
inghouse for ideas, including theological 
ideas. In a nutshell, the modem theological 
task is, in the context of the classical par- 
adigm, an exercise in the sociology of 
lolowledge and of truth; it explains why 
certain theologies share an affinity with cer- 
tain sociohistorical p u p s  and tries, fur- 
ther. to determine the relative “txuth con- 
tent‘’ of each formulation. Ibe WO& of Avery 
Dulles. especially in his Models of the 
Church and Models of Revelafion. are ex- 
cellent examples of such thinking. 

In one respect Cox’s thinking contributes 
something to the more middle-of-the-road 
thinking of Dulles. Cox insists that future 
theology must take into account more fully 
the folk religion of the average person. For 
all its brilliance and all its balance, the work 
of Dulles represents the “high tradition” of 
theological thought, while Cox’s “post- 
modem” theology will. allegedly, be more 
attentive to the theology of the masses. Still, 
if Rofessor Cox txuly wishes to listen to 
what the “little people” have to say, he had 
better be prepared to hear some unpleasant 
things, things he may be forced to dismiss 
as “false consciousness.” 

Cox’s work will convince no one not 
already a believer in the Marxist paradigm 
of history. He is. after all, singing to the 
choir. Nevertheless, his book will be a best 
seller. Such success is due not only to the 
fact that there are many guilt-ridden ro- 
mantic Western intellectuals out there in 
bookstore land but that Cox so lucidly and 
neatly articulates the current &/chic. In- 
deed, I look forward to reviewing the in- 
evitable sequel of this work, to be subtitled, 
no doubt, “toward a post-postmodern the- 
ology.“ m 

THE RECOVERY OF POLITICAL 
THEORY: LIMITS AND 
PossiBiLmEs 

by Wllllam C. Havard 
(Louisiana State University Ress; 228 pp.; 
522.50) 

Barbara Kellerman ’ 

The reader is leery at first. How many col- 
lections of essays written over a twenty- 
year period hang together to make a good 
book? And how significant can a book be 
whose main topic is the contemporary his- 
tory of American political science? It is the 
considerable achievement of this volume 
that these reservations gradually ebb. More- 
over. the author finally convinces us that 
the passion which drives each of these es- 
says ought to fuel the debate within the 

academy-d the public discourse as well. 
At first glance these essays-most of 

which 6rst appeared in German publications 
or in American journals of general intel- 
lectual interest-appear to cover a broad 
range. The opening piece is a reflection, 
from the vantage point of the early 1960s. 
on the problems of being an intellectual in 
an era that no longer sustains the idea that 
knowledge and reason alone can remedy 
what ails us. Although this first essay is less 
well developed than some of the later ones, 
it serves to introduce the theme that un- 
derlies the whole collection. Simply put, 
Havard would have us-aU of us-adopt a 
holistic approach to politics. Such a per- 
spective would, first, enable us to under- 
stand, viscerally and intellectually, that pol- 
itics cannot be abstracted from other modes 
of human experience; second, it would have 
us make sure that students of politics con- 
cem themselves with “what has been re- 
f e d  to as the ‘quaternarian structure,’ 
namely the interrelations among man and 
society, the universe and God.” 

Havard‘s point is that both the period of 
Enlightenment and the contemporary study 
of politics have suffered from some of the 
same deficiencies. When we obscure “cer- 
tain realities of existence” such as the ubiq- 
uity of good and evil, say, or the certainty 
that man’s aspirations for perfection will 
outrun his capacities, we preclude the pos- 
sibility of all but the most superficial un- 
derstanding of political activity. 

The next four pieces provide lacerating 
criticisn+largely on grounds already men- 
tioned he-f recent political science. In 
particular, Havard laments the waxing of 
behavioralism and the waning of political 
philosophy. He chides behavioralists for 
trying to quantify the struggle of men and 
women to settle public issues, and he mocks 
them for their futile attempts to separate 
facts from values and develop a “value- 
free” social science. Havard further charges 
them with working on problems that are 
“either so trivial or so obvious that it is a 
work of supererogation to ‘prove’ them,” 
and suggests that instead of limiting their 
investigations to only “the most superficial 
manifestations of political experience,” they 
try their hand at a more profound explo- 
ration of the nature of man. 

It should be noted that Harvard’s attacks 
on those in the mainstream of his own dis- 
cipline are by no means confined to the 
substance of their work. Their language is 
alsogrist for his mill. Charging that political 
scientists are wont to express “relatively 
simple ideas in an unnecessarily pompous 
and obscurantist form.” he accuses them 
further of ‘%onhived obscurity, meaning- 

less repetition of ‘in’ words and phrases, 
tonured construction, and sheer ugliness of 
expression.” 

Political theorists Eric Voegelin (to whom 
this collection is dedicated) and Michael 
Oakeshott are the subjects of the next three 
essays. Although interesting, these pieces 
are difficult to categorize, clearly assuming 
that the reader is familiar with the work of 
both men. Thus, they are not introductory; 
nor do they constitute overviews. But nei- 
ther are they ordinary critical analyses. 
Rather, they are personal reflections on the 
persons and ideas of two of this century’s 
most important political philosophers. Ha- 
vard Ends their work perhaps the most sig- 
nificant contemporary contributions to the 
study of politics. His discussions of Voe- 
gelin and Oakeshott’s work allow Havard 
the opportunity to advance his own cause: 
Voegelin’s work exemplifies the idea that 
the study of Western politics must be 
grounded in a broadly based study of West- 
em man, especially the history of ideas; and 
Oakeshott’s analysis of the defects of ra- 
tionalism in modern politics leads him inev- 
itably to decry the “loss of coherence, unity, 
and wholeness of knowlege about the a p  
propriate ways of attending to our social 
and political life.” 

