
Is robbing the Louvre a good idea?
Left-wing influencer Hasan Piker 

and New Yorker writer Jia Tolentino 
did a much-discussed video interview 
with The New York Times on the eth-
ics of theft, and came out four-square 
in favor of stealing things, including 
artwork from the Louvre.

They consider larceny an appropri-
ate response to the inherent corruption and injustice 
of the American capitalist system. The merits of this 
position aside, it’s not clear why it justifies stealing 
paintings or sculptures from a museum owned and 
operated by the government of France.

When asked about the propriety of hitting up the 
Louvre, Tolentino heartily endorsed it, and Piker 
explained: “Yeah, I think it’s cool. We gotta get back to 
cool crimes like that. Bank robberies. Stealing priceless 
artifacts, things of that nature.”

Oh, yes, who wouldn’t love to see someone make off 
with the Venus de Milo and chop it up into pieces and 
sell them on the black market? 

What Piker and Tolentino are doing, at bottom, is 
romanticizing violence for its own sake, wrapping nihil-
ism in the rhetoric of social justice. It is radical chic for 
21st century opinion-makers, and one can only rue that 
Tom Wolfe isn’t still with us to lampoon it. 

It is certainly true that American folk culture has a 
fascination with outlaws, and heists are great fodder 
for books and movies. But “Ocean’s 11” is not real life. 

The jewel heist at the Louvre last year was carried 
out by common thieves, while the crown jewels they 
took have yet to be returned. This theft didn’t strike a 
blow against the French monarchy, because there is no 
such thing, but it did deny ordinary people -- roughly 
10 million visit the museum every year -- the opportu-
nity to see things of beauty and historical significance. 

In other words, the heist was victory over the public 
interest, and our social-justice warriors pronounce 
themselves delighted. 

As for bank robberies, they are not at all as por-
trayed by Hollywood. If Piker really thinks it’s cool for 
some desperate guy with poor impulse control to hand 
a note to a bank teller demanding money, then usually 
get caught and sent to prison, he needs to get out more.

That this category of crime has drastically de-
clined over the past few decades is a boon --including 
to people employed as tellers and security guards 
-- and wishing to return to the days when it was more 
common is perverse. It’s like saying what this country 
needs is more grand theft auto.

Those groups in the U.S. that have acted on an im-

pulse for revolutionary violence rather 
than simply talk about it on podcasts 
-- including by robbing banks -- created 
pointless suffering and destruction. 

The Symbionese Liberation Army’s 
robbery of a San Francisco branch of 
the Hibernia Bank in 1974 must meet 
Piker’s definition of “cool.” It was cer-
tainly cinematic, since it involved the 

kidnapped heiress Patty Hearst. The pol-
itics of the crime, meanwhile, were impeccably correct; 
Hearst said afterwards that it “forced the Corporate 
State to help finance the revolution.”

Two bystanders were shot, and then weeks later, 
members of the SLA were tracked down and died in a 
ferocious gunfight with police. And for what? 

In 1981, members of the Black Liberation Army 
and former members of the Weather Underground 
robbed a Brink’s armored car in New York. Surely, this 
is another event that meets Piker’s test of an allur-
ing, politically righteous crime. The radicals killed a 
Brink’s guard and two Nyack police officers -- heedless 
murders dressed up in a toxic ideology still fashionable 
on the left. 

If a violent social revolution were truly to break out, 
it’d presumably target the affluent Piker and Tolen-
tino, whose homes, cars, and other possessions would 
be tempting to anyone stealing things in the name of 
social progress.

At that point, one assumes, they’d find crime less 
fun, but it’s perfectly acceptable as long as it’s someone 
else getting robbed.

Rich Lowry is a Creator’s Syndicate columnist.
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STEP a 
blessing for 

60 years
For 60 years, one organization has met the 

needs of struggling families.
STEP, or Lycoming-Clinton County Commis-

sion for Community Action, provides Head Start 
to ensure children from low-income households 
are ready for school, social services for people 
with disabilities, job placement services, trans-
portation for the elderly and many more.

As Rachelle Abbott, president and CEO of 
STEP explained to the Sun-Gazette for an arti-
cle in Thursday’s edition, the organization takes 
a “wrap-around” approach, or approach where 
the organization tries to align struggling fam-
ilies with a full scope of services to provide the 
best chance of escaping poverty or other trying 
circumstances.

