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d . contrary to their own pacifistic predilection . ed a vice . s and ignor . . defeatism." In damning the book Conscienc tr etnbra "fatalistic , . e, l'\enct Ceq a 
h Robert Burlingame s overactive sense of guilt E an t' . culed aut or . ,, h h . • quar td1,

. nscience with his own, t e aut or combined s in g ''th Amencan co 1 ,, . uperfi • e 
. . h as "war never solves prob ems, with naYve f . h 

�1a1 &e eralit.1.es, sue att 10 
n-

morality .7 . a nei.v
K dall could produce solid work as a reporter for the magazin en • h kn 11 I e, espe • n·ng geographical regions e ew we . n Septemb c1a1111when cove . er 1956 J 1 he traveled to Bolivia to wnte a firsthand account of th , forexamp e, d . at cou 
ft . egi·me Once in the country he escnbed power short ntry,sle -wing r • . . . ages I 
al rruption, food lines, and gallopmg mflatton. He ascribed th 

' arge,sc e co . . . . f h B 1. . ese fa 1 
th Wl ·se nationahzat10n policies o t e o 1vian government 'T'L 

u tsto e un • .1.ue ruli 
National Revolutionary Movement (MNR), he wrote, was motivated b n_g

• d • t ak " d" d • • Y anti 
American animus which cause 1t o m e ma ec1s1ons like n t· • 

th d f "' ·1 a tona1 . • zing its tin mines. The MNR was e e acto Ja1 er of Bolivia, s w k 1 . • fl . 1 or ers 
and peasants." Yet only massive A:mencan nanc1a and technical a id k 

· l f ·1 f h ' ept 
its abominable regime afloat. The rea a1 ure o t e country s former . 

. h' k mine 
owners, Kendall ��d, had not been pay1ng t . eir wor ers p�o�ly. Rather they
had failed to subs1d1ze churches and schools to combat perruc1ous communi 
ideas. Kenclall then denounced "idiotic11 American policies which decouples� 
financial grants from whether a recipient country observed decent "standards
of public morality."8 

The next year Kendall combined his expertise at book reviews with some 
firsthand reporting on Spain. This episode started out with an assessment of 
Herbert L. Matthews's book on the Spanish Civil War, The Yoke and the
Arrows. Matthews had reported on the war for the New York Times, and 
Kendall had known him in Madrid. By minimizing communist influence 
among the Loyalists and excusing church burnings, Kendall said, Matthews 
revealed a deep liberal bias. The author was determined to portray the 
Nationalists as "children of darkness" and the Republicans as "children of 
light." Kendall concluded his review by proclaiming that he was not "dis
appointed" in the author because "he had never thought much of him any
how." The Spanish government was paying attention. It contacted Kendall 
to undermine a controversial assertion in The Yoke and the Arrows that a 
celebrated incident in the 1936 siege of the Alcazar fortress in Toledo ha_d 
nev�r happened. When the Republicans threatened to kill his hostage son �f 
he did not surrender, the usual story went, the Nationalist commander told _his
son to commend his soul to God, shout long live Spain , and die as a patnot.
Upon the com�ao<ler's refusal to surrender, the Loyalists shot their hosta�e.
Complete fiction, wrote Matthews W 1'th . d uments and eyew1t-. . pnmary oc . 

0n
N
es� testtmo�y prov�ded by Spain, Kendall published a follow-up piece t 
atwnal Review which affirmed th . . 1 9 e ongma story. 
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Chapter 6 

128 

fl t public affairs. Buckley had developed a friend h'
in _orde� to : ;�d-l 9S0s but quickly decided that the Illinois prof:s? With�Itver tn th 

"To survive National Review had to attract readers. Th or Wasdead wrong. 
"more J·ournalistic" and needed to keep focusin 

erefore • h d to become . W g on ' it a 
en i'f it lost a few highbrows. hen the magaz· con.rary events ev . . ine b tempo • . charge of the book review section. In 1956 th eganK dall had been m ... e ect· ' en 

d h ' f om this position because he appeared inattentive anct �tors remove _1� r ,,11
givento acaden11c1sm. . • 

d · •. 
1 Re,,,·ew Kendall sometimes tne to wnte m the desired At Natrona • 

h f Pop . H ld mix his sarcasm together wit olksy Oklahoma ·ct
· u.lar vein. e wou • . 

h
' 

