
We have no higher duty d . 
' an no more pressing duty than to remind ourselves and our students of politic 1 tn h ' 

h k ' a grea ess, uman greatness of 
t e pe~ s of ~umru:1 excellence. We are supposed to train ourselves .:nd 
others 1n seeing things as they are and thi b . . 
h · ' s means a ove all in seeing 

t e'.r gre~tness and their misery, their excellence and their vileness 
the'.r nobility and their triumphs, and therefore never to mistake medi'. 
ocnty, however brilliant, for true greatness. 

- Leo Strauss, eulogy of Winston Churchill, January 25, 1965 

Harry Jaffa ~as written and said many beautiful things in a long lifetime 
of scho!arslup and teaching. Among the most beautiful have been his 
expressions of reverence and gratitude for his teacher, Leo Strauss. He 
c~edits Strauss with giving him a gift dearer than life itself. Strauss taught 
lum wha~ to do with his life-he brought Jaffa to reason. When the young 
Jaffa' s mind, unbeknownst to itself, was in the grips of the historicism 
and relativism that remain the conventional wisdom of our time, 
Strauss's teaching "struck off [his] shackles," turned him from his illu-
sions, and dragged him up from the cave of nihilism to the light of natu-
ral right. 

Jaffa' s reverence for his teacher is made possible by the greater rever-
ence his teacher taught him to have for truth. In the service of this greater 
reverence, Jaffa has spent a fair portion of his life arguing with those 
intellectually closest to him -not least among them, himself. A friend 
recently gave me a copy of Crisis of the House Divided, on the cover page of 
which Jaffa had written in pencil half a century ago, "For Willmoore 
Kendall who knows that amicus quidem Socrates amicior veritas." Jaffa 
used to argue to the knife with Kendall about the character of the 
American founding and the significance of Abraham Lincoln, late into 
the night on long distance telephone from Claremont to Dallas. When he 
later disagreed with himself on these quest~o~s, as he did most_ notably in 
his two great works-Crisis of the House Divided a~d A New Birth of Free-
dom- he might be forgiven for thinking the pursuit of ~ruth ha~ brought 
him up against an even more formidable opponent. I~ 1s t~at wide rang-
ing pursuit that gave rise to the disputations _collected m this vol~~e. 

One of the common criticisms of Jaffa 1s that he takes politics and 
morality more seriously than philosophic m~ds wo~ld ~o; that he shows 
a regard for America in particular that no philosophic mind wo~ld show 
for any earthly regime; that he shows more regard for America than 

IX 
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Our purpose here is to honor the memory of Leo Strauss. I It is fitting that 
we should do so. But honor depends upon the competence-if not the 
virtue-of those who give it, as well as upon the excellence of him who is 
to receive it. A great man once said of his teacher that he was such a one 
as bad men had no right even to praise. We cannot admit a doubt of our 
own wisdom without casting one as well upon him whom we would 
honor. Still, no one would have insisted more rigorously upon the neces-
sity of both doubts than Leo Strauss. 

Willmoore Kendall called Strauss the greatest teacher of politics since 
Machiavelli. I do not think that we-or at least I-know enough about 
politics to know who was its greatest teacher, either before or •~er Ma-
chiavelli. But I think I know what Kendall meant by that assertio~ and h 

. . . . . St who in a long series of w y It 1s eminently plausible. For 1t was rauss ' . 

11

. 
Works, culminating in Thoughts on Mac zave z, ai a d h . zz · 1 . d b re the Machiave Ian 

. . h. f the great mo ems. roots of modernity and of the spec1fic teac ings O b d rea-w. • St ss proved eyon a 1th very few even apparent excephonS, rau M h. ellI' -for 
h ·1 h s after ac iav sonable doubt that the great political P 1 osop er Hegel and 

example Spinoza, Hobbes, Locke, Montes~u'.e 
1
' f Machiavelli. All of · u Rousseau, ' 

Marx-were all in the decisive respects, discip esh O tualization of a 
th ' ntee t e ac em attempted in their doctrines to guara . th ir bearings, not by 
certain ~ind of just or legitimate regime, by ta~!t a; men actually_ ~ve-
that regime Which is everywhere best, but by f the goal of pohlical 
r!Where are. They tried to assure the fulfillment 0 

life by lowering that goal. Id not have been able t~ 
I<:endall rightly observed that Strauss wou . had he not himse 

