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country down a road to possible bank­

ruptcy and financial ruin, something

that is not in their interest any more

than it is in ours. (Leading economist

and New York Times columnist Paul

Krugman has posited a financial col­

lapse on the order of Argentina's recent

one, and the International Monetary

Fund has warned that America's spiral­

ing structural deficit threatens world

economic stability.) The closest I can

come to a plausible answer to these

questions is to hypothesize that it is the

mentality and proclivity of the Republi­

cans in power in Washington now to

impose a rigid and extremist ideology

on the world regardless of the facts or

needs of any given situation, in the spir­

it perhaps of philosopher David Hume

and his dictum, "If the theory and the

facts don't agree, so much the worse for

the facts." And in imposing or attempting

to impose their ideology, they spin a

misleading alternative version of reality

for the public, with pseudo-facts and

1984-like slogans. An effort to gut the

safety net of social security becomes

"social security reform," a blatantly

regressive tax cut that was originally

presented as a way to return a surplus

generated by a good economy becomes a

"jobs creation program" in a bad one, and

a threat of terrorism that originates in the

fanatical Wahabi Muslim sect of Saudi

Arabia becomes the pretext for invading a

secular Iraq.

Nowhere is this drive to fabricate a

false version of reality better exemplified

than in Vice President Dick Cheney's

successful effort to manufacture osten­

sible evidence of the existence of

weapons of mass destruction in that

country, which Newsweek (Nov. 17) and

the New Republic (Dec. 1) have

detailed. Despite efforts to scapegoat

them, much of the intelligence commu­

nity was dubious that Saddam had

reconstituted his nuclear weapons pro­

gram or had any significant amounts of

chemical or biological weapons left.

They rejected the notion that Iraq had

any involvement in 9/11 or any substan­

tial ties with al-Qaeda. Cheney reacted

with two maneuvers. One, out of the

Office of the Vice President, and then

through the Office of Special Plans

(OSP) in the Pentagon (a kind of pro­

war counterweight to the Defense Intel­

ligence Agency, DIA, a former aide of

his set up there), he labored to transmo­

grify various unsubstantiated rumors,

like the Niger yellow-cake fiction and

uncorroborated reports from the exile

group the Iraqi National Congress

(INC) into respectable intelligence and

then to use it to browbeat the CIA and

other agencies into agreement or at least

silence. (A subsequent DIA study has

shown virtually all the information fur­

nished by INC members to have been

utterly worthless.) Second, he outright

lied, saying numerous times in public
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that there was convincing evidence of a

nuclear weapons program in Iraq and of

ties between Saddam and al-Qaeda. On

the verge of the war, a strong majority of

the American public had come to believe

these things were true, and also that Sad­

dam was responsible for 9/11, something

administration spokespeople like Cheney

never asserted outright but frequently

implied. (Ironically, during the 1990s

Cheney's wife, Lynne, wrote a book

called Telling the Truth, in which she

inveighed against postmodem theories

which hold that reality is not an objective

a priori framework but is socially con­

structed by those who hold power. More

ironically, every chapter begins with a

quote from George Orwell.)

George W. Bush, despite having

attended Andover, Yale, and Harvard, is

a remarkably uneducated man, so it is

unlikely that he knows very much

about the political philosopher Leo

Strauss. Plenty of people in his admin­

istration and the American right wing

do, however, and adhere strongly to his

amoral and chilling notions. These

people include, among others, Deputy

Defense Secretary Paul Wolfowitz

(who studied under Strauss at the Uni­

versity of Chicago), one of the fore­

most advocates of the Iraq invasion

("We are looking at a country that can

really finance its own reconstruction,

and relatively soon"), and Abram Shul­

sky, head of the aforementioned OSP

(who once penned an essay called "Leo

Strauss and the World of Intelligence").

In an article on Alternet entitled "Leo

Strauss' Philosophy of Deception," Jim

Lobe has written:

It is hardly surpnsmg why

Strauss is so popular in an

administration obsessed with

secrecy, especially when it comes

to matters of foreign policy. Not

only did Strauss have few qualms

about using deception in poli­

tics, he saw it as a necessity.

While professing deep respect

for American democracy,

Strauss believed that societies

should be hierarchical-divided

between an elite who should

lead, and the masses who should

follow. But unlike fellow elit­

ists like Plato, he was less con­

cerned with the moral charac­

ter of these leaders. According

to Shadia Drury, who teaches

political science at the Univer­

sity of Calgary, Strauss believed

that 'those who are fit to rule

are those who realize that there

is no morality and that there is

only one natural right-the

right of the superior to rule

over the inferior.'

This dichotomy requires "perpetual

deception between the rulers and the

ruled," according to Drury.

Perpetual Deception-the unspoken

credo of the Bush administration? See

for yourself in the pages ahead. f
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