T l 
. ' iorn . batty accessible copy smce 1s u sa Tribune days h s.Able to wnte c , . ki , e hactsharpened his ability to _appeal to the pubhc �or ng as a propagandist h 1 much of his work for the magazine proved challengi· •Nevert e ess, 

h
' 

. 
ng ford When Kendall wanted to say somet mg important-someth' rea ers. . . h 1 . . 1ng beyond mere propaganda-he sbpped. mto t e sty e pioneered m his Locke

book, that is, careful textual analysis. To find the trea�ures lurking in
Willmoore Kendall's best prose, then, readers �ad to put their brains to work.
In his National Review articles, Kendall sometimes took several weeks, With
continuations over several issues, to reach a thoroughly logical conclusion
about a subject. "Readers of considerable education," conservative rhetori
cian Richard Weaver told Kendall, often found his elaborate "schematism"
to be "a thing of beauty," but even they might find it "too rigorous." Such
"relentless logical progression," Weaver went on, made "the average man
uneasy." To appeal to a popular audience, he said, Kendall needed to write in
a more "relaxed and 'natural' way." Long before, Kendall's father had told
him that a journalist should avoid "logical syllogisms" in favor of sprightly
accounts of "personal doings." At that time, Willmoore defended his style as
adopted from his "great and good friend R.G. Collingwood." Decades later,
for better or worse, Kendall had not purged his prose of Collingwood's influ
ence, and, in the end, he never would. 12 

Willmoore had thrown himself into work at National Review in part to
revive his sagging spirits. Now in his forties, he had begun to feel the effects
of his age and "high living," and his marriage to Anne was breaking up in an
ugly way. In August 1955 she moved out amid accusations of his drunken
ness and philandering, and even domestic violence. Anne accusing Ken of
thr?wing. a knife at her during an argument. Attempts to reconcile pro_vedfutile. Willmoore claimed Anne "had built a wall around herself emotionally." _He b:�a�e distraught when she refused to forgive his misdeeds andsaw him as a har, a cheat, and a scoundrel." Financial worries compoundedthese anxieti�s, with Willmoore thinking he might lose all his assets andface prosecution for unpaid debts. Then, shortly after Christmas in 1955,Kendall had "a profound religious experience," which, he said, would ·•rnake
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Chapter6 

''th conditions of a pennanent marriage" were lacking in h e 
• d h ,s t e r I with Anne. Then he marne er anyway. e ationsh· 

As Willmoore's second marriage collapsed, his professio . 
1P

Yale worsened. Kendall tried to get along upon his return to
nal Situation • carnp at

now he had a well-developed, mostly negative reputation Us but b • h d . on earn YPassed students m graduate exams e wante to fail, applyin Pus. tt 

i: N 
g the ''b lle 

iorist" standards of other Yale pro1essors. evertheless, his eff ehav. 
h • h'l h' 1 'd Ortst traditional political theory-t at 1s, p 1 osop 1ca 1 eas grounded in t

o teach 
thinkers of Western philo�ophy-. we�� blo.c�ed,,at every turn. 

Eve:
e great 

ing classical theory as a wmdow mto empmcal theory proved . teach. 
Regarding contemporary politics, Willmoore refused to pull his 

101P0ssible. 

1954 said the Yale Daily News, Kendall "was the only person" it 
�une hes. Jn, intervi 

in the political science department who thought Joseph McCanh 
ewed

not be censured. Kendall praised the senator's "conspicuous serv· Y 
8�0uld

• • ,, • • • . tee tn th struggle against domestic commumsm, cnt1c1zmg senators "who Sti'll 
e 

• 1 • " A D b don't know the score on mterna secunty. t a ecem er 1954 campu 
Kendall debated two scientists, maintaining that "the government 

s e
h
vent, 

••. s OUld
only employ scientists who can be proved to be loyal Americans."t6 

The next year Kendall became less visible on campus. In 1955, for e . . . xam. 

ple, the only ment10ns of Kendall m the Yale Dally News were in two articl 
about National Review. Within a couple of years he had become busy enou;: 
at the magazine that Yale noticed. Renti_ng out the Northford property, he 
took an apartment in New York. In previous years Yale administrators had 
criticized Kendall for spending too much time "courting" students. Although 
be was on campus four days a week and present for his classes and office 
hours in 1955 and 1956, Provost E. S. Furniss admonished him for offer
ing "part-time service to Yale." Furniss assured him that such criticism had 
nothing to do with the political slant of the new magazine. Yale, thought a 
frustrated Kendall, seemed sure to damn him if he did and then to damn him 
if he didn't.17 