Penetrate the Machiavellian origins of modder~1tyd, that political life ~than 
tran . II' h d en1e otwI -he scended those origins. Maduave I _a . hest. Yet Strauss, n 

u
nd

erstood best or guided by what is hig 

39 



40 Chapter 2 

standing his respect, or even awe, _of Machiav_elli' greatness, quietly de-
nied that denial. No brief quotation can ep1to~1ze the vast s':ee~ of 
Strauss' s work but I commend to you the followmg, for the concrse sun-
plicity-indeed for the classic grandeur-with which it denies Machia-
velli's most fundamental denial. It is taken from the Preface to the 1965 
translation of Spinoza's Critique of Religion. "It is safer," wrote Strauss, "to 
try to understand the low in the light of the high than the high in the light 
of the low. In doing the latter one necessarily distorts the high, whereas 
in doing the former one does not deprive the low of the freedom to reveal 
itself fully as what it is." Clearly, all the state of nature theorists, and all 
the historical schools, tried to understand decent civil society-the 
high-in the light of the most indecent and powerful passions. Kant's 
doctrine of Categorical Imperative would seem to be that point in mod-
em philosophical thought furthest removed from Machiavellianism. In it, 
every consideration of personal advantage, every element of expedience, 
would seem to be removed. But what is the "good will" celebrated by 
Kant? Is it not an abstraction from that view of morality that is drawn 
from the distinction between mere interestedness and disinterestedness? 
And is not this view blind to the differences between noble and base 
interests? Is not Kant's attempt to "democratize" morality, by getting rid 
of the wise man as the judge of the moral man, an attempt to present the 
high in the light of the low? There are other and even stronger proofs that 
in the decisive respects, Kant too was a Machiavellian. 



Crisis of the Strauss Divided 

Essays on Leo Strauss and S traussianism, 
East and West 

Harry V. Jaffa 
With Thomas L. Pangle, John A. 
Wettergreen, Robert P. Kraynak, 

Michael P. Zuckert, and Leo Strauss 



June II, 1949 
Professor Leo Strauss 
University of Chicago 
Chicago, IL 

Dear Professor Strauss: 
Do you by any chance have left any off-prints of the two art· 1 th · .• . . . . 1c es, at on the 

classical poht1cs or that on hidden wntmg? 
Social Research can't supply me the issues that contained them, and I'd like 

awfully to have them on my shelves-or, if not both, then either of them. 
If you can oblige me about this, please ignore the address above, and address 

me at 150-95 Village Road, Jamaica, L.I. (apt. D). 
Your piece on Rousseau I gave me quite a jolt, for which I am deeply grateful. 

Sincerely, 
W illmoore Kendall 

* * * 

Thursday' 19 5 5 

Dear Pr . ofessor Strauss: . . I gav &'. B k -Hill2 m heu of 
Your, e one of the six lectures Bill Volker arranged 10r uc . 

s a long h · h k pt me busy m my 
hotel r ·postponed study of the Areopagetica, w IC e b 1. e 

00m al , · . · Else, e iev 
ltte, I sh most every moment the Conference wasn t m sesSIOn. outct . . t y bow sorr)' 

never have let two weeks go by without wntmg O sa 
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I 
of your illness, and how disappointing it was n t I am to eam o to hav and hear your lectures, and best of all, come to kn e You at Conference, . ow the 

h
. k I have never before had an opportumty to say how deepl . You a littt 

I t Ill Y Jndebted e. 
to your books. I alll 

1 
hope and pray for news of your early recovery. 

Sincerely yours, 

November 19, 1956 
Professor Wilmoore Kendall 
Department of Political Science 
Yale University 
New Haven, CT 

Dear Professor Kendall: 

W illmoore Kendall 

* * * 

For some time I have been receiving The National Review. You will not be 
surprised to hear that I agree with many articles appearing in the journal, espe-
cially your own. There is, however, one feature of the journal which I completely 
fail to comprehend. It is incomprehensible to me that the authors who touch on 
that subject are so unqualifiedly opposed to the state of Israel. No reasons why 
that stand is taken are given; mere antipathies are voiced. for I can not call rea-
sons such arguments as are based on gross factual error, or on complete non-com-
prehension of the things which matter. I am, therefore, tempted to believe that the 
authors in question are driven by an anti-Jewish animus; but I have learned to resiSt 

temptations. I have been teaching at the Hebrew University in Jerusalem for the 
':hole academic year of 1954-1955, and what I am going to say is based exclu-
sively on what I have seen with my own eyes. 

