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Chapter 5 

however. that the committee. "with the hearty consent of the . • th. k . natio . and intellectuals." would obscure 1s ey issue-one central n s Pre · • h d'd d.d to A · ssnational secunty-by focusing on w o 1 or I not belong t rnerica Although Buckley's recollection-written about 1955-did not
o the Pan,.,n

. th f Spec·f J, Professor who held these views. e man, o course. was Willrno I y th 'f • d ore I<. eTo a great extent, Kendair s name, 1 notlce at all by historia . enda11.1h . h. ns, 
IS r to that of his most famous student, w o, wit m a year of grad . inkedf A . uat1on become a well-known spokesman or mencan conservatism Q . , had. h • Utte scholars date the start of the late-twenttet -century American conse a f�wresurgence to publication of Buckley's God and Man at Yale in 1951 rvative

had a profound _e�ect on young man Buckl_ey (and -�n his early bo���.nda11interplay of their ideas helped shape Amencan poht1cs, and, for th lbe
• h. • l . at reas alone, Kendall's life and thought ment 1stonca scrutmy. On the Oth on

a would-be biographer ought not overstate Kendall's influence 00 ;r hand,
Nor should one subsume Kendall's teaching under the umbrella of c Uck!ey.. . d u • l R . . onserva.tism as later delinuted by Buckley an 1vatzona evzew. Then relat· . tonshj was of great consequence for both men, but 1t was complex, intimat Pe, andmessy. At Yale, Kendall's anticommunism never wavered. He arrived colllrni to an "absolute majoritarian" position i� poli�c_al theo�. He believe/�:�example, that parliamentary supremacy m Bntam left its people freer thanAmericans whose rights the courts supposedly protected. He defended hisnotions about majority rule from all comers, taught these ideas to his students and propounded them in his writing. His political theory was entwined withCold War politics, lying "under the shadow," he said, of the federal government's loyalty program and reflecting his own experiences in academia andgovernment.2 Despite changes in emphasis which reflected his new personalcircumstances and changes in the global political situation, Kendall's postwar
ideas demonstrated continuity with his prewar positions. Few would regard
Kendall's academic output from this period as his best work. His later works
on democracy were more nuanced and less harsh. Yet his scholarship from
these years was meticulously constructed, coherent, and insightful. He alsoremained a successful, influential, and controversial teacher. As he returned to academia after the war, Kendall remained focused ondemocracy and enamored with Rousseau. In 1945, for example, Hyneman
declared Willmoore "devoted to the proposition that political power oughtto vest finally with the people, and that political institutions and processe.sought to effectuate ultimate control by the people." Kendall, he continu�d,was certain to continue in pursuit of this "fundamental proposal" in upcorru�gyears. As always, Kendall integrated this scholarly concern about democra�cgovernance into his teaching. He believed, for example, that be could use bis
"theory lectures" to produce future articles on Thoreau, Locke, and Miit00•
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dall Oon won a reputation at Yale as a "wow" in the class Ken s d "th h " rool'h . . . dmitted that his classes arouse oug t. Kendall 
·••. tv his cnucs a . f • · ,, sorn en 

d nts vote about what "subJects o mqmry to pursue, anct h' etinie let stu e 
d f d' ,, 

w kl ts st s 
could always expect "a heavy bu get o rea mg. e� y assignll'lent Ud�nts . 1 de Thoreau Calhoun, and Ortega y Gasset. Using notions 

. s lll1ghtme u , 
d ... t d" Pick fr C ll·ngwood Kendall and stu ents m errogate these auth ect lipom o 1 , . . 

b . ors "h tried to clarify and understand thet� meanmg Y puttmg them "in the �
- • ney

b ,, K dall' s students, to the discomfort of some, became aw itnessox. en 
d . h h . . are of ,, l·.; 1 theory" as they worke wit t etr mstructor to free th hisown po 1uca ,, ems 1 fr " t'ons currently a la mode. Kendall loved to entertain "h e Vesom no 1 . eated . d" obiiections from students. His classes were therefore among ,, h andvane .., t e lllo stimulating" at Yale. 6 

,, . . 
st 

Kendall sometimes pursued "tangents m his classes. These fora 
often "quite stimulating," revealed his personal views, and inspir�

s Were
students to think along similar lines. Buckley, for instance, once 

some 
. ". h' • , '7'· " f 

askect Kendall's thoughts on a review m t ts mornmg s 1 zmes o Basil R . 1 • d h aucb s 
From Munich to Pearl Harbor. The reviewer c a1me t e book "once a d • l • ·ct K d 11 " h n for all discredited Charles Beard." S1mp e, sat en a : t e greatest Ame . 