The organization’s assistance is a collabora-
tive effort, she said, with local government and 
other agencies and initiatives.

“It’s really a lot of that collaboration, of fo-
cusing on what we can do best in terms of case 
management, kind of whole home approach, but 
then also making sure that we’re working with 
all of the partners and what they do best as 
well,” Abbott said.

STEP’s contributions to our communities 
have been immeasurable and its growth in 
meeting communities’ needs impressive. The 
organization’s balance of decentralized, inde-
pendent partners with a dedication to compre-
hensive services for those in need — as well as 
the tireless work done by STEP’s leadership 
and staff — have helped secure that impressive 
record.
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Pretending that stealing is ‘social justice’

The United States Supreme Court 
has entered its most consequential 
season.

From April through June, the jus-
tices release rulings that do more than 
interpret the law -- they shape the di-
rection of the country. Cases argued in 
the quiet months of winter now emerge 
into public view, often carrying the full 
weight of the nation’s deepest divisions.

Alexander Hamilton once described the court as the 
“least dangerous” branch, lacking power over “the sword 
or the purse.” History has not been kind to that predic-
tion. Through judicial review and lifetime appointments, 
the court has become one of the most influential forces 
in American life. Alexis de Tocqueville recognized this 
early, observing that nearly every political question in 
America eventually becomes a legal one.

He was right.
From Dred Scott v. Sandford to the defining civil 

rights rulings of the 20th century, the court has not 
merely followed history, it has redirected it. This term 
will be no different. Immigration, free speech, religious 
liberty, executive authority and birthright citizenship 
all stand before the court, awaiting decisions that will 
ripple for generations.

The court is not flawless. It misjudges at times. But 
compared to the raw political instincts driving Congress 
and the White House, it still reflects something increas-
ingly rare: deliberation, restraint and a commitment, 
however imperfect, to principle over passion.

That is precisely why its structure has endured. Nine 
Justices. No more, no less. Since 1869, that number has 
held firm despite repeated efforts to reshape it for politi-
cal advantage. Franklin D. Roosevelt famously attempt-
ed to expand the court to secure favorable rulings. The 
public decisively rejected this. Even in moments of over-
whelming political power, Americans understood that 
tampering with the court carries lasting consequences.

Sometimes, it is the smaller moments that reveal the 
institution’s character.

Recently, Sonia Sotomayor apologized to Brett Kava-
naugh after making pointed remarks about his perspec-
tive in an immigration case. “I made remarks that were 
inappropriate. I regret my hurtful comments,” she said 

plainly.
In today’s political climate, that kind 

of accountability stands out. Her original 
comments were sharp but not unusual 
by modern standards. What was unusual 
was the apology.

Try to imagine that same moment in 
the political arena.

It is nearly impossible to picture 
Donald Trump apologizing to Joe Biden, 

or vice versa, for the constant stream of personal attacks 
that define modern political campaigns. In politics 
today, opponents are not rivals to be debated; they 
are enemies to be defeated. Compromise has become a 
casualty.

That shift carries consequences.
Now consider the possibility of Samuel Alito stepping 

down. A conservative anchor on the court, his departure 
would immediately trigger a political firestorm. If the 
Senate were controlled by Democrats at the time, would 
they move forward with a confirmation? Or would they 
delay, as Republicans did in 2016 when Mitch McCon-
nell blocked a vote on Merrick Garland, preserving the 
seat for the next president?

We have seen this playbook before.
And we may see it again.
When the court becomes another battlefield for par-

tisan maneuvering, something deeper begins to erode. 
Public confidence weakens. The perception of fairness 
fades. The judiciary meant to stand apart gets pulled 
into the same gravitational force as the political branch-
es.

We are drifting in that direction.
And unlike past moments, there is little sign either 

side is willing to pull back.
The Supreme Court may still be the most disciplined 

institution in American government. But even it is not 
immune to the forces reshaping the nation.

Springtime at the court is no longer just about deci-
sions.

It is about direction.
And increasingly, it is about the future of the institu-

tion itself.

Armstrong Williams is a Creator’s Syndicate col-
umnist.
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