The first thing wh · h 'k . . . t rn coun· . ic stn es one m Israel 1s that the country 1s a wes e 
try, which educates ·t . . f h West I 

1 
• h 1 s many nnnugrants from the East in the ways O t e 

srae 1s t e only co t h' • h East. Furth un ry w ich as a country is an outpost of the West Ill t e 
ennore, Israel is . . f 0ver-

whelming . a country which is surrounded by mortal enemies 0 

numencal superio ·ty . l predoJll· inates in th . . n , and m which a single book absolute Y 1 . e instruction giv . . h schoO s. 
the Hebrew bibl W en m elementary schools and in big . he 

e. hatever th f: ·1· · t oft country as a wh 1 . e at mgs of individuals may be, the sptrt . 
po o e can Justly b d . ·ty suP rted by the nearn . . e escnbed in these terms: heroic au5ten hO 

ess of b1bhcal f . . . Jllan w an tquity. A conservative I take it, is a 
' 



,. ,. 
e 

.0 

b 1
. KeND 

e ieves that" A.tt- sT" . everyth. A.us.s Co 
this belief is stro Ing good is h . ""1

"~~1>1N-.:_ nger and I eritage ., I , tg,1 
But the country is ess lethargic th. know of no c 

money; the venture po~r, lacks oil andan in Israel. ou-ntry today rn, w .. . 
. on Which h rnan mch the Umversity and th G t e country .· Yother thino.. . e overn rests rn Which ri 

guns; the possibility of d' rnent buildings a~ wen appear I etch much tsastro d are wuh· . o be q • A conservative, I take it is us efeat or failur . in easy range or J u,~otlc: , a man Who d . e is obvio ordanian 
js concerned exclusively With I esp1ses vulgar' . us and al\Vays t . . ca culatio 1ty, but th c ose. 
to the nob1hty of the effort is vul ns of success and . e argument wh,·c.h • gar • 1s ba d 

I hear the argument that the · . se on blindness . country 18 ru b 
is a gross exaggerat10n to say that the . n Y labor unions I be . country is b · heve th · 
if it were true, I would say that a conserv t· run Y the labor union B at it a Ive, I take it . s. ut even 
the same arrangement may have very d'f~ , 1s a man who kn 1 1erent meanin . . ows that 
stances. The men who are governing Israel at gs m different circum-

. f h T present came ti . beginning o t e century. hey are much more p I . rom Russia at the . . Th roper y descnbed . 
s labor uniomsts. ey were the men who laid th "' . as pmneers than a e 1oundahons und h 

difficult conditions. They are justly looked up to b II _er . opelessly . f h y a non-doctrmatres as the 
natural anstocracy o t e country, for the same reasons fo h. h . . . . h . r w ic Amencans look 
up to the Ptlgnm · fat ers. They came from Russia the cou t f N. . · . • n ry o 1cola1 the 
Second and Rasputm; he~ce th~y coul~ n~t have had any experience of constitu-
tional life and of that ~rue hberahsm which ts only the reverse side of conservatism; 
it is all the more admtrable that they founded a constitutional democracy adorned 
by an exempJazy judiciary. 

On Page 16 of your November 17 issue of the Review, Israel is called a racist 
state. The author does not say what he understands by a "racist state," nor does 
he offer any proof for the assertion that Israel is a racist state. Would he by any 
chance have in mind the fact that in the state of Israel there is no civil marriage, 
but only Jewish, Christian and Muslim marriages, and therefore that mixed mar-
riages in the non-racist sense of the tenn are impossible in Israel? I am not so cer-
tain that civil marriage is under all circumstances an unmitigated blessing, as to 
disapprove of this particular feature of the state of Israel. 

Finally, I wish to say that the founder of Zionism, Herzl,3 wa.s fundamentally 
aconserv · · · S 
Y 

ative man, guided in his Zionism by conservative cons1derat1ons. ( ome . Uer 
1 

' ommentary published an attack from a "Liberal" point of view on 
the;·. If my recollection does not deceive me that article is sufficient to prove 
b oint Which I · ' · f b · roken b am makmg.) The moral spine of the Jews was m danger O emg 
at Ytheso-c JI d h d 1· edthern fi a e emancipation of the Jews which in many cases a a ien-
fol'll} rom thei h · h l al equa)i . . r · entage, and yet not given them anything more t an mere Y 

ty, It had brought about a condition which has been called "exter-



nal freedom and inner servitude;" political Zionism was th 
· I d · · f h · h e attern · nner freedom, that sunp e Igmty, o w 1c only people h Pt to re 