. . 
. 

ncan historian of our time has challenged the greatest Amencan politician of , . . ,, B our 
time. There's no doubt about who s gomg to wm. uckley then wrot 
paper reflecting and expanding upon Kendall's ideas by the device of gr:d�
ing the American professoriate. If the people were to grade professors
they should give them "a resounding flunk." Academics, argued the pape/
had built an "iron curtain" to defend FDR's foreign policy. By challengin� 
this consensus, Beard had provoked "the concentrated wrath of the Ph.D. 
apologists for the New Deal." Naming names-Arthur Schlesinger, Jr., Allan 
Nevins, Lewis Mumford-the paper suggested that the "ruling cadre of histo
rians and publicists in the U.S.--can always be counted on to step in and save 
Franklin Roosevelt from detached historical scrutiny." Sensitive documents 
were available "only to hired hands" supporting "the Court Interpretation 
of history." Bowing to "prevailing political historical orthodoxy," Buckley 
concluded, the reigning "academicians" have either "lost their perspicacity" 
or "their appetite for truth and integrity." Kendall also exercised influence 
at New Haven outside these stimulating classes. He socialized uproariously 
with his students (who called him Ken), seeking friends and acolytes and 
impressing many with his larger-than-life personality.7 

As always, then, Willmoore excelled as a teacher at Yale. Outside class,
in the Sprin� of 1948, he began to blow through Yale like an F5 tomad�,
�omplete with figuratively flying debris. In February Kendall spoke posi
tJv�l� ab?,ut his �ituation but with some misgivings. "Yale distrusts strong
opimons, he said. He thought his colleagues focused too little on theory
and that the curriculum leaned too much "towards heterodoxy." By working
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to defend a potential lawsuit. So he double-downed, affi . 
Kendall's "fundamental assertions" about the Wallace c 

rrn,ng in P.
part of that camp, he added. Colley was "furthering the:�� \Vere ;�l tha1
Union."9 s of the t �, 

Over the next couple of years Kendall returned this fa 
0\ic1 . I Vor b Buckley in various campus controversies. n the fall of 1949 Y sup . . . . h h , for e Port, FBI visited New Haven m r�sponse to c arges t at Yale Prof XarnPle ng

ing in fear because of FBI spies on campus. The most import 
essors we • 1he

. . ant c re 1· 
Robert S. Cohen whose employment m the philosophy de 

ase inv I 
iv. 

. . Panrn o v 
was held up when a campus informant told university auth . . ent in 19

ed . . onties th 48 had strong links to the Amencan Communist Party. Yale had . at Coh 
ing no communists. When Cohen denied being a commun. 

a Po hey of h�n. . T 1 . f h . . ist anct ir. 
testimonials, Yale hued him. o c an y t e s1tuat1on, the Dail . N gathere 
by Buckley, invited the FBI to a campus symposium to dis�us:�

s, chaire:
at Yale. Law professors Fred Rodell and Fowler Harper we Its action . . re rec . s 
criticize the FBI with the conservative response to be led by I< runed to 
Cleanth Brooks. Buckley moderated while two students, one lib 

eoctau and 
conservative, also participated. In the end, Kendall stood as the b

eraJ and one. ureau' 1 faculty defender when Brooks failed to show. On Monday, Octobe 2 
s one

an overflow audience fil�ed Sterli�g Law Auditorium for the debat:. ��
9
49,men did most of the talking, denymg there were agents on campus d FBI. • an refu ing to apologize for anything the bureau had done. Afterward, Cohe 8• 

h d . 1 d h' d . n assertedthat the FBI and Yale a v10 ate 1s ue process nghts. Kendall repli d 
Cohen was incorrectly asserting a criminal trial standard of innocen� tb�t
proven guilty while the correct standard for hiring an employee was " 

unh! 
• d bl " Am • h unac.

ceptable until p�ov� acc�pta e. . �nc�. voters ad charged the FBI with
finding the nat10n s Sov1et-sympath1zmg internal enemies," whereas FBI
critics were self-appointed busybodies. Cohen left Yale the next year, later
making his way to Boston University where he enjoyed a long career as an
avowed Marxist. 10 

