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The scribe who came in from thinking clearly

JEFFREY SIMPSON
THE NATION

0 one @n kow how Geage O-
N well would regard the possbility of
war with Irag He hateddictatorshps

and &uwses of luman rights, tut he hated
war, too.

What we do kow is tha Mr. Orwell
revered truth n larguaye and depared d
thosewho deformed i, a tagic exanple o
which gpeaedin this rewspapr yesterda
from the d/speptic pen of novdist John le
Caré.

Writers shauld revere words. They shauld
usethem predsdy, carefuly and in ways ha
are trrue to hdr meanng. They $auld also
be \aglely acquanted with fids.

What would Mr. Orwell therefore make o
Mr. le Carés desciption of the Bush admin-
istration & a'juntd? Not to ke pedantic
about it, but the Oxford Dictionay defines
“juntd’ as a"political dique' tha takes pwer
after a'revdution or coup detat’

You might disagree with @erything Mr.
Bush has @ne and everything he spouss,
but e ame to pwerin an dedion axd &
sud does ot leada 'juntd

Mr. le Care says a Spendd new geera
tion of US nudea wegons & in the fpe-
ling. Actudly, the Lhited Sates and Russa
are damdically redudng ther stockpiles &
nudea wegons The Lhited Sates is huild-
ing Unwisdy in my view) a ron-udea sys-
tem ggairst kallistic missles Here, Mr le
Careé is dovioudy confused

Mr. le Care siggestshe war o terior
provides a onvenent ecu® for the "Bush-
ies' not to talk &@aout Enron, ecdogy, &bdro-
gated interrational tredgies and'why they
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continue to support Isreal in its @ntinung

disregad for UN resolutions. Wrong o dl

caunts. Thesehave dl been explainedby the
"Bushies mary times,even if Mr. le Care,
like mary Ameicars, daes not gree wth

the aguments.

Mr. le Carté, eve carefu with words, -
sets ha the American bic is not mady
beng misled It is beingthredened bullied,
browbeaten and kept in a pernanentstde
of ignorance and &a" leadng © a'care-
fully orchestreed reuosis.

In the mi-termeledions the Repiblicars
mace aly tiny gains, hardly the esuts one
would hae epeded fom a lrowbeatean
bunch d neudtic citizers. Mr. le Caré
obvioudy does rot follow Ameiican ddaes
closdy, or like dl polenicists,he heas aly
what Fe wishes to hea

If he dd follow mattes, he wald hea,
yes,jingoism ad miitancyin the air but he
would also rea doults, ddaes, analses,
disageanents A good @se an ke mace
that the nost tdling reasn why the Bush
administrdion ayreed b proceed \a the Lhi-
ted Nations was domest pubic opinion.
(It was nostassuedy not becaus Canada
JearChrétientold Mr. Bush to use he Lhited
Nations)

Mr. le Care assés ha the Lhited Sates
ams ourtries to the eeh; but if circum-
stancescharge ad tey are o lorger
friends and alles,"you nuke them: Wha
would Orwell male d tha assetior? The
United Sates has wsedtwo atomic vegpons
— gairst BApa in the Seond World War,
hadly a ourtry the US had '‘atmedto the
teeth It has neer usel nudea wegans
since, degite a podigious nuclea arsenal

"I would loveto e Sddans dowrfall —

‘T hinking dealy (Ch. 2y
STAT 231 —WH. Chery

justnat on Mr. Budh's ternms and not by s
methods. Fine. But nowhere in Mr. Le Car-
rés <reed @es he eplain how the wald
shalld proeed b acheve an dbjective he
would"love'to e ealzed. This is he tark-
ruptcy d polenicistsevaywhere: © know
what they are gjairst, without offering ay
constuctive alterrative.

"Mr. Bush has @ arm-ock an God; Mr.
le Carié wites. Cbvioudy, Mr. le Carté ds-
likes the ole eligion pays in Ameiican pub-
lic life, espedally for political purposes. He
is not abnein tha distage, but where is he
menton of Saddam Hiuss@s use d religion?
His huilding d mogjues, nduding one with
the Koren written in his ovn Hood? Hs
appeab to Mohammed His insigence that
all Islamis urderattack.

When M. le Caré writes tha, "If Saddam
didrit havethe dl, he ould torture and nurder
his dtizers to hs heats conent he is msing
ovea lighly the eidenceof those prole
Sadlam dd have'torturedand nurdered to
sg nothing of the hundeds of thousand
who ded in the war gairst Iran. To com-
pare dher @urtries sich as %ud Arabia
(which has its avn adnittedly spatty human-
rights record to Iraq is infourded

A seriousdebae is beinghdd about what
is the orred way d proceedhg with Iraq.
There ae reaonalle agumentn dl sides,
induding those @airst miitary adion. Itis
a epressing reminder however, of the 'trea-
s of the ntdleduals, or the g/nidsm of
chaactess in gy novds, when, to make a
pditical case words ae ceformed, fads ae
systanaically twisted mord equivalenceim-
plied baween a dctator and a dmocrdi-
cally deded baderand, worst ¢ all, when a
writer loses egect for the meanng d words.



