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Toward 4 P roac t ive  View o f  P o l i t i c a l  Act ion - -- 
i I 

- .  . . . .-.+ 
. . . : $ .  Explana t ions  o f  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  start  7- I - t h i n k  q u i t e  

unconsc ious ly  -- wi th  a fundamental  . ques t ion  about t h e  ' a c t o r s :  . . : . ... .',..... ' .'. . . 
A r e  t h e y  good guys o r  bad guys? Depending on t h e  answer, we 

. . 

employ a q u i t e  sepaliate appa ra tus  o f  t h e o r y  t o  d e a l  wi th  t h e '  

phenomenon. 

Good guy p o l i t i c s  a r e  p r o a c t i v e  and i n s t r u m e n t a l .  The 

p a r t i c i p a n t s  have g o a l s  t h a t  we e i t h e r  s h a r e  o r  empathize 

w i t h  and p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  i s  seen as a more o r  l e s s  e f f e c t i v e  

a t t empt  t o  r e a c h  t h e s e  goa l s .  Sometimes, we yay be uncomfor- 

t a b l e  wi th  t h e  means chosen b u t  we a r e  a b l e  t o  s e e  t h e s e  as 

t h e y  might look  t o  a member of $hlle~-grcsupfl&@~i.ng them;-. We a r e  

l i k e l y  t o  be s e n s i t i v e  t o  the slowness o r  i p e f f e c t i v e n e s s  of  
. . . 

o t h e r ,  l e s s  a o s t l y  means and f o r g i v i n g  p f  a ' c e r t q i n  amount of  

impat ience .  

Bad guy po l i t i c ' r ;  a r e i r e a c t i v e  andcexpress ive .  The g r i ev -  

ances  may be r e a l  enough but  t h e  p o l i t i c s  are seen as d i r e c t e d  
. . . . . .  . 

toward i n a p p r o p r i a t e  t a r 'ga t s  . T h e .  t a r g e t s  are s c a p e g o a t s , ,  t h e  
, . .. 

. . . . 

g o a l s  i r r a t i o n a l  and s i m p l i s t i c  panaceas .  T h e  "real!' c auses  

a r e  i gno red ,  because of  " f a l s e  c o n s c i o u s n e s s . l ~  Those who 

p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  such p o l i t i c k  a r e  seen as4 r b a c t i n g  t o  some 
. . . . 

psycho log ica l  need o r  v u l n e r a b i l i t y  r a t h g r  t h a n  a t t e p p t i q g  t o  
. . 

r e a l i z e  some r e a l i s t i c  p o l i t i c a l  g o a l ,  

Of c o u r s e ,  we d o n ' t  always ag ree .qqong  ourseJves  on who 



t h e  good guys and t h e  bad guys a r e  and t h i s  makes for some 

v igorous  d e b a t e  on which exp lana to ry  a p p a r a t u s  should be i n -  

voked t o  e x p l a i n  some g iven  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n ,  I f  we r e g a r d  

urban b l ack  m i l i t a n t s  as unsavory a g i t a t o r s ,  w e  may p r e f e r  

e x p l a n a t i o n s  o f  urban r i o t s  which s e e  t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  as i n -  

s u f f i c i e n t l y  s o c i a l i z e d  youth who a r e  r i o t i q g  mainly f o r  fun 

a n d - p r o f i t  wh i l e  a g i t a t o r s  egg them op w i t h  p o l i t i c a l  r h e t -  

o r i c  t h a t  j u s t i f i e s  t h e i r  a n t i - s o c i a l  a c t i v i t y !  O r ,  w i t h  

d i f f e r e n t  sympath ies ,  we may s e e  t h e  r i o t s  as, a q u a s i - p o l i t i -  

c a l  e x p r e s s i o n  of a community grop ing  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  consc ious-  

n e s s  as it a t t e m p t s  t o  con f ron t  l o n g - f e s t e r i n g  g r i evances .  

S i m i l a r l y ,  t h e  unsbmpathet ic  s e e  s t u d e n t  a c t i v i s t s  as ex- 

p r e s s i n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  gerekktional c o n f l i e ~  packaged i n  an  

i d e o l o g i c a l  form which 1 e g i t i m i z e s . i t s  egpyess ioq  as " p o l i t i -  
. . .  

c a l  a c t i o n . "  O r ,  viewed more fond ly ,  t h e y  a r e  t h e  cream o f  - 

t h e i r  g e n e r a t i o n ,  g i v i n g  vo ice  t o  t h e  gap betweeq v a l u e s  o f  

e q u a l i t y  and j u s t i c e  and t h e  c rude  r e a l i t y  t h e y  s e e  around them. 

