ricardo[END_REF][START_REF] Salvadori | Ricardo's Theory of Growth and Accumulation[END_REF] or collections of essays (Faccarello and Izumo eds. 2016, Kurz and Salvadori eds. 2015, Sato and Takenaga eds. 2013, Takenaga ed. 2016). All of them are concerned with Ricardo's economics and the trace it left in the discipline. As shown by its title, Sergio Cremaschi's book is of another nature since it aims at providing "a contextual reconstruction of an economist's intellectual biography" (xi). Cremaschi's method is a mixture of self-confidence into his ability to avoid "the wrong kind of questions" (xiii) answered by past Ricardian scholarship and of genuine modesty when "try [ing] to cover blanks" in the "exceptionally meticulous job" (ibid) made by Piero Sraffa in his monumental edition of Ricardo's Works and Correspondence (Ricardo 1951(Ricardo -1973)). The shadow of Sraffa is rightly everywhere in the book, since on Ricardo's life the reader will find next to nothing yet unpublished in the eleven volumes of the Sraffa edition. Cremaschi cannot be blamed for that: hunting unknown letters by or to Ricardo is a sport in itself; however, since Sraffa's performance it may have contributed to a better understanding of Ricardo's economics, but not to his biography.

The question asked by Cremaschi is summed up in the preface of the book: What are the "distinct intellectual experiences [which] equipped Ricardo with suggestions whereby he selected what he deemed useful to clarify his positive work or defend it from criticism"? (xiii) Since Ricardo was an economist, this question amounts to the following: What in Ricardo's life did lead him to write what he wrote in economics? Each chapter ends with "partial conclusions" which point to a possible answer to this question, and two chapters are devoted in full to it. The book is divided in two roughly equal parts. The first investigates the various influences which Ricardo may have benefited from, thanks to his origin as a Sephardic Jew (Chapter 1) and to what Cremaschi calls his "encounters" with the Quakers (Chapter 2), the Unitarians (Chapter 3), geologists (Chapter 4), and philosophers and political economists (Chapter 5). The second part studies how Ricardo's political economy was shaped by these influences, which may explain the logic (Chapter 6) and the ethics (Chapter 7) that pervade it. A 14-page appendix reproduces various documents of the time, mostly obituaries of Ricardo.

The verb "may" often shows up in the book, as an acknowledgment of the factual fragility of the conjectures put forward and a damper on their bluntness. Surely, the task of writing "an intellectual biography" of Ricardo was not made easy by his reluctance to expose his "meta-scientific considerations" (to borrow Cremaschi's words) in publications and even in correspondence, which left little material to account for the making of his political economy. The merit of Cremaschi is to have faced this task again, more than forty years after [START_REF] Weatherall | The Hague: Martinus Nijhoff. Ghislain Deleplace Université Paris 8 -LED[END_REF] and twenty years after [START_REF] Henderson | The Life and Economics of David Ricardo, with supplemental chapters[END_REF], and right in time to celebrate the 250 th anniversary of Ricardo's birth in 1772 and the 200 th anniversary of his death in 1823. The unavoidably conjectural character of such a book offers its reviewer no other option than to examine the strength of these conjectures while carefully avoiding adding others. This will be done below in details for each of its two parts, with a special emphasis on the second because of the reviewer's bias towards the history of economic thought rather than intellectual history.