Stung by Furniss's criticism, Kendall increased his activity but not in a 
way to win over campus liberals. In a public lecture at Yale in April 1957,
followed by "a vigorous question-answer series," Kendall said Americans
"should preach what we practice." The people should refuse to tolera te 
communists, not as a clear and present danger but because their views were
dangerous and false. "America," he continued, "is a country wit� a de1 
sense of orthodoxy. It is better to be overzealous than underzealous m guar 
ing the orthodoxy of a community. America is now underzealous." Going

on, Kendall said that he hoped he was "enonnously brighter" than Joseph

McCarthy but had "no quarrels with" the senator. If "a majority of ��
p�ople" thought a person "wrong in his opinions, "  even if it were �en,� In
himself, that person might rightly "be barred from government service. 
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Chapter 6 

dffficulties, however, he began to modify this outlook in 195 this period Kendall's scholarship continued to show cont , '. • 1hrou0L . . ranan b . �••uu In September 1956, for example, W1llmoore deltvered an . r,tlia 1
. 1rnp0 nee of lectures to a conference of conservative academics in B nant se. •Pennsylvania, a resort in the Poconos. It was if Daniel had 

Uck Hill p�1

1
e
1
8 . vo\u s enter the hon's den. In the lectures, Kendall defended the right nteereu 
1
'to rule themselves and to resist the aggrandizement of expe rts � the Peopi° gested that the people of Athens were right to put Socrates to d��th e also sug�su_pport for R?usse�u' s �hilos.ophy of th� general. will. Traditiona�:d Voiced Kirk, center-nght h1stonan Clinton Rossiter, and libertarian Murr t Rus�el\ were all in the audience. They were, respectively, amused •inta� Rothbaru ' rtguect horrified. Both Kirk and Rothbard abhorred Rousseau but for ct· , anu . f d' • iarnetric I opposed reasons (Kirk as an enemy o tra 1t1on and Rothbard as an a ly 

liberty). Rothbard recognized Kendall's arguments as an attack on e��my �f
anism. He labeled him "the philosopher extraordinaire of the lync� enan. 
whose majoritarian principles might be used to justify the crucifixion 2�ob," 

In these lectures Kendall conjoined several themes which later a� as scholarly publications. Kendall claimed that he hated and feared 1t�ared · • ·ct • H d h era\. ism because 1t was anti emocratlc. e argue t at an unholy trinity of If . Se • proclaimed experts-bureaucrats, academics, and journalists-dominatedAmerican society and politics. His ideas here mirrored those of Italian communist thinker Antonio Gramsci. Instead of emphasizing class conflict Ken.dall focused on conflict between ruling elites and the people, tout court'.Without reference to Gramscian hegemony (not yet de rigeur in Americanuniversities), Kendall discussed how an interconnected liberal elite exer
cised dominion over the people. By controlling elite universities, leading 
media, and the federal bureaucracy, these groups-all dominated by liber
als-monopolized not just how important political questions were decided

but even how they were framed and the factual narratives underlying them.22 

Kendall then argued that the American people often acquiesced to such 
dominance because much of it was hidden and because they overprized elite
claims to expertise. Pursuing this point, Kendall dissected John Stuart Mill's
Considerations on Representative Government. He agreed with Mill that t�at 
any modern society required specialists for administrative expertise and guid· • ht pro·ance. Insofar as they possessed genuine know-how, such experts m.ig 
vide accurate predictions about the consequences of certain courses of actio�.
Yet such experts had no special capability to determine what the nation °11� t
to do in a particular case. They had no special insight into what was good

d

or
• f rme -the country. Rather the people of a democracy-once properly in° . dh • lf Mill an s ould decide what course to pursue to promote their own we are. . hatf ll ·d 1· • ·1 gu1ng t 

0 owers pat 1P service to representative government whi e ar 
experts-not the hoi polloi-should make the important decisions.21
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. h·s Socrates article. Clinton Rossiter let Kendall kn to praise 1 • . ow th 
d the article in Modern Age. Readmg It, he said ''b at heh encountere . th h . , rou h act 

mories of a famous time toge er we ad m the Pocon , g t ba L wann me 
" " • h K d II' os. Al h c"'• 

0- 11 could not go along wit en a s thesis h t oughRossiter s . , e co 1 
d this· you are the number one Socrates m the United S u d, ''b,., Go , say • . .. k tates t 1 