About the same time, on October 17, 1949, a Yale Daily News editorial,
presumably penned by Buckley, praised a federal court verdict in New York.
Twelve American Communist Party leaders had received prison terms for
violating the Smith Act (which made advocating the violent overthrow of 
the United States government felonious). Law School professors Thomas 
Emerson and Fowler Harper condemned the verdict. Harper suggest�d that
freedom of speech included the right to such advocacy if not a "clear �nd 
present" danger to the government. The News objected to this view, argumg 
that Congress could pass any law unless it was clearly unconstitutional. _The 
best comment, opined the News, came from Kendall. He said: "Yes, things

have come to a hell of a pass when you can't conspire ag�nst your �1:i 
country and get away with it." In March 1950, as appeals contmued, Ken 
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. took on Harper in the university paper. It was not possible "to resu gain . f l'& ,, h me a d old Amencan way o 11e, e told Harper One could 1 the go<> . • no onger
that "your next door neighbor, or the man in the next d k • 55ume . es m your a 

as
hington agency, was not engage? m espionage for a potential enemy W ,, Kendall defended prosecutmg Communists "for their bet' f ,,n0wer. . . h h . h 

1e s. r- ·oIY by lim1tmg w at t ey m1g t say, such persons sacrificed so certal I h . . me 
edom- Indeed, that was r_,e pomt of t�e Srruth Act. Harper responded thatfre daJl's principles would make the Bill of Rights obsolete."11 Here Harpe J(�n nstrUed his opponent's point. Kendall did not think the Bill of Right

r 
rrusco . . Id h 

s 
I te but that 1t shou never ave been adopted in the first place. obsO e • • h f h for Kendall'. 

the sovereign ng t o t � A��rican people to protect itself 
all eoenues took precedence over mdividual liberties. In April 1950 

r�
aJl was one of two members of the Yale political science department to 

e
n

port the "Mundt Bill," which called for deporting communists from the sup k hi • • b United States. He too t s pos1t10n not ecause communists were a "clear
and present" danger to the co?ntry but because, he said, they were "incapable
of participating in democratic g�vemment:" Kendall's views were widely
known on campus, both by enenues and alhes. That May one critic wrote to
the Daily News to call Kendall "nai've" for supporting absolute majoritarian
isro. He said this view disregarded morality and ignored the possibility that
majorities might mistreat minorities. Rushing to Kendall's defense was F. 
Reid Buckley, Bill's younger brother. Kendall was neither too authoritar
ian nor too democratic, he said. Rather, the political theorist sought to build 
"Rousseau's homogeneous society." The majority would set limits on tolera
tion and-within these limits-provide "ample room for minority agitation." 
For society to be "harmonious," he added, its members needed "common 

• • I d d " 12 ·pnnc1p es an en s. 
Another Kendall student and ally was L. Brent Bozell, Jr., who was Bill 

Buckley's debate partner and would soon marry his sister Patricia. An accom
plished debater and public speaker, he joined Buckley and Kendall in the 
struggle against campus Marxists. In January 1948, for instance, Bozell got 
crossways with Pasquale J. Vecchione, student leader of Yale's Progressive 
Citizens of America (PCA). At a meeting of this organization, Bozell grew 
angry when Vecchione refused to let him ask questions. He then proposed to 
debate whether the PCA was "dominated by communists." After considerable 
back and forth, the two men held a dramatic public debate on February 25. 
Vecchione talked only about PCA support for Henry Wallace's presidential 
platform. Bozell was annoyed that his opponent would not discuss com
munist influence in the PCA. He charged that the organization consistently 
followed the Stalinist line and urged liberals to shun Wallace to avoid throw
ing the election to the Republicans. A couple of months later, thirty Wallace 
Supporters led by Vecchione held a "Save the Peace" rally to denounce the 
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Chapter 5 

t06 
1 hundred Yale students pelted then-. . • Severa . •11 wnh T man oocmne.

13 The Kendall-Colley radio face-off h eggs 
ru them off campus . aPPene-t a1111drove . . \I the next day. 11 who had previously descnbed himself 

ln October 1948 B�ze 

p' arty of the Yale Political Union. Lat 
as a liber-.1 C nservauve 

' d er he ·�,J• oined the O 

U . In Bozell s debates an speeches on seiv .. .1 

f the mon. , e c ou\d '""as president O ln January 1950, for example, he deliver d Often\r n themes. e a 
see Kenda ia_ 

h' .
0 foreign policy about a month before Ke d SPeech

· b" rttsans 1p l · 

d • • 
n an• against ,�

a . artisan foreign policy appeare m prmt. In May 194 
s o�

11
article agamst b1P.