Note t h e  ' b a s i c  d i f f e r e h c e  i n  e q c h  case, Sympathy s u g g e s t s  

a p r o a c t i v e  view o f  people  t r y i n g  t o  chqnge som&thing th rough  

t h e i r  e f f o r t s  a t  p o l i t i c a l  ac t ion . .  , H o s t i $ i t y  $mp$ies a r eac -  
. . 

t i v e  view o f  people  g i v i n g  ven t  t o  f r 4 s t r a t . i o q s ,  u s ing  t h e  po- 

l i t i c a l  a r e n a  g r a t u i t o u s l y  as t h e .  h a n d i e s t  mean$ of e x p r e s s i o n .  

Such a way o f  l ook ing  a t  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  b l u r s  o u r  v i s i o n  . - 
and I wish t o  sugges t  an a l t e r n a t i v e .  F i r s t q  $ t r i s  more use- 



f u l  t o  t h i n k  o f  a l l  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  as hav ing  b g t h  i n s t r u -  

menta l  and e x p r e s s i v e  a s p e c t s .  T h i s  i n c l u d e s  b o t h  conven- 

t i o n a l  p o l i t i c s  and s o c i a l  movements. Second, it i s  more use-  

f u l  t o  f o c u s  on t h e  i n s t r u m e n t a l  a s p e c t s  t.o :unders tand p o l i -  . . .  

t i c a l  a c t i o n .  Why more u s e f u l ?  Because a wide v a r i e t y  of 

mo t ive s  c h a r a c t e r i z e  t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  a l l  k i n d s  o f  p o l i t -  

i c a l  a c t i o n .  Fur the rmore ,  when c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  mo t ive s  d i f f e r  

i n  two k i n d s  of p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n ,  t h e y  a r e  b e t t e r  unders tood  

a s  consequences  o f  t h e  g o a l s  and r e s o u r c e s  o f  a movement o r  

p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  r a t h e r  t h a n  a s  c a u s e s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n .  

The remainder  o f  t h i s  e s s a y  w i l l  e l a b o r a t e  and deve lop  t h e s e  

arguments .  

P r o a c t i v e  and R e a c t i v e  P o l i t i c s  

We a l l  know t h a t  s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t s  are t o o  c l e v e r  and 

s o p h g s t i c a t e d  t o  employ concepts '  such as "good guy" and "bad 

guy." The c o n c e p t s  i n s t r u m e n t a l  and e x p r e s s i v e  and i n s t i t u -  

t i o n a l i z e d  and n o n - i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  do t h e  job  f o r  u s .  We 
1 

t e n d  t o  r e g a r d  as i n s t r u m e n t a l  t h o s e  p o l i t i c s  t h a t  &re ex- 

p r e s s e d  t h r o u g h  e s t a b l i s h e d  channels :  -- t h e  v o t i n g  boo th ,  t h e  

commit tee ,  t h e  g o l f  c o u r s e ,  t h e  board  foom, t h e  lobby.  From 

" i n ~ t i t u t i o n a l i z e d ~ ~  t o  t o " r a t i o n a l l '  are s h o r t  

s t e p s  w i t h  a n o t h e r  e q u a l l y  s h p r t  one t o  "gqod". S i m i l a r l y ,  

unconven t i ona l  p o l i t i c s  t e n d  t o  be r e g a r d e d  as e x p r e s s i v e  -- 
t h e  p o l i t i c s  of t h e  s t ree t s ,  o f  r i o t s ,  d e m o n s t r a t i o n s ,  and 

v i o l e n c e .  The jumps from " u n c ~ n v e n t i o n a l ~ ~  t o  l l e x p y e ~ s i v e l l  



t o  " i r r a t i o n a l "  t o  "bad" a r e  a s  s h o r t  as t h e i r  c o u h t e r p a r t s  

above.  

The f i e l d  o f  c o l l e c t i v e  b e h a v i o r  i n  s o c i o l o g y  i s  s a t u -  

r a t e d  w i t h  such  t h i n k i n g .  "By t h e  mere fact t h a t  he  forms 
I .i 

p a r t  o f  a n  o r g a n i z e d  crowd:' wro te  LeBon i n  1896,  lla,ni&n de-  
I 

s cends  s e v e r a l  r ungs  i n  t h e  l a d d e r  o f  c i v i l i z a t i o n .  I s o l a -  

t e d  he  may be a  c u 1 t i v a t e d : i n d i v i d u a l ;  i n  a crowd, he  i s  a 

b a r b a r i a n  -- t h a t  i s  a c r e a t u r e  a c t i n g  by i n s t i n c t .  H e  pos- 

s e s s e s  t h e  s p o n t a n e i t y ,  t h e  v i o l e n c e ,  t h e  f e r o c i t y ,  and a l s o  

t h e  en thus i a sm and hero i sm o f  p r i m i t i v e  be ings . "  