R •t then asked W1llmoore: What ma es you so damned 1 . Oday:•ossi er . . . . og1cal'>••i6 

In 1956 at the very end of his absolute maJ ontanan phase II' , • . ' C\.encta11 
thored Democracy and the A�encan Party System with Austin R. 

coau.
A college-level textbo�k p�bhshed by �arcourt-��ace, the book :�

ney_

t counteract "the unfnendlmess of Amencan poht1cal science 1. 1rned o d • ki " Th lteratu " 
toward the U.S. political "system an its wor ngs. e first four cha 

re 
written by Kendall, set up a model of democracy which upheld his . _Pters, 

fif v1s1on of maJ• oritarianism Ranney completed the next teen chapters deta·l· • 
. • ' I ing the historical nuts and bolts of Amencan parties. The two men apparently w k ' h h or ed more closely together on the book s last t ree c apters. They concluded h . h . • h t at American parties had contnbuted to t e contmumg ealth of democrac . 

the United States. Rossiter called Kendall's contribution to the book :.�
n

best thing that had ever been done on the American parties." Most review: 
of the book were disappointing. Even so, the textbook sold relatively well. 
It remained in print for years, was adopted in many college classrooms. and 
earned lasting royalties for its authors.27 

Although mostly neglected by scholars, Democracy and the American
Political System provided the most complete statement of Kendall's abso
lute-majoritarian position (before he modified it in ensuing years). Kendall 
defined democracy as a "purely political conception" rather than as a feel
good, catchall synonym for the good life, as John Dewey used it. His defini
tion, said Kendall, had the advantage of precision. By focusing on democracy 
as a form of government, he defined it as a political process. He looked at 
how its laws were crafted, not whether such laws were in themselves right or 
wrong. Kendall then went on to argue that only "unlimited majority rule" was 
fully democratic. Any system which prevented the majority from changing 
the governing system-say by putting the individual's right to free speech 
or to bear arms off limits-involved, ipso facto, rule by the minority which 
opposed such change. He dismissed fears of "majority tyranny" again5t a 
minority as applying even more strongly to minority tyranny against lhe 
majority.28 

In the real world compromises of democratic purity were inevi�able.
Kendall therefore developed a model to J. udge how democratic any parucular

·d asystem of government was. To be democratic in more than name, he sat 
l·t • ·fi onenc po i y must, to a s1gm cant degree, operate in accord with four comp 

principles. These principles included popular sovereignty political equal
·!

• t 1 1 • · · ' • Kendal 1 y, popu ar consu tat10n, and maJonty rule. By popular sovereignty 
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Chapter 6 

nal and political issues were unquestionably involved in Ya! d perso e eny·. • 35 Ing him promouon. . . 
Despite disappointment, Kendall soldiered on, vigorously upholdin . 

views on and off campus. On October 21, 1957, for example, he d � his
philosopher Paul Weiss, a stro?g leftist, befo�e a packed aud�ence at �a��

d
John Dewey Society. The topic was academic freedom. Weiss argu d 

s 
• d d I • e that universities should serve all mankin an to erate virtually all shad d . d d . . es of opinion. Kendall defended aca em1c stan ar s against a view of edu . . h dd d "' I cation 

as a scholastic free-for-all. A university, e a  e , 1s a p ace where the t 1 
ing of foolishness should be discouraged as a matter of course." Anticipa�:
arguments philosopher Thomas Kuhn made a few years later, Kendall g
gested that academic disciplines did not tolerate all opinions. Certain /

ug.. f aki h . d iews
were taboo in the academy to the pomt o m ng t e1r a vocates unemplo _
able pariahs. A university was "the carrier of a congeries of orthodoxies."� 
should not be free "to defy the broader society" without expecting "retaliato� 
measures" from said society. To maintain itself, freedom, including academjc 
freedom, implied limits. The debaters enjoyed their "lively and friendly" 
exchange even though, said the Yale Daily News, "each thought the other
was a schnook." A few months later; Kendall delivered a campus speech
assailing the Eisenhower administration. Eisenhower, he said, had delivered
"himself into the hands of the liberally dominated bureaucracy." Ike's admin
istration, he added, had disappointed conservatives. It "appeases the Soviet 
Union, neglects the nation's defenses, and dedicates itself to egalitarian social 
reform. "36

In his double role as professor and spokesman for the new conservatism 
( '

