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Core Argument 

• Klein & Thompson urge Democrats to rediscover large-scale ambition rather than 
defaulting to regulatory caution and procedural restraint. 

• They argue liberals must deliver visible, effective government to counter the 
appeal of strongman politics. 

Historical Frame 
• Opens with 19th-century utopian engineer John Etzler, who imagined 

“superabundance” through technology. 
• Authors revive the idea that America once saw itself as a “people of plenty” but 

has drifted into austerity thinking. 
What Went Wrong 

• Democrats traded innovation for NIMBYism and process-heavy governance. 
• Regulatory layers slow housing, energy, and scientific progress; even basic 

technologies (like elevators) cost far more in the U.S. than abroad. 
• Neoliberalism hollowed out government investment and widened divides between 

elite innovators and everyone else. 

Policy Vision 
• Build more housing, embrace nuclear energy, experiment with vertical farming. 

• Reinvest federal dollars in breakthrough technologies (e.g., climate-friendly 
cement). 

• Shift from rule-making to enabling invention and scaling what already works. 
Critiques in the Review 

• The book sometimes reads as a manifesto for coastal tech elites frustrated by red 
tape. 

• It underplays how neoliberal globalization weakened broad-based economic 
confidence. 

• Growth without widely shared innovation risks deepening inequality and political 
backlash. 

Geographic Blind Spots 
• Focuses heavily on major urban innovation hubs. 

• Reviewer suggests spreading entrepreneurial opportunity nationwide—e.g., 

publicly backed venture capital in overlooked regions. 
The Utopian Pitch 

• Envisions clean energy, lab-grown meat, abundant food, less work, faster travel. 
• Calls for a cultural embrace of invention—but reviewer questions whether 

abundance risks devolving into mere consumption. 
Bottom Line 

• A provocative call for Democrats to think boldly again, though the reviewer argues 
it lacks a plan for restoring broad public confidence and shared participation in 

innovation. 

 