Today, w e  a r e  more s o p h i s t i c a t e d .  We t a l k  o f  t h e  au tho r -  

i t a r i a n  p e r s o n a l i t y  and t h e  t r u e  b e l i e v e y ;  o f  t h e  mass man 

who i s  bewi lde r ed  by t h e  breakdown o f  i n t e r m e d i a t e  s t r u c t u r e s  

t h a t  p rov ided  him w i t h  a s o c i a l  i d e n t i t y ;  o f  t h e  s h o r t  c i r -  

c u i t i n g  phenomenon by which a movement l e a p s  from t h e  l e v e l  

o f  t h e  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  t h a t  i s  p roduc ing  s t r a i n  t o  f o c u s  on 

a more i n c l u s i v e  l e v e l  w i thou t  s p e c i f y i n g  how i t s  proposed 

s o l u t i o n  w i l l  d e a l  w i t h  lower  l e v e l s .  O f  c o u r s e ,  we d o n ' t  

a p p l y  t h i s  a p p a r a t u s  t o  a l l  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  r e s e r v i n g  it  f o r  

movements which l i b e r a l s  and r a d i c a l s  are h o s t i l e  t o  -- 
fascism, a n t i - f l u o r i d a t i o n ,  McCarthyism, t h e  Wallace movement, 

t h e  John B i r c h  s o c i e t y .  

Suppose,  t h a t  i n s t e a d - o f  s e p a r a t i n g  t h i s  k i n d  o f  po- 

l i t i c a l  b e h a v i o r .  i n t o  a bag c a l l e d  t l & o l l e c t i v e  behav ior"  o r  



" m a s s  movementS1., we p u t  it i n  t h e  same bag w i t h  t h e  Republ ican 

and Democrat ic  P a r t i e s ,  w i t h  t h e  Farm Bureau F e d e r a t i o n ,  t h e  

American Medical  A s s o c i a t i o n ,  and a l l  t h e  o t h e r  f a m i l i a r  a c t o r s  

i n  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n a l  d o l i t i c a l  a r e n a .  We w i l l  d i s c o v e r  a l l  

k i n d s  o f  e x p r e s s i v e  mo t ive s  i n  o u r  mixed bag even among t h e  most 

c o n v e n t i o n a l  members. We w i l l  f i n d ,  f o r  example, t h a t  a w i d e  

r a n g e  o f  mot ives  c h a r a c t e r i z e  members o f  t h e  ' ~ e m o c r a t i c  P a r t y ,  

Some seek  camarader ie  and f e l l o w s h i p  and a r e  p u l l e d  i n  by f r i e n d -  

s h i p  networks ;  some a r e  m o t iva t ed  by i d e o l o g i c a l  conce rns ;  some ; --- 

f i n d  i n  t h e i r  a l l e g i a n c e  t o  t h e  p a r t y  . a , m e a n i n g f u l  way o f  d e a l i n g  

w i t h  a c o n f u s i n g  wor ld ;  some s eek  material r ewa rds ,  s t a t u s ,  and 

c o n t a c t s ;  some seek  a n  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  e x e r c i s e  power o v e r  t h e i r  

f e l l o w  men. 

B a s i c a l l y ,  t h i s  c a t a l o g u e  o f  m o t i v e s i s  o f '  l i m i t e d  u s e f u l -  
. . 

n e s s  i n  h e l p i n g  u s  t o  unde r s t and  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  which t h e  

Democrat ic  P a r t y  may engage i n .  And even i f  w e  d i s c o v e r e d ,  as 

we well migh t ,  t h a t  mot ives  a r e  d i s t r i b u t e d  d i f f e r e n t l y  o v e r  

~ e m o c r a t i c  Par-ty members and ,Peace and Freedom P a r t y  members, 

t h i s  i s  h a r d l y  more u s e f u l  i n t e l l i g e n c e .  C l e a r l y ,  t h e  Democrat- 

i c  P a r t y  i s  go ing  t o  be a more a t t r a c t i v e  v e h i c l e  t h a n  t h e  Peace 

and:Freedom P a r t y  f o r  a pe r son  t r y i n g  t o  make b u s i n e s s  c o n t a c t s .  

So w e  sh ou ld  f i n d  more ev idence  o f  t h i s  mot ive  -- n o t  because  . 

t h e s e  mot ives  e x p l a i n  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  b u t  because  t h e  r e s o u r c e  

p o s 5 t i o n  and t h e  d e g r e e  of d e v i a n c e  o f  g o a l s  and means w i l l  act  

as a s e l e c t o r .  An ana lys i s : -o f  mot ives  p u t s  t h e  car t  b e f o r e  t h e  

h o r s e .  