Religion and science

In Chapter 1 Cremaschi modestly "tries to add something to what is available on Ricardo's formative years" (1) and emphasises that Ricardo "didas he once complained to Mill -lack the benefits of a 'classical education' but had nonetheless enjoyed those of an education that was just as demanding" (10). Chapter 2 "reconstructs the circumstances of Ricardo's marriage with a Quaker, […] arguing that contacts with Quaker milieus contributed to shaping his interests in natural science and his philanthropic and political commitments" (18). As is well known, the first consequence of this marriage in December 1793 (at the age of 21) was, however, a negative one, what Sraffa called "a breach with his own family and his departure from the Jewish community" (Sraffa 1955, 37). Cremaschi observes that "as a consequence of his marriage, Ricardo was left from 1794 to 1808 in a religious no man's land" (18). He nevertheless cautiously suggests that Ricardo might have through his wife "come in contact with" a "kind of ideas" and "arguments […] with which a Jewish mind could have been sympathetic" (26). However, the only "Quaker connection" Cremaschi documentsa meeting with Thomas Fostertook place in December 1809, that is, after Ricardo met Unitarianism and consequently left his alleged "religious no man's land". Chapter 3 is devoted to ideas professed by various figures of the Unitarian movement. It is striking that Ricardo is only mentioned twice in this chapter, which is concerned with a careful description of doctrines "to which Ricardo may have been exposed through Unitarian connections" (41; my emphasis), without any clue that he did share them. Lacking new information, Cremaschi can only conclude: "The facts are that he [Ricardo] was just one more Jewish convert to Christianity, and adhered to Unitarianism" (ibid; my emphasis).

At the beginning of Chapter 4, Cremaschi endorses "Sraffa's conjecture" according to which Ricardo's "early mathematical and scientific studies […] must have been a more decisive influence on Ricardo's characteristic cast of mind than the teaching of his later mentors, James Mill and Bentham" (Sraffa 1955, 35). He regrets that Sraffa "did not explore the issue more in depth" and intends to "illustrate what evidence would have been available to Sraffa if he had been interested in doing so" (46). However, the reader will not find in the book any other material to support "Sraffa's conjecture" than the one used by Sraffa himself, that is, the obituary A Memoir of David Ricardo published by David's brother Moses. Most of the chapter is devoted to a description of two institutions joined by Ricardo: the "London Institution for the Advancement of Literature and the Diffusion of Useful Knowledge" and "The Geological Society of London". Sraffa had already mentioned both memberships (Sraffa 1955, 49) but not in relation with a "cast of mind" already moulded when Ricardo was 25, ten years before he was associated with these institutions. Nevertheless Cremaschi concludes: "Attendance at the London Institution provided Ricardo with a proxy for higher education" (59).

Chapter 5 gives a detailed and informed picture of the British philosophical landscape at the time of Ricardo. Trained in philosophy and having lectured in it during his professional life, Cremaschi is at his best in this exercise. Unfortunately, Ricardo barely fits that picture, something candidly acknowledged in the following examples: James Mill was "never the source of original ideas [for Ricardo]" (76); "no external evidence is available of acquaintance [of Ricardo] with Belsham's philosophical work" (85); "there is no evidence that he [Ricardo] ever read his [Say's] moral and political writings" (88). Unable to bring something new to light from primary sources, Cremaschi could have engaged into a discussion of secondary literature. He contents himself, however, with discarding other interpretations in a few words -as on the influence of Dugald Stewart's method advocated in Depoortère (2008) (yielding "hardly any proof"; 69)when he does not simply ignore themas on the relations between Bentham, James Mill and Ricardo, studied in [START_REF] Depoortère | Bentham and Ricardo's Rendez-vous Manqués[END_REF].

The making of Ricardo's political economy

The reviewer will take the liberty of dealing first with Chapter 7, the last of the book, which is a sequel to Chapters 1 to 3 concerned with Ricardo's religious affiliation. Under the title "Ricardo on ethics and political economy", this chapter translates ethical topics into religious ones as a consequence of Cremaschi's two strong beliefs. The first is that Ricardo's adherence to Unitarianism was not a disguised form of atheism but a genuine commitment, and the second that, in the circumstances of the time, any attempt at subjecting moral issues to rational investigation implied a point of view on religion. Cremaschi's aim is then at showing that Ricardo's religious views "are part of the background of his contribution to political economy" (164). However, the reader familiar with Ricardo's political economy will probably feel disappointed. Around four-fifths of the chapter do not mention any specific economic question but concentrate on various moral issues. On the one hand Cremaschi deconstructs Ricardo's expressions, as on his utilitarianism for which "we should not take occasional Benthamite phrases at face value. They are moves in a conversation with a specific partner" (137), all the more so since Ricardo was often hiding his real opinions under "his usual deferent mood" (135) or "behind the veil of irony" (137). On the other hand, he conjectures what Ricardo had in mind through what we may know of the positions held by his "partners" (Mill, Bentham, and Malthus) in his "speech acts", deriving from what they wrotein correspondence with Ricardo but also elsewhere -"the claims he [Ricardo] seems to reject" and "the claims he seems to endorse" (165).