The two concluding pieces address Ha- 
vard’s main concern: how to give political 
education intellectual and practical conse- 
quence. Oakeshott, for example, defines 
politics as “the activity of attending to the 
general arrangements of a set of people 
whom chance or choice have brought to- 
gether.” From this definition he concludes 
that “the appropriate engagement of an un- 
dergraduate student of ‘politics’ at a uni- 
versity will be to be taught and to learn 
something about the modes of thought and 
manners of speaking of an historian and 
philosopher.” Havard’s argument is much 
the same. By excoriating mainstream po- 
litical scientists for failing to recognize that 
the end of political education is analogous 
to the end of education in general-knowl- 
edge about the nam and condition of man- 
and by charging that the run-of-the-market 
political science textbook is little more than 
a blending machine that “stirs together 
packets of indigestible information and a 
few samples of the latest remains from the 
synthetic research smorgasbord.” Havard 
makes a ringing plea for another approach 
altogether: liberal studies in political edu- 
cation. 

One might fairly apply to this book (as 
to many collection. of essays written for 
different purposes over a long period of 
time) the clichC that it raises more questions 
than it answers. How, in Havard’s opinion, 



did it come to pass that the study of politics 
in America would remain so removed from 
the study of the nature of man? What does 
he think can be done-realistically and in 
the short run-tq remedy a situation that is 
changing at only a very slow rate? And 
above all, why is his discussion largely con- 
fined to history and philosophy when his 
own plaint suggests that he ought to be 
arguing for the broadest possible, approach 
to the study of politics, one that is com- 
pletely interdisciplinary? How can there be 
a proper study of the nature of Western man, 
or of the activities that attend his life with 
others, that omits the study of Marx or Freud 
or, for that matter, Dostoevski or Picasso? 
Indeed, in the essay not yet mentioned- 
one on the politics and history of the 1930 
Agrarian manifesto I’ll Take My Stand- 
he implicitly makes this very claim, arguing 
that one cannot separate literary movements 
from political movements because both are 
“indissolubly connected with man’s public 
or community life.” 

The questions raised by The Recovery of 
Political Theory are. in any case, good ones. 
They are provocative-which was clearly 
Havard’s intention. It is difficult to imagine 
that anyone familiar with the study and 
teaching of politics in this country over the 
past three decades and who has also wit- 
nessed the gradual decline of political par- 
ticipation will be able to dismiss Havard’s 
plea for a fundamental reappraisal. Iwv’ 

PRESIDENTIAL ECONOMICS 

(Simon & Schuster; 414 pp.; $16.95) 
by Horbert Stein 

THE TWENTY-YEAR CENTURY 
by h l l x  0. Rohatyn 
(Random House; 175 pp.; $12.95) 

William‘ J .  Lang 

~ ~ o m o m i c  writing, like the economy itself, 
seldom delivers everything the consumer 
had hoped for. These two recent books are 
no exception. 

Although Herbert Stein’s subtitle prom- 
ises an analysis of “the making of economic 
policy from Roosevelt to Reagan and be- 
yond,” the reader should not expect a sys- 
tematic study of the changing activities of 
the president and his staff over the last four 
decades. These elements are touched upon 
with great insight by Stein, but the book is 
primarily a melange: part narrative history, 
part memoir of hIs days as chairman of 
Nixon’s Council of Economic Advisors. part 
analysis of contemporary economic prob- 

lems, and part pnscription for the future. 
Indeed. the book might better be titled“Re- 
cedential Economics,” for its major heme 
is, simply, what is past is prologue; today’s 
economic direction is a conservative re- 
sponse to liberal policies that began fifty 
years ago. 

Stein develops this theme by separating 
American economic history into four pc- 
riods: the activism of the FDR years, the 
“ t i o n  and instinnionalization of FDR’s 
policies during the Tnunm and Eisenhower 
administrations, a second period of activism 
during the Kennedy and Johnson tenures, 
and twelve years of policy conflict and am- 
biguity under Nixon, Ford, and Carter. 

Stein’s discussion of the first three pe- 
riods is simplistic and offers few novelties. 
For example, the author explains the Ken- 
nedy and Johnson economic activism dur- 
ing a time of relative prosperity as “simple 
politics.” That is. K e d y  wanted to be 
president and coukl hsrdly claim things were 
fine under Eisenhower; he had to promise 
more. Similarly, Stein describes Johnson’s 
economic policies as motivated by his de- 
sire to be a great president in his own right, 
to emerge from the shadow of JFK, and to 
continue “the tradition of his mentor and 

hero Franklin D. Roosevelt.” While then 
is undoubtedly an element of truth in this 
cynical political-psychological explana- 
tion, it is fair for the d e r  to demand that 
someone of Stein’s experience and sophis- 
tication incorporate more thoroughly into 
his explanation of the policies of the Ken- 
nedydohnson period such factors as the bu- 
reaucracy. societal forces. the structure of 
the economy, technology, and the inter- 
national scene. 

It is not until his discussion of the eco- 
nomic programs of the Nixon administra- 
tion that Stein delivers an insider’s view of 
how the personalities and philosophies of 
the president and his advisors form an eco- 
nomic agenda and how this agenda adapts 
to economic problems both foreseen and 
unforeseen. The author’s assessment of the 
Nixon years combines intriguing descrip 
tions of the inner workings of White House 
policy-making with astute observations 
about the American economy. This is most 
clearly illustrated in Stein’s account of how 
the proposal to remove the U.S. from the 
gold standard and impose wage and price 
controls gained momentum in the Nixon 
White House and how the decision was ul- 
timately reached in the uncanny atmosphere 
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