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Straussian Allan Bloom
‘Interprets’ Plato

Leo Strauss’ own mentor was
the man known as the

These excerpts are taken from The Republic of Plato, an “in-“Crown Jurist of the Nazis,”
terpretive essay” by Leo Strauss’ student and Paul Wolfowitz’Carl Schmitt, who drafted the

emergency laws by which teacher Allan Bloom, published in 1968 and 1991.
Hitler justified his seizure of
dictatorial power. “If the distinction between friends and enemies, and the incli-

nation to help the former and harm the latter, were eliminated
from the heart and mind of man, political life would be impos-
sible. This is the necessary political definition of justice, andlaughs uncontrollably.

Instead of a telephone, Bloom’s Chicago apartment fea- Socrates does not simply reject it as he appears to do.” (p. 318)
“Socrates does not suggest that the just man would wanttured what was in effect a custom-made, private telephone

switchboard. He spent much of his time sitting at the center to benefit all men, only that he would want to benefit his
friends and remain indifferent to the others.” (p. 324of the spiderweb getting telephone calls. With this device he

could have a number of people on hold, while presumably “Socrates’ view is perfectly consistent with stealing from
or killing an enemy, just so long as he is not made moreconferencing others in ad hoc or preplanned discussions. And

Bloom, who died in 1992, was one of the first to carry the unjust.” (p. 325)
“And no reader can be satisfied that Thrasymachus’ defi-equivalent of a cell-phone, so that he could get his important

calls anywhere. nition [that justice is the will of the stronger] has been refuted,
or that this discussion has proved that there is sufficient reasonOne incident describes a call from Wolfowitz in Washing-

ton to Bloom’s device during the Gulf War in 1991. Wolfow- to devote oneself to the common good.” (p. 334)
“. . . the character of men’s desires would make it impos-itz told Bloom that the White House will announce the next

day, that they’re not going on to Baghdad. Bloom denounced sible for a rational teaching to be the public teaching.” (p. 367)
“The Socratic teaching that a good society requires a fun-them as cowards.

And what he did was discuss politics, manage the careers damental falsehood is the direct opposite of that of the En-
lightenment, which argued that civil society could dispenseof his brood of acolytes, talk about their love lives, and about

the other guy’s love life, and match people up. Indeed, he with lies and count on selfish calculation to make men loyal
to it.” (p. 368)helped break up Saul Bellow’s marriage, while finding him a

beautiful young literary assistant, a student of Bloom’s, who “. . . from the point of view of the healthy city, perhaps
men like Socrates should be repressed.” (p. 377)then fell in love with Bellow and married him.

Remember that Strauss graduated 100 PhD’s. Bloom “The soul in which reason is most developed will . . .
abound with thoughts usually connected with selfishness,graduated many. They in turn graduated others, and so forth.

By now, the fourth generation has graduated. And there was lust, and vice.” (p. 377)
“. . . if the parallel of city and man is to hold true, then aa role for each one, whether they were esoteric or exoteric,

“philosophers” or “gentlemen,” or dissidents or whatnot. Re- man, like the city, should be interested only in himself and
merely use others for his own advantage.” (p. 378)member, for instance, that a coveted academic job requires

10-20 unreservedly positive recommendations, from others “Socrates can contemplate going naked where others go
clothed; he is not afraid of ridicule. He can also contemplatewho already have such jobs. Now, this is one thing the Straus-

sians will always do for each other, regardless of what might sexual intercourse where others are stricken with terror; he is
not afraid of moral indignation. . . . Shame is the wall built byseem some very serious disagreements. And this academic

“buddy system” stretches into the government, through the convention which stands between the mind and the light.”
(pp. 387-388)increasing proliferation of think-tanks which bridge between

the two. This was the bridge crossed by Wolfowitz and many “The philosopher’s public speech must be guided by pru-
dence rather than love of the truth; . . . It is obvious that a manother Straussians.

