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Parties: The Real Opportunity 

by John S. Saloma I11 
for Effective Citizen Politics 

and Frederick H. Sontag 
(Knopf; 39O+xix pp.; $7.95) 

Gerald M. Pomper 

One of the remaining hopeful as- 
pects of American public life is the 
attcrition being given today to politi- 
cal parties. Intellcctuals now recog- 
nize the vital function partics pcr- 
form in twnnecting the individual 
citizcn to govcmment. This is in 
contrast to a long-standing “progrcs- 
sivc” attitude of contempt for par- 
tics and politicians. More significant 
may be the attention that writings 
about the partics are receiving from 
practicing politicians. Even the con- 
sciously anti-intellectual Nixon Ad- 
ministration has molded its tactics to 
fit the Iirescriptions of a series of 
analysts, siich as Kcvin Phillips, 
Richard Scmmon and Walter De- 
Vries. 

The latest contribution to the new 
literature is a collaboration of aca- 
demician John Saloma and publicist 
Frcdcrick Sontag. Parties, as thc.sub- 
title states, sees the political organi- 
zations as “the best potential means 
for achieving broad citizen participa- 
tion in politics and continuing citizen 
influencc in the direction of govem- 
ment.” From this unexamined prem- 
ise there follows a detailcd examina- 
tion of the present American party 
systcm arid a grab bag of proposals 
for reform. 

Thcre are two major themes in 
Parfies. The first is an analysis, 
highly critical in tone, of the present 
state of thc nation’s politics. Saloma 
and Sontag detail the unrepresenta- 
tive character of thc parties’ national 
committees, the lack of congressional 
responsiveness, the inefficiency of 
party organizations, the inability of 
the parties to provide government 
personnel and the hurried proce- 
dures of the national conventions. 
Bccause of their failures, the parties 
threaten to be replaced by new agen- 

cies, such as the mass media and 
profcssional campaign consultants. 
In these sections thc authors ably 
summarize a large amount of pro- 
fessional literature but add nothing 
original. 

The major theme of the book con- 
cerns party reform. Each chapter 
here is climaxcd by a series of rec- 
ommendations to increase citizen 
involvement in, and control of, the 
parties. The authors arc inspired by 
such examples as the McGovem- 
Fraser and O’Hara commissions of 
the Democratic Party, public-inter- 
cst law firms, Ralph Nader, and 
Common Cause and other groups. 
Their ultimate goal appcars to be 
something like the Democratic re- 
form movement of New York, with 
some additional features, such as the 
idcological zeal of the Goldwater 
partisans of 1964 and the mass fi- 
nancing of the Wallacc campaign of 
1972. 

These changes are necessary, the 
authors believe, if the United States 
is to overcome the alienation of its 
citizcns and the trends toward a 
bureaucratic technocracy. They base 
their hopes on the development of 
an “educated mass” of leisured, 
white-collar, politically interested and 
afflucnt men and women of post- 
industrial society. And they foresee 
the cffccts of new technology: com- 
puters to make possible universal 
registration and dired-mail cam- 
paigns; cable television to allow a 
vast increase in two-way political 
communication, including “electron- 
ic town meetings”; new polling tech- 
niques to permit simulated cam- 
paigns and the rational choice of 
strategies. 

The broad reforms proposed here 
cannot be easily summarized. A 

sampling: the questioning of pres- 
idential candidates by the conven- 
tion; expansion of the national 
committees to make them more rep- 
resentative of state populations and 
of demographic groups; permanent 
party policy commissions; frequent 
congressional party caucuses; task 
forces to recruit candidates for both 
parties in all districts; a national in- 
stitute of politics to train political 
executives; cooperative fund-raising 
among citizen groups; publication of 
a national political digest; citizen 
participation in cablc television; co- 
operative use of campaign consul- 
tants; medical examinations for party 
candidates; and wage checkoffs for 
political contributions. 

Proposals of this sort may mark 
the future development of America’s 
parties, at least of the Democrats. 
Shortly after Parties’ publication, the 
Democratic convention took major 
stcps which happened to coincide 
with the book‘s recommendations. 
Most liberals will support proposals 
toward open parties, membership ac- 
countability and deliberative prom- 
dures. American politics would be 
closer to democratic ideals if Saloma 
and Sontag’s advice were takcn, and 
this catalog of desirable reforms is 
a valuable guide to all interested 
citizens. 

Yet the book lacks a vital element 
--a clear indication of the purpose of 
party rcform. There is no disccmible 
theory of what ;I political party is or 
should be, and consequently it is 
difficult to appraise any specific pro- 
posal. Parties, we arc told, should be 
democratic. nut democratic to what 
end? 

At various points in this study, par- 
ticipation appears to be an end in it- 
self. The authors recommend, for. ex- 
ample, that convention delegates 
maintain twenty-four-hour telephone 
contact with their local committees 
and that attendance in the public 
gallcrics of the convention be rotated 
among visitors. But these forms of 
participation can only be ritualistic; 
their advocacy raises doubt about 
the general efficacy of participation. 