1 . w o rein Store 
I·tage and are loyal to the1r fate, are capable. Political Zio . . ernberth . that 

. n1sin is e1r h obvious reasons. But I can never forget what It achieved Problem . er. 
. . as a tno at1c t era of complete d1ssolut1on. It helped to stem the tide of" rat force . 0r 

d.f.. . ti Ifill progressi ,, in an 
Of venerable ancestral I 1erences; It u I ed a conservat· fu Ve lev 

1
. , . . 1ve ncr e 1n 

I felt it was my duty to brmg these considerations to yo 10n. g 
ur atte r appreciate it if you were good enough to reply to this letter. n 10n. I woUld 

Sincerely yours, 
Leo Strauss 

* * * 

2Dec.1956 

Dear Professor Strauss, 
Thank you many times for your recent letter about National Review and its 

Israel policy, all of which was very welcome except the suggestion that I might 
conceivably leave a communication from you unanswered. 

May I speak frankly but in strict confidence in reply to the questions you 
raise? 

I) You should have been somewhat better pleased with our editorial stand 
since the Israeli invasion of Sinai and Gaza. But I agree only somewhat: our sup· 
port for Israel, though all-out, has been reluctant in tone. . 

2) I agree completely-I personally, that is-with the position set forth ID 
. .. y months your letter, and out of a lesser knowledge and skill have urged it 10r man 

d. . . . h ltimate sources at e 1tonal meetmgs. And I am as mystified as you concemmg t e u 
1 f h · · · les in genera · 0 t e anti-Israel bias among my colleagues, and in Right-wmg_cuc . . unless 

At National Review anyhow I am convinced that it is not antt-semitismb( 1ear. 
th • ' . kl let me e c on e part of the one Jewish member of the Board). Bill Bue ey, earsuie 

sets edito · I 1 · for many Y • ) na po icy, comes of anti-Semitic parents, but to me . . 1 theon51 
t · h' · . 1iuca . ~s oms mg thmg about the Buckley f an1ily ( fascinatmg to any po bis relig100• 

is_ the elder Buckley's failure, in a context of having communicated d ever/ one 
his way of 1 · fi h' . . . t each an •11 01 

. 1 e, Is pohtical Ideas, with incredible success O en B1 
of nme child . . d I have se hin1 
t ren, to carry them along on anti-Semitism; an 

50
ppose 00 many situaf h · s itic, to lik 1 ions w ere he was courageously anti-antt- em . olicY· 

e Y to carry anti-Semitic attitudes into the making of magazine p 

y 

t1 

0 

8 
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• bout all this involving differences between me h othests a ' . 
I do have a YP marginally in my column and will not have been 3) that appear . . 
colleagues ou we all grew up in the intellectual chmate of what 

d 111Y eader as Y · . 
an on so close a r .b alt. sm. all of us have "broken" with the general corpus 
1ost . calls Lt er , . . . 
he magazine . b t different ones of us are still to very different degree still 
t . l dogma, u . 
ofLibera h. L'beral tenet as that one; and Bill has been, for my money, par-s tot is l 
prisoner d about two of them, namely, that concerning Equality (so that on . I rly laggar 
ucu a . l level of discourse he really does conceive of one Arab as "equal" the cructa 

one Jew), and that concerning freedom of thought and speech ( so that any State 
:~at moves in any way to assure homogeneity of opinion and attitude among its 
citizens automatically incurs his displeasure). Let me not beg either question; 
but I do believe that any Conservative position not based upon a view of Equality 
first cousin at least to that in Aristotle's Ethics, and a view of freedom of thought 
and speech not first cousin at least to Spinoza's, will end up delivering itself into 
its enemies' hands. The Israel issue is, on this showing, derivative from certain 
logically prior positions, which have dictated the magazine's policies on, e.g., 
th
e Desegregation issue (Equality) and the Dominican Republic (Freedom of 

thought and s h h' h . . peec , w 1c ends you up thmkmg poorly of any State so persuaded 
of the goodness f ·t d . . . 

. 0 1 s goo s as to be willing to pay the military-and-mob1hzat1on 
Pnce for its su · l · · h 
Th. . rviva , which may in a difficult strategic background be very h1g ). 

