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However, the doctrinal conception of philosophy is not overturned by stating that in-
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in which the relation between the ideal and the real is always under consideration. This raises 
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approach and the concept of irony. The Straussian approach might be called a branch of esoteri-
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cism which emphasises that philosophers hide their criticism of popular beliefs behind irony, 
ambiguity and a multi-layered style of writing. In Strauss's view, irony is a political necessity 
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instance of irony in the �������. The problem in many cases is that the interpretation seems 
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is made of these elements is constituted of complicated proportions, resulting in an understand-
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purposes, and the cosmos has a structure with both aesthetic and moral value. This means that 