0 the affirmative, lost a debate to Princeton, Wit� Boze\\
and Buckley, taki

d 
g
ll that the communist Party of the USA "take 

. Boic11• a la Ken a , 
hi h h s its Ord arguing, 

mli ,, In Yale law school, w c e entered in 1950 ers 
fro� the Kre . o

.
K ndall-tinged speeches favoring censorship and ' B

oicu
conunued �o gi

f
v; 

d:ral civil rights legislation getting ahead of pub\ic
sug��st.

ing the penls o ie opinion
th 14 in the Sou • 

d th B kl B 11 K bli disputes cemente e uc ey- oze - endall bo d These pu c • 11 n but
d w·t1moore with the faculty. Vanous co eagues at Yale, led b weakene 1 "F • ,, d ''W Y . to hate Kendall as a asc1st an ar-monger." In 1950Dnver, came 

t members inf orrned Kendall that he was not welcome in th . departmen . . eu .d V O Key told him in July that he would never receive promotio IID st. . . n 
and that he could either resign or serve permanently as an associate profes-
sor. This determination, said Key, stemmed from a desire for "peace" in
the department. Kendall also feared that his pop�larity at Yale as a teacher
was waning. Enrollment in his classes was dropping perhaps because of his
notoriety. Students did not think him dull, he claimed, but they "just don't 
like what I have to say." For the coming year, he therefore planned to teach 
intensively for three days a week, "claim the other four days for me & let
Key and Driver go to hell at sunset." By mid-1950 Willmoore regarded his 
situation as increasingly unpleasant. He began to look for other opportunities, 
eventually deciding to reenter intelligence work. 15

During these years Kendall-before Senator Joseph McCarthy came intonational �rominence-forcefully articula ted devotion to majority rule in hisscholarship: This vision included the people ' s right to exclude communi5tsan� to restnct free speech. In 1949 he set up a panel at the American PoliticalScience Associau·o t • . h H . n ° reexarrune commonly held notions of free speec · erecogruzed that most A • 
th . ''t .1.:�1r 

d . mencans ought free speech meant the nght o u�an say and wnte what th bl • d " oey oody well please." They also believe 0 standard of orthodox " • . al " d h Y existed to Judge which ideas were "beyond the P e an t at only when "a cl s expression. Kendall told
e
; 

_aod prese�t danger" arose should socie_ty rep��ekind of thinking th t h 
nc Voegehn that he was "no great admirer of a as go • 

• thetheoretical underpinru· f
ne into all of that." He wanted to exanune dngs o thes pose e commonly accepted ideas. One pro 
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U 't d States shape its global "destiny." Sadly, said Ke d let the ru e . . l" h f h' t • n all 1r 

k th "crassly empmca approac o 1s onans. Theoret· 
• l\ent• book too e . . . 1ca11y .. s 

. h d was detrimental to intelhgence work. Any improve naive this met o . . , rnent • ,. 11· nee enterprise achieved by following Kent s suggestions ir 
in themte 1ge 11 ,,1s , l\end l ded would "be very sma • all cone u 

'. w outraged Kent. Circa 1947, Kent had considered w- 11 The rev1e 
1 d . 1 rn00 

d l .
 t lli'gence officer. He was, Kendal a m1tted, "in large Pa rt 

re amo e m e ,, 951 K resp 
sible for my appointment at Yale. By l , . ent, as he was growin 

on.
rful • the CIA had become Kendall s inveterate foe. His vie 

g morepowe m • . , . Ws abo 
the role of intelligence officers would prevail, Kendall s ideas survivin �t

. t •guing example of a road not taken. Moreover, Yale political s . 
g. s an m n 

f . d c1entist Arnold Wolfers, perhaps Kent's closest nen , was .Kendall's enemy, both 
because of departmental struggles _and because of W11lmoore's public views
"on loyalty programs." Years ear her Kendall noted that he had caught "th 
intelligence bug," and by 1950 he l�nged t� lead the newly established Offic:
of National Estimates-charged with medmm-term and long-term plannin 
at the CIA. Its initial head, William Langer, was a friend, but Kent stoo!
second in command. Replacing Langer as its chief in January 1952, Kent
provided a powerful roadblock to any plans Kendall had for a position of
influence in the CIA.19 

Kendall's scholarship was calculated to annoy powerful figures in the for
eign policy establishment. In 1949, for example, Yale University Press pub
lished A Communist Party in Action, written by former communist Angelo 
Tasca-as edited, abridged, and translated by Kendall. Kendall called its 
introduction "an attack" on George Kennan, whose policy of containment 
was becoming the cornerstone of American Cold War policy. He argued 
that people became communists because their own nations failed "to infuse 
meaning into their members' lives." He thought creating powerful counter
narratives more important than using money to prop up Western Europe (as 
with the Marshall Plan). Tasca's tale bore witness to communism's ideologi
cal appeal and ruthlessness. To counter it Americans must not be squeamish 
about political "surgery" to remove this social "cancer" from their own body 
politic. In 1950 Kendall followed up with an article attacking "bipartisan" 
foreign policy. This increasingly popular idea, including Walter Lippmann's 
1948 statement that partisanship should "stop at the water's edge," said 
Kendall, reinforced "the most undemocratic features of our political system." 
To illustrate, he cited Senator Arthur Vandenberg of Michigan, a powerful 
Republican voice for bipartisanship who suggested questioning Truman on 
the Berlin Crisis was "treason." Kendall claimed this elitist vision cham
pioned by experts was alien to American tradition. Instead, there should 
be de�ocratic .debate� on "real _issues." Such dialogue would channel "i���Amencan foreign policy the native good sense of the American electorate. 
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. the front lines with American forces at Pusan and S working near • f p 
eou1 

d n·ng the brief occupation o yongyang. After spend · 
• tle w present u . 1ng th as 