In the few pages of the chapter where questions of political economy are evoked, the central issue is Malthus's principle of population. Unfortunately, the six lines devoted to "the 'natural price' of labour" (155) -the subject of a whole chapter in Ricardo's Principlesand the five lines devoted to "the crucial concession [made in] the machinery chapter" (157)another one much debated in the literature -are not enough to account for Cremaschi's abrupt conclusion on the influence of Ricardo's ethics on his political economy: "In Ricardo's strategy against poverty, the key idea is that by removing factors that distort market mechanisms, the market itself will offer workers the opportunity to earn enough. This strategy whether realistic or unrealisticwas justified by a moral criterion" (158).

For the reader interested in Ricardo's economics, Chapter 6 entitled "Ricardo on logic and political economy" is central in Cremaschi's book, since its object is to inquire into a possible link in Ricardo between an implicit philosophy and his explicit economic statements. Cremaschi criticises two opposite examples of clear-cut positions on this issue. One is Joseph Schumpeter, who "nonchalantly remarked that ' [Ricardo's] busy and positive mind had no philosophy at all'" (88). The other is Élie Halévy: "Any attempt to establish Ricardo's true philosophical affiliation would be useless. The task was undertaken once and for all by Halévy, with disastrous results" (120). For Cremaschi, Ricardo's "meta-scientific considerations for his practice" (120) explain the limits he assigned to his scientific investigations: "The scope for political economy is [in Ricardo] narrower than in Malthus's definition of the discipline" (104). Due reference is made to Ricardo's famous letter to Malthus of 9 October 1820, which, since Keynes quoted it in General Theory, raises the question of whether it reflects a narrower approach to economic theory or rather a different one. Overlooking this point, Cremaschi sees in it a proof of Ricardo's "conviction of the limits of science, inspired, in turn, by that kind of limited scepticism with which Ricardo was acquainted through his philosophical frequentations and readings" (112).

A consequence of this "thesis of the existence of limits to human knowledge" (120) is quite unexpected, considering the usual reproach made to Ricardo of favouring oversimplified abstractions: according to Cremaschi, the existence of multiple causes of economic phenomena led Ricardo to "strengthen the claim that causes are unknowable, and we should be content with general laws" (105). He thus believed that "causes do determine effects, but science does not go beyond lawlike regularities" (108); his emphasis on "permanent causes", "natural magnitudes", and "strong cases" (107-112) illustrated his "conviction of the impossibility of finding causal links" and his "adoption of 'general laws' as opposed to 'causes' in the role of explanans" (120). A corollary was that political economy could only be "a science without an art" (124): "The adoption of the ideal of the 'abstract science' implies that we cannot derive art from science because science only considers permanent states and, when it comes to the real world, there is more to consider" (ibid; Cremaschi's emphasis).

In my view, these provocative statements face three important drawbacks. The first relates to Cremaschi's observation that "Ricardo's considerations on matters of logic came after his most important positive contributions. He formulated them to respond to objections in the context of controversy" (120; Cremaschi's emphasis). An illustration of this sequence is given by the alleged influence of "Ricardo's most important teacher [who was] his opponent Malthus" (89): "After the Principles, Ricardo's discussion with Malthus takes a more decisive turn in the direction of meta-scientific reflection" (173). But then the reader is confronted with a dilemma. Either, as Cremaschi contends (79,120,124), the influence of Malthus substantially modified Ricardo's political economy, and it is not true that the latter's "considerations on matters of logic" came after the completion of "his most important positive contributions". Or the changes between the first (1817) and the third (1821) editions of Ricardo's Principles had nothing to do with Malthus and the comparison between Malthus's and Ricardo's "meta-scientific considerations" adds nothing to our understanding of Ricardo's political economy.