Start, then, with an instrumental view of political be- 

havior even -- in fact, especially -- when the behavior appears 
most irrational or irritating. This is an unnec,essary bit of ad- 

vice when studying mainstream political action. No one is temp- 
/ 

ted to see the environmental movement as the outlet for fm'ustra- 

ted {individuals who are seeking in the removal of pollution a 

way of dealing with the meaninglessness of the.ir personal lives. 
i 

We readily assume thatthey are really trking to, clean up the. 

environment rather than acting'out a rebellion'against parental: 

authority -- although some leftists have vjewed the movement as 
an attempted diversion by the establishment to draw energy from 

the more serious problems of racism and imperialism. 

If the participants in some political action look bizarre 

to us, if they are less civil than the norms of conventiona1,pol- 

itics allow, or even if they use violence and terror, we should 

resist the temptation to reach immediately for the apparatus 

that sociologists have offered us for so long under the.rubricl 

of collective behavior. 

To be convincing, I'm sure I must be more specific. Let 

me take as my example, the most coherent and persuasive theory 

of extremist politics as reactive and expressive -- the theory 
of mass society. I will outline the argument briefly and try to ' 

shcwhow utterly misleading it has been in helping us to 



unde r s t and  two r e c e n t  phenomena -- s u p p o r t  f o r  S e n a t o r  Joseph 

McCarthy i n  t h e  ,eakly f i f t i e s  and s u p p o r t  f o r  S e n a t o r  Barry  

Goldwater  i n  t h e  e a r l y  s i x t i e s .  . . 

The Theory o f  Mass S o c i e t y  

Mass s o c i e t y  produces  peop le  who a r e  s e l f - e s t r a n g e d  and ,  

hence ,  v u l n e r a b l e .  "By d i v o r c i n g  peop l e  from l a r g e r  s o c i a l  

purposes , ' '  Kornhauser  w r 5 t e s ,  "mass s o c i e t y  a l s o  t e n d s  t o  sep- 

a r a t e  peop l e  from themse lves  "- (1969,  p. 1 0 7 ) .  "Se l f -es t range-  

ment ,  i n  t u r n ,  h e i g h t e n s  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  r e a d i n e s s  f o r  a c t i v i s t i c  

" s o l u t i o n s ~ ~  t o  t h e  a n x i e t y  accompanying p e r s o n a l  a l i e n a t i o n .  

For  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  who l a c k s  a f i r m  concep t i on  o f  h imse l f  

and con f idence  i n  h imse l f  does  n o t  p o s s e s s  t h e  b a s i s  f o r  

s t r o n g  c o n t r o l  o v e r  h i m s e l f ,  and t h e r e f o r e  i s  h i g h l y  sugges t -  

i b l e  t o  a p p e a l s  emanat ing from remote  p l a c e s "  ( p . 108 ) .  O r  

as E r i c  Hof f e r  p u t s  i t ,  " F a i t h  i n  a h o l y  c a u s e  i s  t o  cons ide r -  

a b l e  e x t e n t  a  s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  t h e  l o s t  f a i t h  i n  o u r s e l v e s  .... 
One o f  t h e  most p o t e n t  a t t r a c t i o n s  o f  a mass movement i s  i t s  

o f f e r i n g  o f  a  s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  i n d i v i d u a l  hope" (1951,  p . 1 4 ) .  

Th i s  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  v u l n e r a b i l i t y  makes m a s s  man a v a i l a b l e  

f o r  mass movements. " I n  t h e  absence  o f  a n  a c c e p t a b l e  seif-  

image, t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  s e e k s  t o  overcome t h e  a n x i e t y  accompany- 

i n g  s e l f - a l i e n a t i o n  by apa-or  a c t i v i s m .  Withdrawal from ac-  

t i v i t y  and f l i g h t  i n t o  a c t i v i t y . a r e  b o t h  r e s p o n s e s  c h a r a c t e r -  

i s t i c  o f  t h e  mass man. The a c t i v i s t i c  r e s p o n s e  u n d e r l i e s  much 

o f  t h e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  mass movements as i n d i v a d u a l s  s eek  t o  



substitute external identities for inner ones, to replace an 

unwanted or unknown se1.f with a cbllective image" (Kornhauser 

Of course, vulnerability is only half the story. "Whether 

. or not,mass tendencies in character and culture will become ex- 

pressed in mass movements depends primarily on the social struc- 
. . . . 

ture and the demands events make upon it... Crises break 

down the already precarious structure of mass society and as a 

consequence increase the chances for anti-democratic mass move=+ 

mehts" (Kornhauser, 1959, p.113). 