. th my capital, he evacuated to Tokyo, experiencing his "fi ree day m e ene if. ,,23 rst air . s 
but coming out "sain et sau • raid,•• 

F the rest of the war Kendall shuttled back and forth betwe or OW h • h en East 
d th Uru·ted States. As POW c air e saw Korea as " 1 Asia an e . . . . a abo 

f rational experience m which every opportumty should b 
. ratoryo ope 

" W'th • e seizect f tions research in psywar. 1 associates, many of whom h oropera . . . h f d . . e Work rm·t from American uruvers1t1es, e era te sophisticated p edto rec . ropag 
M ch of it was contained in leaflets dropped by air behind ene <l_nda.u b·11· d' 'b 

my Un 
Th se pamphlets, produced by the 1 10n to 1stn ute to enemy cit' es.e 

f 1· d . . izens and ldiers appealed to communal themes o so i anty and to mdividual d . so ' . . th fl h esires for safety and prospenty. To be effective, e yers . ad to be believabl Id. d h d e, had 
to address real concerns of enemy so 1ers, an a to sug�est a safe way
to switch sides. One leaflet, for example, suggested that Kim n Sung 
an imposter put in place by the Soviets after the real Kim died in Sibe 

w_as
This story was plausible enough to be believed by Koreans decades la�a.

. er.
Propaganda which worked for Koreans, however, differed from what was 
effective with Chinese soldiers, so two sets of leaflets were necessary. These 
leaflet bombs had considerable success, convincing a hundred thousand 
enemy soldiers to surrender. Propaganda broadcasts via loudspeaker proved 
less effective.-Meanwhile, Kendall helped pioneer new interrogation methods 
in Korea. Most important was the use of polygraph tests. Kendall prepared 
questions for captured enemy soldiers and helped analyze the effectiveness 
of the tests. Project PO WOW also studied "fear reactions" evoked by certain 
weapons. One study noted that napalm inflicted psychological damage far 
beyond its physical destructiveness. Kendall had high regard for General 
Douglas MacArthur. Intelligence chief General Charles A. Willoughby, 
whose daily briefings he attended in Tokyo, was another matter. Willoughby 
had utterly failed to predict Chinese intervention. Poorly versed in political 
theory, said Kendall, he never learned to apply military intelligence to politi
cal problems.24 

Working with the ORO Kendall attempted to improve this relatively 
amateurish work. In April 1952 he apparently helped establish Japan's own 
Res�arch Office, modeled on the ORO and later regarded as the Japanese 
version of the CIA. Kendall, then, was an effective theorist and practitioner
of psywar. He_consid�red taking up an "attractive" post in Japan, but fortbe
�ost _Part he did not like serving in Asia which he saw as a backwater. As an
intelligence officer Kendall always had the great global game in mind. In the
early 1950s he believed "hot war" wi·th th S • U • s : ..... minent and
th . e ov1et ruon wa 1uJ.u.. 

·ted at when it came �sywar would play a key role. Kendall thought the Uni 
States, because of its rapid demobilization after World War II, might Jose that
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war- He clai��d at times to favor temp�rary "appeasement" until the country
·tt its uulitary strength, Less than fifty people in Washington " he told 

rebUl • d th • d rnan, appreciate e magrutu e of the Soviet threat. As part of this big ayne • • • d th d f · 
icture, Kendall pnontize e nee �r effective propaganda in Russian and

P an to study the language. As ProJect POWOW chainnan he sought to
t,eg 'd Kent's "crassly empirical" approach by focusing on the "theory and3VOl • f 
nature" of psywar. In this e fort, he drew on the skills of his academic friends. 
He 

recruited Cleanth Brooks and Robert Penn Warren from Yale, for exam-
l to produce and evaluate propaganda leaflets. He hired fonner Hobart and
��e student John Ponturo as a member of his staff. And he recruited Charles
Hynernan to work as a consultant on military government.2s 

In March 1951, now enmeshed in the psywar world, Kendall requested 
ya}e to extend his leave of absence for a year. Provost Edgar s. Furniss 

granted his approval "quite willingly." Furniss told Willmoore that he had 
"encountered people who commented most emphatically upon the impor
tance of the services you are now rendering the Government in this national 
Emergency." A year later Kendall wrote to James W. Fesler, the new chair 
of the political science department, sounding him out on another extension. 
Fesler quickly agreed to Kendall's request, granting him a leave absence 
for the 1952-1953 academic year, which Yale ultimately extended for yet 
another year.26 Kendall later joked that he was offended that Yale gave him 
leaves of absence so willingly. But for a time this arrangement satisfied him 
and the university. It also allowed Willmoore to deploy his considerable tal
ents in service to his country. 