Kendall remained in the public eye. He gave frequent speeches, signing peti-
tions, engaging in debates, and appearing on television and radio. In these 
endeavors, he reaffirmed his reputation as a contrarian ever ready to chal
lenge conventional wisdom and deflate overblown egos. That fall, together 
with Medford Evans, he debated two ACLU lawyers. The question was the 
propriety of Harvard inviting J. Robert Oppenheimer, a former communist, to 
deliver its prestigious William James Lectures. Harvard tried to obstruct the 
event, but, said author M. Stanton Evans, the hall "was crowded with students 
and townspeople; it was a rousing debate, thoroughly enjoyed by all con
cerned." Then in April 1958 Willmoore appeared at the National Conference 
on Political Parties in Hayden Lake, Idaho. As the conference opened, he had 
a "fiery exchange" with Minnesota Congressman Eugene McCarthy. Kendall 
maintained that the Supreme Court was engaged "in a conspiracy against the 
Constitution." By promoting an "open society," the Court was preventing 
the "stringent regulation" of communism which most Americans favored. 
McCarthy admitted a need for "some restraints on liberty" but argued that 
the Court had not weakened "internal security" while protecting individual 
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Chapter o

14o . . Yale Kendall planned a research sabbat ·  • · tuauon m · , . 1ca1 • To escape his st 
ti·ve Relm Foundation. Then he got a s inb the conserva urpri Spain, funded Y h's sabbatical on hold and went west to tak se

offer from Stanfor_d: �e put i _ ate professor in political theory. This mo
e up a 

s v1s1tmg assoc1 
hi " . ve, he Yearlong post a 

h " rushing burden" of s comnutments to Nati d h·ro from t e c . ,, 
d

' 0nalsaid, free 1 
11 "The Liberal Lme 1sappeared permane 1 " w· th Kenda gone, 

b . nt Y Review. 1 . p 1 Alto-despite some em arrassmg moment • • year in a o . b s-The upcoming . even redemptive for him, oth professionally a dwould prove produc

f
ttv

d

e,
K ndall replaced Mulford Sibley. Sibley's pacifi

n 
ll At Stan or e 

. f . . srn persona Y • 
t d hi' m at the last mmute, rom obtammg a pel"n-\ 

• r had preven e , 
••l1a-and soc1a ism . . al h The "fundamental ugliness of the events" in th • politic t eory • . e nent post 10 

d K dall to believe he had httle chance of getting a penna-s .bl y matter le en · 
d hi d ' · 1 e 

. . D · t their political differences an s own 1sappomtmentnent position. espi e • 40 . hel ed Kendall find a place to hve. . Sibley 
P dl t settled in before senous trouble arose. Early in theKendall har Y go 

h h d up for work smellmg of alcohol. He made the excuse that semester e s owe 

d ' d hi lf . 
d b . ffering from the flu and had me 1cate rose with his tra-he ha een su . . . 
1 d Of "hot buttered rum " More senous was an mc1dent which ditiona reme Y - • . 

occurred shortly thereafter. Menlo Park pohc� �topped Kendall and charged 
him with drunk driving. Kendall had been dnvmg the wro�g way on a one
way street. He pleaded guilty, but because he had been wearmg a tuxedo after 
attending a formal dinner party and was a Stanford professor, the story made 
it into the papers. Both incidents occurred within a few weeks of arriving on 
campus. Provost F. E. Terman informed Willmoore that further incidents of 
the kind, "either on campus or off," meant immediate termination.41 Hardly 
an auspicious start. 

Although relocation had freed Kendall from the pressures he felt at New 
Haven, Northford, and New York, he found himself isolated. He seldom socialized with the political science faculty, most of whom remained aloof. Asreported by one student, Kendall scandalized the faculty wives by appearingat a Christmas party, accompanied by a beautiful young graduate student in a "spectacular" red dress. Perhaps this companion was Nellie Cooper, a locallib�arian fifteen years Kendall's junior. During his first semester at Stanford,W_ill�oore put an entry into the local "Lonely Hearts Club." Answering hismiss�ve was Ms. Cooper, an attractive, Canadian-born, ex-Marine, who waslooking for excitement in her life. When she met Willmoore Kendall, shep�r�aps got more excitement than she bargained for. The two lonely heartshit it_ off and rem�ne� together for the next decade. Cooper, a Catholic, wasless mtellectually mclmed than either of Kendall's first two wives. She didnot come from a pri ·1 d b  hand N 11. h 

vi ege ackground like Anne Brunsdale. On th. e other, e 1e ad a strong det • · v ing as Kendall' 1. . ermmation to pursue her goals. Officially ser -s 1ve-m secretary f b arne or a number of years before they ec 
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142 Chapter 6 

standing room only with classroom turnout "running I SO<¾ 
Through careful preparation of these lectures (keeping an 