The theory is developed in several directions with a 
. . 

special emphasis on the absence of intermediate associations 

and solidarities -- intermediate between the primary group and 
the state -- which characterize pluralist social structures. 
However, this part of the thkory $ o e ~ ~ ; n p ~ ~ ~ c o ~ ~ ~ r i ~ ~ ; ~ S : ~ , ~ & $ ~ & ~ ~ ~ ~ a . ~ : ~ ~ f - . : ; ~ ~ 3 i  

! 
. ' I ,  . 

cept in so much as it implies what kind of people will partic- 

ipate -- the isolated individual with weak or non-existent 
solidary group attachments and identifications. 

Mccarthyism 

I have full sympathy and admiration. for those who.lived 

through the trauma and the vici~usness-of the McCarthy era 
. . 

and were not too cowed to fight back. The, threat was real . . 

and I can understand how beleagured social scientists turned 

quite naturally to the mass society apparatus that seemed to 



! 
bnake s o  much s e n s e  o f  t h e  r i s e  o f  f a s c i s m  anp t o  u s e  it to .  d i s -  

c r e d i t  McCarthy 's  f o l l o w e r s  under  t h e  g u i s e  o f  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  

e x p l a n a t i o n .  However, work by Rogin (19671,  Po l sby  (19601,  

and o t h e r s  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  m a s s  s o c i e t y  t h e o r y  does  n o t  e x p l a i n  

t h e  McCarthy phenomenon v e r y  w e l l  a t  a l l .  

McCarthy d i d  n o t ,  i n . t h e  mass s o c i e t y  v iew,  draw h i s  

b a s i c  s u p p o r t  from e s t a b l i s h e d ,  t r a d i t i o n a l l y ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e  

g roups  b u t  from t h e  a l i e n a t e d .  McCarthy w a s  viewed a s  a pro-  

t o t y p i c a l  demagogue appea l iAg  t o  t h e  mass o f , p e o p l e  f o r  d i r e c t  

s u p p o r t  o v e r  t h e  heads  o f  t h e i r  e s t a b l i s h e d  l e a d e r s .  H e  mobil-  

i z e d  t h o s e  i n d i v i d u a l s  who were p s y c h o l o g i c a l l y  v u l n e r a b l e ,  

> s p l i t t i n g  a p a r t  e x i s t i n g  c o a l i t i o n s  and u p s e t t i n g  c o n v e n t i o n a l  

g roup  a l i g n m e n t s .  

P l a u s i b l e  a s  it may sound', t h i s  view o f  t h e  -McCarty phen- 

omenon i s  a p p a r e n t l y  f a l s e .  R o g i n l s  work s t r o n g l y  s u g g e s t s  

t h a t  t h e r e  w a s  l e s s  t o  McCarthyism t h a n  met t h e  e y e .  Without  

s e a r c h i n g  below t h e  s u r f a c e  f o r  h i d d e n  f r u s t r a t i o n s ,  t h e  bu lk  

o f  McCarthy 's  s u p p o r t  c a n  be  accoun ted  f o r  by t a k i n g  t h e  i s s u e s  

a t  f a c e  v a l u e .  On t h e  b a s i s  o f  c o u n t y  v o t i n g  r e c o r d s ,  p o l l  

d a t a ,  and o t h e r  e v i d e n c e ,  Rogin c o n c l u d e s  t h a t  "McCarthy cap- 

i t a l i z e d  on p o p u l a r  concern  o v e r  f o r e i g n  p o l i c y ,  communism 

and t h e  Korean War, b u t  t h e  animus o f  McCarthyism h a ' d . l i t t l e  t o  

. .  . 
d o  w i t h  any l e s s  p o l i t i c a l  o r  more developed p o p u l a r  a n x i e t i e s  

..... McCarthy . . d i d  n o t  s p b i t  a p a r t  a n  e l i t e ,  t h e  p a r t s  o f  



which had been e q u a l l y  c o n s e r v a t i v e  b e f o r e  him. H e  r a t h e r  

c a p i t a l i z e d  on an .  e x i s t i n g  l i b e r a l / c o n s e r v a t i v e  s p l i t  w i t h i n  

t h e  e x i s t i n g  Republ ican  e l i t e t t  (1967,  pp.  2 1 6 , 2 2 0 ) .  PohBbyls 