1s last m · d 1 . . 
" , ' ci enta ly, 1s an old problem· my wife 4 whom I have smce lost, was on ' the Isr ' ' 
I ael desk at CIA for several years and I watched her move from a pro-srael · · ' 
of" _P~si~ion-over my continuous protest-to an anti-Israel position because 

tn1htanzation" d " 1· . c . 1· ,, 
4) an re 1ance on force m 1ore1gn po icy. 

v the question quite properly arises, which I would regard you as one of 
ery few pe l . •r I d ' e do I leave in ope to whom I would give an answer, Why 1 1sagre . 

r'~i.name on the mast-head? Well for one thing, the magazine seems to me qwte 1
&

1t and ' t t through the 
Y courageous on many issues and I have learned at grea cos . 
ears not ' . from the orgamza-tio . to expect too much acquiescence in my own views . . h oints 

n 1n Wh' h f · fluencmg 1t on t e P on h' 1c I participate. For another, my chances O m .d And finaJJy, 
W 1ch · · · d than outs• e. • h•ll it seems to me wrong are much greater ms• e .

1 
t· mine whom 

o1 B k . yes pup1 s o ' 
l Uc ley and Brent Bozell5 are, above all m my e '. h d ,, and whom l 

feet . . "l t have their ea s, . a teacherly obligation, at this time, to e t r's authority over. Wtsh . t -speak mas e never to feel that I am assertmg any so- 0 t know that one often, 
A.g · teacher mus J" . ain the Equality Business; for you also as a . h d acts "less than equa 
tn h ·1 d mands his ea ' . .. e than andling that phase where the pupt e . 1 because one 1s mor 
(. .. • 1 t ") precise Y . l.e., fails to claim one's equal ng ls s1·ng such issues. 

ii of pres equal," and sees the dangers, for the pup ' 
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Please do not hesitate to write to me further if this expla . 
nation is 

factory to you. not satis. 
I know from your pupils how reluctant you are to let go of a 

. b I I'd . . manuscript it is just as you want it; ut may say give my nght ann to read Until 
'h f fi · %~B Hill Falls lectures-wit , o course, a irm promise not to treat th Uck . . em as,, 

lished" by dint of bemg lent to me. Could you conceivably be pers d Pub. . ua ~? Yours smcerely, · 
Willmoore Kendall 

* * * 

December 5, 1956 

Dear Professor Strauss: 
Just as an addendum to my recent letter, how would you feel about our pub-

lishing your letter on Israel-whether over your signature or withholding your 
name? I should greatly appreciate a word from you about this. 

December 6, 1956 
Professor Willmoore Kendall 
Department of Political Science 
Yale University 
New Haven, Connecticut 

Dear Professor Kendall: 

Sincerely yours, 
W illmoore Kendall 

* * * 

. I was very happy indeed to receive your informative communication, and I 
wish to say at once that · t h · 
d" d f .. . 1 as satisfied me completely. I am glad that you have 

tspose o any poss1b1hty of misunderstandi with-
out saying that I will b h . ng between you and me. It goes o serve t e stnct fi h s 
you will have the opportun'ty t con tdence which you request. Per ap 
. . 1 0 use one or a th • · J rter, m your_ d1scu~sions with your colleagues. no er pomt I made m my e 

I did notice the change in your ed"t . 1 1 ona aft th · · nd Gaza, and I was glad that reality did re . er e Israel invasion of Smai a ce1ve som . . _ 
e recogmtton after all. I was espe 
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our analysis of the possible motives of the anti-Israel stand 
. IIY gratified b~ yquestion and by the statement of principles which you make eta t1emen in ' . . 

of the gen t (Aristotle on equality and Spmoza on Freedom of Speech.) t contex . 
in tha tatement I entirely concur. . the latter s 
With y Buck Hills Falls lectures, they had not been written up when I was As for II1 
. last spring, and after my convalescence I was completely unable, stncken . . d 

Unt of more pressmg commitments, to o any work on them. But there on acco . . 
. 1 an earlier and much shorter version (roughly three lectures) ofwh1ch I shall eXIS S 

be glad to send you a mimeographed copy as soon as it will be ready, i.e., in about 
a week's time. 