Now, a year and a half after Sept. 11, the “secret kingdom” can love the truth without telling it.” (pp. 392-395)
“The silent lesson would seem to be that it is indeed possi-seems at last at hand, or perhaps it is already here. Something

similar probably appeared to Nietzsche through the syphilitic ble to possess intellectual virtue without what later came to
be called moral virtue.” (p. 396)ravings of his final days.
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“However, he [Socrates) is silent about the charge of athe- show the superiority of the private life.” (p. 415)
“The tyrant and the philosopher are united in their senseism.” (p. 400)

“This was not just any city, but one constructed to meet of their radical incompleteness and their longing for whole-
ness, in their passion and in their singlemindedness. They areall the demands of justice. Its impossibility demonstrates the

impossibility of the actualization of a just regime. . . . The the truly dedicated men.” (p. 424)
“Socrates, by curing Glaucon of his lust for tyrannic plea-thinkers of the Enlightenment, culminating in Marx, pre-

served Socrates’ ultimate goals but forgot his insistence that sures, can indulge his own lust for beautiful souls while at the
same time acting the part of the good citizen who defends hisnature made them impossible for men at large.” (pp. 409-411)

“The Republic finally teaches that justice as total dedica- city’s regime.” (p. 424)
“. . . the moral problem consists in a simple alternative:tion to the city cannot be simply good for the philosopher,

and that hence it is somewhat questionable for other men as either philosophy or tyranny is the best way of life. . . . If
philosophy did not exist, tyranny would be the desideratumwell. . . . But there is one kind of doing good to one’s friends

which is also beneficial to the philosopher. There are some which only a lack of vigor would cause one to reject.” (p. 425)
“So Socrates undertakes to convince Glaucon that the soulyoung men in whom his soul delights, for they have souls

akin to his own and are potential philosophers; . . . He must is immortal. This discussion can hardly rank as a proof, and
there is no attempt at all to show that the individual soul isalways carry on a contest with the city for the affections of its

sons.” (pp. 411-412) immortal, which is the only thing a man anxious about his
fate after life would care about.” (p. 435)“Socrates’ political science, paradoxically, is meant to

Why theDemocratic Party
Failed ToFunction in ThisCrisis
by Anton Chaitkin

In the weeks leading up to the invasion of Iraq, the world’s no debate, no discussion, no attempt to lay out for the nation
the pros and cons of this particular war. There is nothing. Wegovernments and millions in the streets spoke out against

the impending disaster. Demonstrators protested within the stand passively mute in the United States Senate, paralyzed.”
Once the war began, the Democrats, like whipped dogs,United States as well. But except for the LaRouche wing and

scattered individual politicians, the Democratic Party—the joined in approving a resolution lauding Bush’s leadership,
unanimously in the Senate, with tiny resistance in the House.putative opposition—was frozen, intimidated. Its new con-

trollers had locked the former party of Franklin Roosevelt and How has this happened—since typical Democratic voters
overwhelmingly oppose the imperial madness of the BushJohn Kennedy into complicity.

Shamefully, key Democratic leaders had stood publicly Administration, preferring the humaneness Americans asso-
ciate with Franklin Delano Roosevelt and John F. Kennedy?at the White House on Oct. 2, 2002, announcing they would

give a “bipartisan” blank check, authorizing an insane war on The answer is similar to that of the religious question: How
have Christians and Jews come to be represented, as far as theIraq. Flanking President Bush were Senators Joseph Lieber-

man (Conn.) and Evan Bayh (Ind.), and Rep. Dick Gephardt public sees, by right-wingers and Armageddonists?
The Democratic Party has been hijacked by the same fas-(Mo.) (Bayh was then chairman of the Democratic Leadership

Council and Lieberman and Gephardt were past chairmen), cist faction driving the Bush Administration mad. The identi-
cal Straussian neo-conservative clique embodied in the Penta-Republican Sen. John McCain (Ariz.), and the two Republi-

can official leaders of the Senate and House. (The Democratic gon and Cheney’s office, now dominates the Democratic
Party top-down. They operate largely through the tiny Demo-leader in the Senate, Tom Daschle, did not initially support

the agreement.) cratic Leadership Council (DLC) of Joe Lieberman and Al
Gore, and they control the party apparatus through gangstersAs the nightmare approached, Sen. Robert Byrd (D-

W.V.) addressed a nearly deserted Senate chamber on Feb. and gangsterism.
Although some call it the rightist or corporate “wing,” the12, warning that “every American on some level must be

contemplating the horrors of war. Yet, this Chamber is, for DLC has never been an actual faction of the Democrats. It
deliberately has no rank-and-file members. Since 1985 it hasthe most part, silent—ominously, dreadfully silent. There is
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