(1960) a n a l y s i s  o f  p o l l  d a t a  p o i n t s  i n  the kame g e n e r a l  d i r e c -  

t i o n .  P a r t y  a f f i l i a t i o n  i s  t h e  s i n g l e  b e e t  p r e d i c t o r  o f  suppo r t  

f o r  McCarthy -- Democrats opposed him and Republ icans  s u p p o i t e d  

him, Rogin c o n c l u d e s  from h i s  own r ev i ew ,  " I n  t h e s e .  p o l l s ,  

as i n  t h e  data r e p o r t e d  by Po l sby ,  no o t h e r  s i n g l e  d i v i s i o n  

of t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  (by r e l i g i o n ,  class, e d u c a t i o n ,  and. s o  f o r t h )  

even approachad t h e  p a r t y  s p l i t "  (1967,  p ;234) .  Rogin re- 

jects t h e  n o t i o n  that McCarthy was s u s t a i n a d  p r i m a r i l y  by t he  

vague discontents of f ru s t r a t ed  g roups .  "McCarthy had power- 

.. f u l  group and e l i z e  s u p p o r t ,  H e - d i d  n a e . . m o b i l i z e . t h e  masses 

at  the  p o l l s  o r  break through e x i s t i n g  group clkavages . . . &Corn- 

~ u n i s m  and t h e  Korean War p layed  crucial  r o l e s . t t  ( 1 9 6 7 ,  g, 2 6 8 ) .  

S t ~ a n g e  as it may seem, t he  issues  on whish Meearthy mobi l i z ed  

mppe~t  were a p p a r e n t l y  peal ones EOP h f , ~  f s l h s w e l p ~ ,  not mere- 

l y  e.$belia of private.  a n x i e t i a e  . 

gohdwarer 
TRe mass ~ o s i e - t y  appapa%us a l e s  proved a convenient  en@ 

f a r  f i b e r a l s  i n  exp la in ing  the  suppoft f o r  Senator Geldwater 

i n  1 9 6 4 ,  It was f ~ e q u e n t l y  assumed t h a t  t h e  e a ~ l y  ~ u g p o ~ t ~ r ~  

of Goldwaze~ were anomie, i n e t i t u t i s n a l l y  detached t torankc,N 



n e o f a s c i s t s ,  o r  " i n f i l t r a t o r s "  i n t o  t h e  Republ ican P a r t y .  

" L i t t l e  o l d  l a d i e s  i n  t e n n i s -  shoes"  be'came. t h e  popu l a r  ph ra se  
I 

t o  c a p t u r e  t h e  l u n a t i c  f r i n g e  imagery.  I 

McEvoy (1971)  h a s  demons t ra ted  t h a t  t h e  ev idence  s h a r p l y  

c o n t r a d i c t s  t h i s  image o f  t h e  Goldwater  phenomenon. Pre-con- 

v e n t i o n  s u p p o r t e r s  o f  Goldwater were compared on a number o f  

v a r i a b l e s  w i t h  t h o s e  who u l t i m a t e l y  vo t ed  f o r  him even though 
i 

t h e y  had p r e f e r r e d  a n o t h e r  nominee p r i o r  t o  t h e  conven t i on .  

The early Goldwater  s u p p o r t e r s  were v e r y  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  h i g h e r  

on such  v a r i a b l e s  a s  church  a t t e n d a n c e ,  income l e v e l ,  and edu- 

c a t i o n .  They were more l i k e l y  t o  be m a r r i e d .  Fur the rmore ,  

t h e y ' w e r e  much h i g h e r  i n  p a s t  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  Republ ican Par- 

t y  p o l i t i c s .  F i n a l l y ,  t h e y  e x h i b i t e d  a v e r a g e  t o  low l e v e l s  o f  

o b j e c t i v e  s t a t u s  d i s c r e p a n c y .  None o f  t h i s  ev idence  s u g g e s t s  

l a c k -  o f  a t t a chmen t  ; on t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  e a r l y  Goldwater  suppor t -  

e r s  seem t o  be s t r o n g  c o n s e r v a t i v e s  w i t h  s o c i a l  s u p p o r t  and . 

r e s p e c t  from t h e i r  f r i e n d s  and n e i g h b 0 . r ~ .  

The P r o a c t i v e  V i e w  

What, t h e n  a m  I s u g g e s t i n g  as a b e t t e r  way o f  e x p l a i n i n g  

p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n ?  I s t a r t  by assuming t h a t  peop l e  w i l l  
. . 

p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  f o r  a wide v a r i e t y  o f  p e r s o n a l  

mo t ive s  and t ha t  while t h e s e  mot ives  may h e l p  u s  t o . u n d e r s t a n d  

t h e  s t y l e  o f  p o l i t i c s  and r h e t o r i c  a d o p t e d ,  t h e y  care n o t  'bas- 

i c a l l y  r e l e v a n t  t o  unde r s t and ing  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n .  The 



d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  mot ives  d i f f e r s  i n  d i f f e r e n t  k i n d s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  

a c t i o n  because  peop le  w i l l  t e n d  t o  select  v e h i c l e s  t h a t  are 

a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  t h e i r  p a r t i c u l a r  p e r s o n a l  mo t ive s .  