During his time at ORO, Kendall and his unit translated, composed, and 
edited numerous (mostly classified) studies regarding psychological warfare 
and the Cold War. Project POWOW had lots of ventures going on. They 
ranged from analysis of Soviet "printed media" to clarifying the psywar 
needs of American combat divisions. The organization produced some sixty 
publications in Kendall's years there ranging from ten to hundreds of pages. 
He worked on many team-written publications, only sometimes receiving 
credit as author or editor. One such task, he noted, meant taking "1800 
pages of completed research, done by a sub-project at Yale," then revising it 
"down to 550 pp. or such matter, and fancied and sharpened-up in the pro
cess.,, Kendall, said George Pettee, carried out "the central fundamentals" of 
POWOW with great "intensity and depth," guiding and structuring a "very 
high quality program."27 

Two larger works from these years stand out. First was China: An Area

Manual, in three volumes, which appeared in 1953. Its lead editor was David 
Rowe, a Yale political scientist friendly to Kendall, with Willmoore listed as 
coeditor. Others wrote most of the narrative, consisting of geographical and 
hiStorical background. But Kendall's fingerprints, including characteriS1ic
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Chapter 5 
I 12 

f hrase appeared in key parts of the book. Mo . 
turns o P ' 11' . st trn 

M Ual strongly reflected Kenda s radical anticom . Portanti Area an . mun, y 
l ded in bland bureaucratic language, that communism h 

srn. 'he • t�cone u , . d I h act t • � 
h.. because of U.S. pohcy blun ers. n t e late l 940s the lJ . l'tulllph �

C ina . . nttect S ed • 
t d a Coalition government, negotiated with Mao Zed tate 1n 

promo e . . . ong Sh 
d arms to Chiang Kai-shek at a crucial time. The Commu . • and ernb�goe . . . Th . ntsts ke ar, 

while preparing for miht�ry victory. �s, the book inf erred that P
t talkin 

T man had stupidly sacnficed the world s most populous cou Presid & ru ntry to ent . The other big book was The Nature of Psychological W cornlll rusm. . d 11 arJar U-

thored by Wilbur Schramm (with Ken a and two other ass· e (1954) au . istant , 
Th. s book laid out the theory and practice of psywar. Much f . 

authors) 
i . . s h ' . 0 It t • 

On psywar as communication- c ramm s specialty-with Ke d Ocused
• h fl n all ect· 

Schramm's prose. The introduction, owever, re ected Kendall' _tting

theme of scientific skepticism. It claimed that psywar was not a
s �henshed

• • 28 
science b an art which used scientific findings. u1 

As he returned from his first assignment in Korea at the end f
Willmoore took steps to complete his divorce from Katherine. Th

o
. 1950.

� 11 • . eu finalbreakup occurred partly because both were 10 owmg high-powered 
ki • diffi l 1 • careers 

in different parts of the world, ma ng 1t cu t to 1ve together A . . . . . I f K • d h . • notherdividing pomt was politica , or aty remame a staunc leftist. The div 
finalized in Oklahoma in early 1951, was relatively cordial. The ex-sp:

rce,
• h h 'th 1· • uses

remained on speaking terms, t oug w1 some mgenng bitterness. Katy
and Ken did not reside together after 194 7, but they continued to share week
ends and holidays until January 1950, when their separation became defini
tive. Until then Willmoore sometimes traveled to Katherine's apartment in
Jamaica, New York, to escape Yale's hothouse. Meanwhile he found a new 
love interest in graduate student Anne Brunsdale, who had worked for him 
at the CIA.29 

Anne had given Kendall considerable help in translating the Tasca book 
from French. By early 1951 she was traveling with Willmoore as h is com
panion. She came from a more privileged place than did the earthy Katherine, 
with tastes running to expensive jewelry and fancy clothes. High spirited 
and strongly opinionated, her relationship with Willmoore, almost from the 
beginning, was tempestuous. Kendall confessed to his sister that Anne was 
not his ideal woman, who would be wealthy, good-looking, "not a career 
woman and not an intellectual." Anne was both a career woman and an intel
lectual, but on June 7, 1952 she and Willmoore got married anyway. �e
wedding took place in Minneapolis. Kendall's groomsman was Revilo Ohver
with Bill Buckley serving as an usher. Kendall's mother and sister attended,
as did Norman Brunsdale, the Republican governor of North Dakota, who
was Anne's uncle. As Anne worked for the CIA like several other Kendall

