









Liz McNamara










H English 103/01











Chapman











Journal #2

“Fact, Fiction and Foreign Policy”

Chris Dickey


For the President’s Colloquium, I attended Chris Dickey’s speech, entitled “Fact, Fiction and Foreign Policy”.  Though this lecture was not something I would normally attend, I was impressed by Dickey’s presence and his clarity in speaking. 


He began by reading one of his father’s poems, “The Shark’s Parlor,” which I had never heard before.  It was an unusual poem, though he read it very well. I didn’t have much of a chance to contemplate it, because he continued quickly with his speech.  However, from what I gathered, the poem was not just about hooking a shark, but related well to the idea of the War Against Terror that we are now facing.  Like the little boys who set out to catch the shark on the dock, the war began with a small group of terrorists.  Once the shark was hooked, and began to overpower the little boys, the entire community rallied around the fishing line and began to pull, much as the American community rallied around the armed forces and supported them in every way. The community, too far away from the boys’ cries, continued to pull the shark in, into the house and finally the parlor of the house before the message reached them to stop pulling.  The parallel I made to the war was that, like the community in the poem, the American community took it upon themselves to be supportive, though they were far removed from the action as it was happening and their actions were not representative of events at the time.  The US community continued after it was prudent to act so, which essentially left the US with a mess in the parlor.  
Chris Dickey’s opinion of the US government, and the way they dealt with the events leading to and on September 11, seemed quite critical.  He made an interesting point, taken from the 9/11 Report, that the attack on the Pentagon and the World Trade Center was due to a lack of imagination on the part of the government.  Generally speaking, governments are thought to be institutions based heavily in logic, and imagination is not a quality we expect them to use in policies and affairs.  


I was a little confused when he began speaking about a book he had written, in which the main character was a terrorist.  At first I thought he was talking about the events of 9/11, and when I realized he wasn’t, I was a little frightened.  The picture he painted in the summary of his novel was strikingly close to the image of the attack on the World Trade Center.  Upon reflection, though, I believe his mention of this novel was effective to his argument, and his entire speech.  He proved that it wasn’t an improbable leap of logic to predict the attack, and illustrated that a little imagination could have led the US to predict, and possibly prevent, the terrorist attack.  It also drew another connection between fact, fiction and foreign policy—the title of his speech.  

Overall, I was impressed by Chris Dickey’s speech. Even though I was lost when he spoke about his and his fathers’ previous works, I appreciated the extent of his knowledge in current affairs.  He drew interesting parallels between fiction, of both his and his father’s generations, and current US foreign policy. I would have gotten more out of his presentation had I been familiar with the works he talked about, but, as it was, I still found that it was informative and interesting to attend. 