A second drawback relates to another of Cremaschi's statements: "So, when it comes to Ricardo, the project of discovering his method is a no less vain enterprise than the search for the philosophical school to which he belonged. […] The choice of shifting to questions of method is one rhetorical move among others when somebody lacks objections in matters of positive theory" (117; Cremaschi's emphasis). The problem is that elucidating Ricardo's "practices" may only escape the charge of being "one rhetorical move among others" if it goes with a detailed discussion of "matters of positive theory". But the reader will be disappointed by Cremaschi's reluctance to evoke at least some of the modern controversies about Ricardo's theories and by his eclectic way to enrol various Ricardian scholars under the flag of his own conjectures.

Cremaschi emphasises the two "main innovations carried out by Ricardo's programme". One was "(i) the choice of a labour theory of value" (97; Cremaschi's emphasis), with which he was "supplementing the theory of rent" so as to "reach a result [of] simplification and unification of political economy" (107). As is well known, this role of the labour theory of value has been hotly debated since Sraffa's interpretation of the Ricardian system, and plainly admitting that it was central may hardly provide any indication on Ricardo's "practices". The second "main innovation" was "the idea of a state of nature as the key theoretical device", reflected in "the identification of Adam Smith's 'natural price' with 'production costs'" (97). Here also the many issues involved by the determination of the system of natural prices in Ricardo cannot be reduced to the contention that "in the third edition of the Principles, there are admissions that the action of economic laws is less rigid than he previously thought" (109).

A third drawback concerns the alleged absence in Ricardo of political economy as an "art". This conclusion is all the more surprising since in his description of Principles Cremaschi distinguishes between "pure theory" (94) and "applied theory" (97). The title of Ricardo's book was On the Principles of Political Economy, and Taxation, and most of the so-called "applied" chapters deal with the legislative art of taxation. Another example of Ricardo's concern with an economic "art" is his treatment of a domain in which he considers public interference necessary: money. However, it is barely mentioned in Cremaschi's book. Some scattered remarks on Ricardo's involvement in the Bullion Controversy cannot account for his careful design of two monetary "plans": the Ingot Plan and the Plan for a National Bank. It has been suggested thatto use a modern phrase -this "art of central banking" was in Ricardo firmly grounded in a specific monetary theory, itself consistent with his theory of value and distribution [START_REF] Deleplace | Ricardo on Money. A Reappraisal[END_REF]. If in this domain Ricardo did not "derive art from science", who did? "A man from another planet"?

The three pages of "conclusions" of the book are entitled "A man from another planet", after the phrase of one of Ricardo's opponents in Parliament, Henry Brougham, who emphatically declared that Ricardo "had argued as if he had dropped from another planet" (Ricardo 1951(Ricardo -1973, V, 56), V, 56). Contrary to Brougham, Cremaschi understands this singularity as a quality, since it "made him [Ricardo] able to see the same phenomena as something different" (125; Cremaschi's emphasis). The appeal of science fiction when it deals with characters from outer space depends on how it handles the frontier between reality and fantasy. Cremaschi's way may be summed-up as follows: "Every time [in the book] the historical Ricardo seemed to be vanishing from sight, the context could at least show what he might have thought and done, as well as what was inconceivable for him to have thought or done" (172). This strategy, however, faces two limits. One is the gap between the interesting material gathered by Cremaschi on the British intellectual landscape of the time and his recurrent tendency to overdo his case on what Ricardo "might have thought and done". The other is the contrast between the detailed contextual considerations and the superficiallyrendered economic theories which they are supposed to highlight. This "intellectual biography" of David Ricardo is thus the exact opposite of what Sraffa had offered throughout his edition of Ricardo's Works, that is, a set of "biographical miscellany" (the title of vol. X) carefully separated from theoretical interpretation, rather than a full-size portrait loosely connected with economic analysis.

Cremaschi's book thus testifies to the difficulty of applying intellectual history to the biographical genre, which is concerned with the portrait of an individual rather than the picture of a milieu. Nevertheless, it will be read with pleasure by all those who admire in Ricardo the fascinating economist that was also a gracious person.