. . ' • esstudents, she was authonzed to view classified information. She someurn 
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Chapter 5 

hool" and that Yale students needed exposure to man .. SC 

li d • • l b . y POiit 
approaches. Kendall rep e . pos1t1ve y ut derued creating his 

1ca1 lheo 
of political theory. He adtrutted that he was not a liberal, th �Wn sch ry

th hi h " at his t Ool 
stressed theory, and at s. approac w.as more critical" than "h

· ea�hing 
As all good teachers do, he influenced his students. He did n 

1�tonca1."
• di h • • • " 

ot, he 1nf Fesler, have the "hypnotic an or c auvm1suc powers over t orrned
33 

s Udents �d�him�Y�. ��
Meanwhile, larger events were afoot. On October 15, 195 I, Henry R 

and Company released William F. Buckley, Jr.'s God and M egnery
if "A d • F d " Th • an at � I The Superstitions o ca emzc ree om. e uruversity had " � e:

• h 1 • d • d' 
seen B II' book" coming. Faced wit a mu t1pronge m 1ctment of the . 1 s . uruvers·ty• liberal proclivities, Yale launched a well-coordmated anti-Buckle 

1 
. s

ity campaign. The Yale Daily News, for example, printed a causti� ;��lie.

editorial and two thoroughly prepared faculty refutations on the very d 
ent 

• • f 1 b 1 ay lhe book appeared m pnnt. Two �ore acu ty re , utta .s. and a lengthy attack by a Yale undergraduate appeai:ed m the next �ay s edition. Denunciations in The
Atlantic, The New York Times 

.
Book Review, �nd other p�estigious publica. 

tions soon followed. These tacucs backfired, with the obviously orchestrated 
crescendo turning God and Man at Yale into a best seller. The book vaulted 
Buckley into a spot in the national limelight and helped kickstart conserva
tism to challenge the postwar neo-New Deal consensus. God and Man at Yale
thus earned its status as an historical landmark: "ALL-TIME 100 Nonfiction 
Books," and so forth.34 

Focusing on undergraduate instruction, Buckley's book argued that the 
Yale faculty had abandoned Christian orthodoxy for agnosticism and free. 
market economics for collectivism. The faculty thus undermined the values 
Yale freshman brought to campus and denied the ideals of most Yale alumni. 
Yale's administration protected these views by misapplying principles of 
academic freedom. Though not mentioned by name in the iconic volume. 
Kendall's presence looms large in the background. Buckley never disguised 
getting help from his former politics professor. He later explicitly acknowl
edged that Kendall carefully "went over" the prepublication manuscript. He 
also noted that the book's most "provocative" sentence came verbatim from 
a suggestion made in Willmoore's signature green ink. "/ believe," read the 
statement from the original preface, "that the duel between Christianity and

atheism is the most important in the world. I further believe that the sm,gglt 

between individualism and collectivism is the same struggle reproduced on 
another level."35 

By focusing on this statement, a reader will misunderstand Keodail'S 
influence on God and Man. Kendall, if a Christian believer in I95l,; 
not_ a devout or orthodox one. He also supported the Keynesian econo 's
which the book condemned. In questioning religious heterodoxy, suckleY 
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ary dictatorship." Much of this confusion came f "contempor . h . . rorn Th 
It encompassed democratic, aut ontanan, and anar h' e So

c
·

Contract. dil • 11· 'bl c tst "'I IQ/ 

lded them "into a rea y mte 1g1 e whole." Th b "'elllen and never mo . . e ook ts 
d d Careful "textual analysis that patiently weighs ev de s"" 

ately nee e . ery �r-
. ry other that wrings from each phrase its last elus· 

sentenc against eve , . . 1ve s e . ,, Only through such analysis might readers really unde 
crap of meaning. • rstanct . th was trying but could not quite manage to make 1-t What"its au or say " 

d 11 ggested that the book's "central doctrine," practical • then Ken a su or not ... ·cepting the permanence of the large state we resign O 
, ""as that m ac urse\ves d ·� � perpetual bon age. 

. . 
I 1953 and 1954 Kendall assisted Buckley and Bozell m writing M n 

• d h bl' • cCanh d His Enemies. He carefully ed1te t e prepu icat1on typescript. A y an 
l' "'d • 1 s noted b B zell's biographer, Kendal s i eas on socia consensus and its f y o . . . fr en orce t furru• shed the book's underlying interpretative amework." In �. 

