
that the Democrats will listen to him.
What we don’t know about the 

Democrats at this point is whether the 
party has an interest in summoning 
Americans to think about the world 
from a broader perspective than how a 
given issue affects them directly. If 
Schumer is right about the present 
Democratic opportunity, and I suspect 
he is, then the question arises whether 
that opportunity is best seized by de
ciding what average people want and 
giving it to them, or whether, in addi
tion to that, leaders should aim a bit 
higher, addressing the larger issues 
that Schumer ignores. It is one thing to 
speak to people as consumers and as 
parents. But is it possible to speak to 
people as citizens, asking them to par
ticipate in something that has a larger 
national purpose?

This makes many Washington 
Democrats uneasy—it sounds to them 
like mushy idealism, and, far worse, 
like it might require them to get into a 
debate about raising taxes.* * * 8 But there

Pete. In the last two years, Pete has
“grown fatter,” which has the Baileys
fretting about child obesity.
8For a fascinating analysis of the chang
ing politics of tax cuts, positing that 
the era of the tax revolt (which started