° of enrollment,,
publication), Kendall said he felt himself '"coming to' i���/oward futu�e
was moving forward again after years of avoiding the read� 

ectuany." lie
necessary to move his scholarship forward. His numerous pub

1

l�
g he felt Was

• • 11 i c  l ectu debates-mcluding the we -attended showdown with Sible -h 
res and

positive impression and lifted his mood. The year at Stanfa� K 
ad made a 

Buckley, had made him "about as uninhibited as you about sp' ki
e_ndall told ea ng" 

added: "May God forgive me."43 ' then 
While teaching at Stanford, WiJlmoore had an intellectual epi· h . P any Tu· one was more lastmg than that he had about the Declaration of Ind • 1s

in 1957. Kendall became a Madisonian. "Nobody," he told Buckl:
pe

_
ndence

1959, "understands the sources of the American political tradition; 
10 June 

• • th h 1 b • h 
nyrnore· m scholarship, e w o e usmess as got to be re-examined; and 1 1 • 

& d 1 d • th • • " I • oak 1orwar eager y to omg e re-exammmg. t was m Palo Alto the h 
Kendall made his last major intellectual tum. He acquired an inteliectu:i 

I at

spective which he would retain and work to elucidate for the rest of his �
r


"The key issue," he continued, was "th�t Madison was not trying to preve;� 
majority-rule but majority tyranny," that is, "'unjust' actions by majorities." 
Contra his unpublished 1957 article, Kendall now defended "the Framers for 
not having included a Bill of Rights." Moreover, he now regarded "Madison 
not Rousseau," as the foremost political thinker of the eighteenth century.� 
Kendall was ready to formulate a new and improved version of his political 
theory. 

By the end of the academic year Kendall had come to view his time at
Stanford as "a smash success." The incidents with alcohol early in his tenure 
and a national letter-writing campaign from liberal political scientists meant 
that he would get no permanent post. Four Stanford faculty had approached 
Kendall with a proposal to have him appointed as a tenured associate profes
sor with control of teaching political theory at the university. This position 
was to involve a large increase over his Yale salary. Except for his "brush 
with the police," Willmoore claimed, the proposal would have envisioned a 
full professorship. Ultimately, "feuding" within the department prevented 
the extension of an official offer. There was also talk among students about 
raising money for an endowed Herbert Hoover Chair of Political Philosophy. 
This effort fizzled out quickly. At the end of the year, Provost Terman wr?te 
Kendall a surprisingly wann letter. He praised Willmoore for "presenung 
your views vigorously yet temperately." By participating "in public events 00 

the campus" Kendall had helped make it a "lively" year. He had hel�d s��; 
dents to think and sparked their "interest in political and social quesnons. 

Happy to avoid Yale, Kendall headed to Madrid for a two-year research

sabbatical. 

... 
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195os Kendall knew he had moved, as Hyneman put it, from 
BY the late 

versial figure" into a "subject of near-universal disapproval." 
i,ein8 a ''c00U:�uted this development to Kendall playing "too rough in oral
1N11eJ1lan at� ,, and Kendall's "vigorous anti-communism" including asso-
fJ1·· • auons 
001rnu01� M:cCarthY and Buckley. However, Hyneman praised Kendall's

�iation witb 
uit of logic" and regarded his political theory as original and 

•'rigorou: 1:i�� order. Some might regard _Kendall's positions "as outside 
of the � g 

f legitimacy," but Hyneman disagreed. He compared Kendall 
l·rnits o • • ,he 1 whose contranan views were accepted by later generations as 

Paracelsus . • h 10 t,eing unconven?onal, �1s pat _to success w_as m?re _diffic�lt than 
tfllth• BY scholar who rrught easily publish books while minglmg with like-tamer . fo� a neagues. Libertanan Murray Rothbard was tougher and recognized.... ,ndedCO • • • • U • w·11 ' ' 
,, ... 00 in his antagomst s s1tuat1on. smg 1 moore s ' own premises,"
th� ir

R ihbard, "Sherman Adams [Eisenhower's Chief of Staff] should put
said o . • t "46 dall to death this mstan 
I(en 
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