. �� draft of one chapter, for example, Buckley castigated the anti-McCanh . Y 
• • " li f h Ar Yttes for lacking evidence and merely citmg a ne rom t e eopagitica" or " 

line from J.S. Mill." These were themes_ and authors whic? Kendall took u�
in his classes and on which �e later puqhshed sc?olarly articles. Another key
point in the book first elucidated by Kendall (i� t�e Cohen_ case) was that
loyalty investigations should not focus on determimng the guilt or innocence 
of their subjects but adopt a standard of "reasonable doubt." Published by 
Regnery and condemned by critic Dwight Macdonald before it was written 
the book examined McCarthy's record in matter-of-fact language. It criticized 
his sloppy use of evidence, recognized that he occasionally lied, and admitted 
his investigations sometimes smeared the innocent. More fundamentally, the 
book suggested that communist infiltration was a real and existential threat. 
Examining McCarthy's work case by case, it concluded that his efforts in 
rooting out Marxist moles had been mostly positive. If the Cold Wa.r was 
a war, the authors maintained (taking a "radical" Kendallian line) that indi
vidual liberty had to take second place to national security. Such liberals as 
Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr., condemned McCarthy and His Enemies as "sick" 
while the conservative press mostly praised it. The book sold well. It came 
out in March 1954 when McCarthy's power was at its height. Shortly after-
ward came the Army-McCarthy hearings, which discredited the Wisconsin 
senator. Bill later wrote a funny account of Ken and Brent watching the 
televised hearings over drinks. Kendall tells Bozell that "his boy" McCarthy 
was_ hurting the anticommunist cause by bullying witnesses in front of a huge
audience. Appalled and entranced by the spectacle of the hearings, the men
agreed to meet the next day to watch another round.39 In 1954 Kendall was building a new house for himself and Anne. CleanthB_rooks and Willmoore had gone in together to become "co-owners" of apiece of rural real estate outside New Haven in the Spring of 1950. Kendall
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1947-1954 1\7 

h' step "to remind people I had tenure and would be stayi�g 
ttad ,iu,:en -� 

1
� to go elsewhere." Marriage to Anne energized _Ken to build 

00ril I deci \or himself and his new spouse, on this property m Northf�rd,
3 nice h�U

�� He devoted lots of attention to the construction process, _hi�ed
connecnc 

h:t ct to design a modernist structure, personally hauled building
3 Yal� arct� �e site, and got himself into considerable financial difficulty•
01otenols. began in 1953, as Kendall knew he would return to Yale the 
cons�cuo

�ar. Going into debt related to this Northford domicile, Kendall 
foll0"''0� y ed had pushed him into taking on "more Washington consultant-r coniess ' • • • h I'd b • \ate d ore non-scholarly but remunerative wntmg t an any usmess
ships an m 

••40 

doin\ repared to return to Yale for the Fall Semester of 1954, Kendall was
As etl� surprised that he was not shunted aside into the obscure "periph

ple�s� the department. He learned that he would still be teaching his beloved
er'j 

0.0 local government. He would also be teaching incoming graduatecla�
s 1

ts the basic class in political theory.41 Perhaps a new beginning was instu effing. Perhaps he could move his academic career in a more positive andt
h:onious direction. Instead of going along to get along on this new path,
�owever, Kendall girded his loins to wage a campai� against _';hat h� saw

the corruption and wrongheadedness of the Amencan political sciencea
�fession. In Spring 1954, for example, Charles Hyneman invited Kendall 

io speak at Northwestern University. Willmoore stayed at the Orrington Hotel 
where, a quarter century before, he had worked as a busboy. He delivered a 
speech berating the profession for failing to solve "problems that the com
munity wants solved." Rather than trust experts, it would be better, said 
Kendall, to trust the people. "For the community is wiser about its needs than 
men know, and one of the things it cannot do without in the long pull, is a 
political science that can speak to it with the authority of true learning about 
the predictable consequences of its political acts." He received enthusiastic 
feedback from the Evanston crowd, which included future acolyte George W. 
Carey. This response gave Kendall hope about "getting listened to a little."42 
Meanwhile, with a taste of popular success from behind-the-scenes work on God and Man at Yale and McCarthy and His Enemies, Kendall looked forward to helping Buckley launch a new magazine of conservative opinion.

NOTES 

l. WB, "McCarthy: A Votary's Account" BS, Series Accession 1997-M-160, BP. 
2 WK R 

no 3• 
• eview of Prophets and Peoples, by Hans Kohn, Journal of Politics 8,• (August l946): 425-27; WK to EV, June 17, 1949, "VK," 372. 
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