I t h e n  propose  t o  l ook  a t  a v a r i e t y  o f  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  

r a n g i n g  from t h e  most c o n v e n t i o n a l  t o  t h e  most unconven t i ona l  

w i t h  t h e  working assumpt ipn t h a t  t h e y  a l l  can  be  u s e f u l l y  

viewed as c o l l e c t i v e l y  pu r su ing  c e r t a i n  end s tates t h rough  t h e i r  

p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n .  T h e i r  d i f f e r e n c e s  must be e x p l a i n e d  n o t  by 

t h e i r  b e i n g  more o r  l e s s  g o a l - d i r e c t e d  buy by t h e i r  d i f f e r e n t  

s t r a t e g i c  i m p e r a t i v e s .  

Groups which a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  r i c h  i n  r e s o u r c e s  w i l l  f i n d  it 

c o n v e n i e n t  t o  u s e  c o n v e n t i o n a l ,  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  channe l s .  They 

have  t h e  means and t h e  know-how t o  u s e  them. ~ o i n ~ ' o u t s i d e  o f  
i 

such '  c h a n n e l s  i s  u s u a l l y  more c o s t l y  because  it i n v a r i a b l y  

b r i n g s  upon t h e  group t h e  wra th  o f  o t h e r  power h o l d e r s  i n  t h e  

p o l i t y  who a r e  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  s e e i n g  t h e  r u l e s  o f  t h e  game 

Groups which are r e l a t i v e l y  poor  i n  t h e  r e s o u r c e s  needed 

t o  compete t h rough  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  means w i l l  u s e  less conven- 
t 

t i o n a l  p o l i t i c s .  If t h e i r  c o n s t i t u e n c y  25 d i s o r g a n i z e d  and 

l a c k i n g  i n  s o l i d a r i t y  and c o l l e c t i v e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n , .  t h e  f i r s t  

s t r a t e g i c  i m p e r a t i v e  i s  m o b i l i z a t i o n  o f  s u p p o r t .  If t h e  members 

l a c k ' s i g n i f i c a n t  c o n v e n t i o n a l  r e s o u r c e s  even when t h e y  

h a v e - d e v e l o p e d  p o l i t i c a l  c o n s c i o u s n e s s ,  t h e y  have a v a i l a b l e  t o  

them a  major  c o n s t r a i n t  r e s o u r c e  -- t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  make t r o u b l e .  



An e x c e l l e n t  example o f  t h e  t y p e  o f  a n a l y s i s  t h a t  my argument 

s u g g e s t s  i s  Michael  L i p s k y P s  a r t i c l e ,  " P r o t e s t  as a P o l i t i c a l  

Resource" ,  (1968)  i n  which h e  examines t h e  s t r a t e g i c  problems 

o f  r e l a t i v e l y  p o w e r l e s s  g r o u p s .  

Note t h a t  t h e  r a t i o n a l L t y  assumed h e r e  i s  c o l l e c t i v e  and 

c o n d i t i o n a l .  I t  i s  t h e  same r a t i o n a l i t y  w e  a p p l y  t o  organ-  

i z a t i o n s  as i n s t r u m e n t s  f o r  a c h i e v i n g  c o l l e c t i v e  g o a l s .  In-  

d i v i d u a l s  may u s e  t h e s e  v e h i c l e s  f o r  a v a r i e t y  o f  p e r s o n a l  

g o a l s  which t h e y  d o n ' t  s h a r e  b u t  t h e y  s h a r e  a n  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  

o r g a n i z a t i o n  o r  movement as a means. Fur the rmore ,  t h e i r  c o l -  

l e c t i v e  a c t i o n  may be  e f f e c t i v e  o r  i n e f f e c t i v e ,  c lumsy o r  

s k i l l e d ,  i n t e l l i g e n t  o r  s t u p i d .  Nothing i s  assumed i n  advance  

. .  . on t h e s e  i s s u e s  -- o n l y  t h a t  it makes s e n s e  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  . . .  . . . . 
. . 

. . .  . . 

p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  as a c o a l i t i o n  o f  p a r t i c i p a n t s  a t t e m p t i n g  t o  

a c h i e v e  outcomes which some s i g n i f i c a n t  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  e l e m e n t s  

a r e  s e e k i n g  f o r  wha tever  p e r s o n a l  and v a r y i n g  r e a s o n s  they .may  

have .  