The true, ultimate, purpose of re- 
form is substantive, not procedural, 
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but Saloma arid Sontag sccm to rc- 
gard promdural change as sufficient. 
There is hardly any mention d the 
policy consequences of pwty behav- 
ior and striictiire. Thus, in discussing 
Congress, thc conservative effects 
of the committee system arc not 
considcrcd. Although it is suggested 
that appointees to committees be 
screencd for “competcnce,” they do 
not propose that congressmen be 
screcncd for their policy vicws. Evcn 
party leaders, Saloma and Sontag 
snggcst, “would bc cvaluated less in 
terms of their support or loyalty to 
a writtcn party program than in 
terms of actual political performarice 
and party due proccss.” Surely such 
proposals emphasize form over con- 
tent. 

Even if we accept the goal of pro- 
cedural reform as an ultimate objec- 
tive, we can doiibt its fcasibility. Few 
people arc moved to political action 
by an unanchorcd intercst in open 
caucuses or annual budget reports. 
Rather, it is substantivc demands 
that bring procedural changes. The 
discontent with Amcrican politics 
was cngendcred by racism and Viet- 
nam, not party rules. The reforms in 
thc Dcmocratic Party came becausc 
activists wished to end the war and 
achicvc other policies. Without such 
policy issues, party refom is unlikely. 

The critical issue here is that of 
the inccntives to political activity. 
What will inducc citizcns to fit the 
Saloma-Sontag outline? In tradition- 
al parties, activity was encouraged 
by patronage, contracts and what 
these authors call “the power mo- 
tive.” Thcy suggest no new incentive 
for their citizen politicians other than 
a vague “demand for governmcntal 
competence and pcrformancc.” Will 
this really be sufficient to encourage 
citizens to campaign, contribute, re- 
cruit, program computers to address 
envelopcs and do the other hundreds 
of jobs involved in politics, and to 
do so for years on end? Policy goals 
are the only observable alternative 
inccntives, but these are given little 
attention. 

While Saloma and Sontag note 
regrctfully that “the political land- 
scape is littered with the bleached 
skclctons of citizcn endeavors,” they 

have fililed to consider the basic rea- That vision must include not only 8 

sons for these repeated defeats. roadmap of the routes to Utopia 
Their vision of the partics’ future is but also a guidebook to the new 
‘therefore attractive but incomplete. City of God. 

The Party of Eros: 
Radical Social Thought 

and the Realm of Freedom 
by Richard King 
(University of North Carolina Press; 227 pp.; $7.50) 

Daniel M. Ogilvie 

The appearance of the book The 
Party of Erus, or one like it, in 
spring, 1972, was predictable. The 
time was ripe for a review of the 
ideas of scholarly heroes who had 
provided the intellectual and philo- 
sophical groundwork that had bcen 
molded into explanations for felt 
dissatisfactions of youths and rca- 
sons for social protest in thc 1960’s. 
It was time to s3y that these writers 
not only had personal histories but 
also intcllcctual forebears and that 
basic faults of logic or theoretical 
omissions could be located somc- 
where in thc writings of each. 

Richard King singlcd out Herbert 
Marcuse, Paul Goodman and Nor- 
man 0. Brown for concentrated crit- 
ical review. Before that task was 
undertaken, Mr. King reconstructed 
a portion of the history of radical 
social thought in America during 
this ccntory. This chapter, the book‘s 
first, is King’s most original contri- 
bution and rcvcals an enviable levcl 
of scholarship that remains esscn- 
tially intact throughout the remdn- 
ing chapters. 

Special cmphasis is placed on 
Dwight Macdonald’s Pditics, a jour- 
nal published from 1944 to 1949 
that sought to find a “third way.” 
No friends of New Deal liberalism 
or Stalinist communism, MacDonald 
and his contributing authors, in- 
cluding Goodman, tried but mostly 
failed to find their way to a con- 
vincing description of happier alter- 
natives for American socicty. The 

joumal did succeed, however, in 
becoming a forum for radical ideas, 
some of which would become pop- 
ular in thc 1960’s. Communes, the 
relativity of social justice, the dan- 
gers of scicntism and the interplay 
between sexual and political repres- 
sion were somc of the topics dis- 
cussed in Politics that found new life 
some twenty years later. 

Appropriately enough, .King‘s sec- 
ond chapter discusses Sigmund 
Freud and Wilhelm Reich. The 
theories of both, especially thcir 
thcorctical trcatmcnts of the rc- 
lationships among human sexual 
drives and social organizations, had 
to be discussed in ordcr to provide 
a context for Goodman, Marcuse and 
BKWl. 

Chapter two also sets a pattern 
for the remainder of the book. It is 
serious and well rcsearched. The 
reader is informed of the basic in- 
gredienfs of the theoretical views of 
the persons discussed, the criticisms 
of those vicws by other authors and 
King‘s own discovcrics of thcorctical 
and/or practical inconsistencies. But 
somehow through the maze of ab- 
stractions, fine theoretical distinc- 
tions and “telling” points Eros 
gets lost. Radicalism bom out of 
sevcre dissatisfaction and the search 
to identify and write about sourccs 
of human discontent are taken to lev- 
els of abstraction that allow little 
else than mental games. 
For thosc readers who want to be- 