December 7, l 956 
Professor Willmoore Kendall 
Tbe National Review 
21 I E. 37th Street 
New York 16, New York 

With kindest regards, 
Yours sincerely, 
Leo Strauss 
LS:mfg 

* * * 

Dear p c · 
roiessor Kendall: 

1 
l 6 But if you do so, I h . . y letter on srae . . r . . ave no objection to your pubhshmg m . There are some mmo 

11 IS necessary that it be published over my s1gnatul_re.tion I think that the sen-
ch · e of pub ica · t o and anges Which would have to be made m cas (that is to say, the first w " 
lenc . ivate letter the "however es Indicating that the letter was a pr d also therefore, . b fore 
the l ld b omitted, an ' ,, . the fourth lme e 
. ast two sentences) shou e been teaching 10 

1 
ought to say 

in line 3. I have been told that the "I have d English, and that 
th l h · s not goo d e ast of the first paragrap ' t that" be omitte . 
''I "I hould say I do taught" est that s ·tted because . line 4, I sugg hould be om1 . 1 do 

In the fourth paragraph, k in parentheses s ollection, and I s1mp y 
In th h re111ar b is of rec h t in the sen-e sixth paragraph, t e ment on the . as f' ally, I was told t a " is sty-
not like making a public stat:he article agam.h •t~e second "of the Jews 
not have the time to look upf the 6th paragrap , 
t . re6° ence beginning 1n in 
listically awkward-
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I apologize for my pendantism, but at my age I c , 

ant change Sincerely yours, any more. 

Ciudad Trujillo, R. D. 
9 January 1957 

Leo Strauss 
LS:mfg 

* * * 

Dear Professor Strauss, 

This is a tardy moment at which to be writing you my thanks for the two let-
ters I have received from you since I last wrote. I am more glad than I know how 
to say that you felt we understood each other about the Israel issue, and the bear-
ing upon it of modem heresies that have nothing really to do with Israel but strike 
at the very heart of traditional political philosophy. And I am deeply grateful for 
your permission to publish your original letter in the Review, and only hope that 
the printed version-from which I took the last-minute liberty of deleting the ref-
erence to my contributions--embodied satisfactorily the editorial changes you had 
wished. I was not able, as I should have liked to do, to see the proof before my 
departure from New York. 

I shall be much less active in the Review upon my return-partly because of 
some things you must have read between the lines of my letter about the position 
on Israel, but mostly because of a too-long-postponed decision as to how to speRd 
the late afternoon and evening of my life (I have been in the classroom only five 
years since 1941, the rest of my time having gone on the nation's current and future 
wars). Within the limits set by my economic possibilities I propose, from here on 
out, to avoid all fonns of "activism" as much as possible, and do what I can-
here the limits are not, alas, economic-with the range of problems that ~ou hJa vs; 

· nte at a done so much to illuminate over the years. I hope, for one thmg, to w . d 
. · mymin my introduction to the Social Contract, which I have been tummg over m ·cy 

for many years-though not, I like to think, without having had an opportun~s 
. . h diff erenc to talk over with you, through some long evenmg, some rather s arp ·cal 

· thodoJogi between my reading of Rousseau and your own, and a certam me . this 
issue as well which you will hardly fail to sense in the fact of my isolatin; ,·a/ 

· [the.Joe single work for separate treatment. Concretely, I feel that the meanmg O , part 
. d . . n J -1. s Contract (which seems to me to reflect some very firm ecmons 

O 
· b anY 

as to what in his other writing's must be excluded) tends to be obscured Y 



. h• -t in conjunction with his other Works (so as to ~n-.: 
(lea) wit 7 

. ~ .. ve at a J1lP' to f Rousseau). (I wonder 1f you have ever looked at my tran 
1 

ail' . tbeOI}' o . s a-
l"ti':boS" discrepancies from the othe~and, as I learned rather tardily, from 
Ji<Jll. contemporary Frenchman sees when he looks at the text-give awa 
,1,31~~ I shall be saying in my introduction?) Y 

most;~ 1 
hear somewhere that you are_ not to be at Chicago next Year? 

1 
hope 

ray, if so, that it does not mean that like Voegelin you are returning to Europe_ 
,ndp Youn. sincerely, 

WiUmoore Kendall 

P.S. My trip here has been a great disapPointment: I had had reason to believe 
I was to see, and be able to write about, the inner Workings of this regime, which 
I regard as in many respects-most panicularly because of the archaic concepts 
in terms of which alone it might be understood-the most fascinating of our time: 
it is Hobbes' "pub lie-spirited" Political philosophy, in your own phrase, translated 
into palpitating reality; wherefore to call it, as men commonly do, a dictatorship 
based on something called force, is to miss all in it that is most interesting. But 
the official decison has fmally gone against my enterprise. 

January 2 I, 1957 
Mr. WiIImoore Kendall 
Department of Political Science 
Yale University 
New Haven, Connecticut 
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