The I s s u e  o f  J u s t i f i c a t i o n  

I n  a r g u i n g  f o r  t h e  abandonment o f  a d i v i s i o n  o f  p o l i t i c a l  

a c t i o n  i n t o  e x p r e s s i v e  and i n s t r u m e n t a l  c a t e g o r i e s ,  I a m  aban- 

don ing  a n  i m p l i c i t  j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  If i n s t r u m e n t a l  p o l i t i c s  

are r a t i o n a l  and good,  and e x p r e s s i v e  p o l i t i c s  are i r r a t i o n a l  

and bad ,  we need o n l y  c l a s s i f y  a g i v e n  phenomenon t o  know what 

t o  t h i n k  o f  i t .  I have  been a r g u i n g ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  t h a t  t h e  pro-  



c e s s  r e a l l y  g o e s  t h e  o t h e r  way -- a f t e r  we know whe the r  we l i k e  

o r  d i s l i k e  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  we c l a s s i f y  it a s . ~ e x p r e s s i v e  

o r  i n s t r u m e n t a l .  

I n  c o n t r a s t ,  t h e  p r o a c t i v e  view i s  c o m p l e t e l y  n e u t r a l  r e -  

g a r d i n g  j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  I f  J o e  McCar thy t s  and Gene McCar thyts  

s u p p o r t e r s  a r e  e q u a l l y  i n s t r u m e n t a l ,  t h e n  t h e  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  

must n e c e s s a r i l y  l i e  o u t s i d e  o f  t h e  e x p l a n a t i o n .  I n  s h o r t ,  it 

i s  n o t  t h e  c a u s e s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  t h a t  p r o v i d e  j u s t i f i c a -  

. . t i o n  b u t  t h e  consequences .  . . 
. . 

S o p i a l  s c i e n t i s t s  can  c o n t r i b u t e  something t o  t h e  ana ly -  

s i s  o f  consequences  and can  t h u s  be  o f  some u s e  i n  judg ing  po- 

l i t i c a l  a c t i o n .  For  example,  it i s  q u i t e  p o s s i b l e  t o  e x p l o r e  

t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  u s e  o f  v i o l e n c e  i n  a  p o l i t i c a l  c o n f l i c t  and 
,' . , 

o f  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  o f  s p i r a l s  o f  mutua l  t h r e a t  and r e t a i i a t i o n .  , :' 

I t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t o  d e v e l o p  p r o p o s i t i o n s  a b o u t  how c o n f l i c t s  can  

be  managed o r  r e s o l v e d  i n  ways t h a t  minimize c o s t s  and maxi- 

mize g a i n s  f o r  t h e  c o n t e n d i n g  p a r t i e s .  

Such u n d e r s t a n d i n g  i s  c l e a r l y  f a r  from s u f f i c i e n t  t o  d e a l  

w i t h  i s s u e s  o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  One w i l l  s t i l l  have  t o  weigh 

p o s s i b l e  outcomes a g a i n s t  one a n o t h e r  a n d ,  even i f  w e  were 

q u i t e  c e r t a i n  i n  o u r  knowledge o f  t h e  c o n s e q u e n ~ e s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  

a c t i o n ,  we might  e a s i l y  d i s a g r e e  on whe the r  a g i v e n  outcome 

was *wor th  a  g i v e n  c o s t .  

The p o t e n t i a l  c o n t r i b u t i o n  o f  a s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t  t o  i s s u e s  

o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  d o e s  n o t  l i e  t h e n  i n  what he  may c o n t r i b u t e  



t o  o u r  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  o f  t h e  r e a s o n s  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n .  

R a t h e r ,  i t  l i e s  i n  h i s  a n a l y s i s ' .  o f  c o n f l i c t  process '88 and t h e  . .\ 
way i n  which p a r t i k u i a r  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n s  make s u ~ h  p r o c e s s e s  

more b e n i g n  o r  m a l i g n a n t .  



Refe r ences  

H o f f e r ,  E r i c  The True B e l i e v e r ,  Harper  and Bros . ,  1951.  

Kornhauser ,  W i l l i a m ,  The P o l i t i c s  o f  Mass S o c i e t y ,  N e w  York: 
The Free  P r e s s ,  19159. 

LeBon, Gustave The Crowd, London: E r n e s t  Benn L t s . ,  1896.  

L ipsky ,  Michael  " P r o t e s t  as a P o l i t i c a l  Resource",  American 
P o l i t i c a l  Sc i ence  Review, Vol. 6 2  <(December, 1968)  
pp. 1144-58 

McEvoy, James 111. R a d i c a l s  o r  Conse rva t i ve s :  The Contem- 
p o r a r y  American R i g h t , - C h i c a g o :  Rand McNal1,y E Co., 1971. 

Po l sby ,  Nelson W .  "Toward an  Exp l ana t i on  o f  McCarthyism" 
P o l i t i c a l  S t u d i e s ,  Vol,  8 (Oc tober ,  1 9 6 0 )  pp. 250-231 

Rogin,  Michael  Pau l  The I n t e l l e c t u a l s  and McCarthy: The 
R a d i c a l  S p e c t e r ,  Cambridge, Mass: M.I.T. ' F r e s s ,  1967.  

----r- 


