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American media and public opinion are not innocent of the “culture of deception” referred to by former White House Press Secretary Scott McClellan when he describes the pretexts and justifications for the war in Iraq created and fabricated by Washington under George W. Bush. More dangerously, driven by their overwhelming anger at past practices in Iraq, the media and public opinion are avoiding necessary scrutiny of the consequences of that war. Consequences they neglected and only decided to finally take notice of during the tide of hatred against George W. Bush and while hiding behind it. Media leaders are claiming that public opinion does not want to know anything it does not find entertaining, and that it has no interest in what happens outside its direct sphere. Consequently, news reports have shifted away from “foreign affairs”, including the outcomes of the Iraq war and factors that would actually lead to returning American soldiers to their families. American public opinion seems comfortable in its ignorance, burying its head in the sand, content with entertainment, demanding an end to the war in Iraq, and refusing to acknowledge how, why and what comes next. There is not the least degree of interest in what was claimed to be the cause of the war in Iraq and what has become of it, namely what was claimed to be an American uprising for the sake of spreading democracy and freedom in the Arab world. There are barely any questions asked, except by professional organizations and institutions, about legal breaches and human rights violations under the pretext of the shock resulting from the events of September 11, 2001. Even when it comes to the two major beneficiaries of the Iraq war, (Iran and Israel) and what they are doing with such tremendous benefit, as well as how their interests interact with America’s higher interest, there is nothing but silence and indifference in the American media and public opinion, so terrible that it raises many doubts and questions. It is time to finally address these issues, as they involve much that is unusual and dangerous. Openness is essential at this turning point, before more mistakes are made. In fact it is essential, because continuing to bury our heads in the sand is costly for the US, as well as for the rest of the world. 

The focus of the media, especially television, on what they missed, intentionally or otherwise, during the countdown to the war in Iraq is just another means of avoidance, which has become far too abusive and must now be stopped. They should stop insulting people’s intelligence and drop the pretense of objectivity and superior professionalism. The duty of the American media is not to offer only now elaborate description and diagnosis of what happened while it was too preoccupied, too scared, in denial, or simply too arrogant to take notice. Its duty is to truly understand the consequences of this war in order to educate public opinion and present it with its choices, however difficult or outside the scope of “entertainment” they may be. For example, on the very same day that the American media were, as usual, swimming like a school of fish in the daily “dish” and making of Scott McClellan’s book an unprecedented “discovery” on the “culture of deception” in Washington, Ali Larijani, Iran’s former top negotiator on the nuclear issue, elected on Wednesday as parliament speaker, delivered a warning. He was warning the IAEA (International Atomic Energy Agency), which had repeatedly offered Iran further chances, and warning the permanent members of the Security Council, who had offered Iran tempting incentives in return for a mere “suspension” of uranium enrichment. He was warning against what he referred to as “political ambiguity” simply because the IAEA had expressed fears that Iran was continuing to conceal information regarding research related to nuclear weapons. 

American media has ignored almost everything Larijani said about the future of weapons of mass destruction while dwelling in depth on the past of weapons of mass destruction in Iraq. It is that same media that has absolutely refused and continues to refuse to discuss Israel’s weapons of mass destruction, as if mentioning those weapons was a breach of the red lines imposed by America’s media and intellectual institutions when addressing the issue of weapons of mass destruction. This in fact involves much implicit racism. In other words, instead of the media and public opinion learning from the experience of Iraq to insist on inquiring, scrutinizing, questioning, and demanding explanations, the same patterns of failure to question, scrutinize and inquire are repeated. Worst of all, the excuse is the focus on Bush’s mistakes and the deception that accompanied his administration. 

The culture of deception during the countdown to the Iraq war was evident to everyone, the politicians, the media and public opinion alike. Anyone who claims otherwise belongs to one of two camps: that of those who buried their heads in the sand and chose not to hear, see or think; or that of the arrogant and ignorant who cower in complacency and chew on their unjustified superior airs. This of course excludes the architects of the Iraq war, who used balanced out excuses and justifications and knew exactly what they were doing, whatever else they may pretend today. The easiest of those excuses was indeed that of the weapons of mass destruction. Consequently, neither Scott McClellan’s book “What Happened: Inside the Bush White House and Washington’s Culture of Deception”, nor any of the series of similar books, is convincing in its pretense that it was the victim of promoting the Iraq war. In fact, promoting the Iraq war on the basis of its possession of weapons of mass destruction was incredibly flawed. Everyone knew, as did former president Clinton, who openly spoke of it, that Iraq had been dispossessed of its weapons of mass destruction to a great extent by the UN committees concerned. What remained regarded some inquiries and documents concerning previous Iraqi programs but never about weapons of mass destruction as part of a ready-to-launch arsenal. Any experts claiming otherwise are simply repeatedly fooling themselves and the world. It was evident at the time the Iraq war was being prepared that Iraq had no significant weapons of mass destruction worthy of waging a war in order to disarm it. It was evident for anyone familiar with Middle Eastern affairs and American policy towards the region that the decision to wage war on Iraq was taken immediately after September 11. Indeed, Iraq had been a candidate for war for the neo-conservatives for reasons that have to do with Israel and Iran and ensuring their supremacy in the region out of spite for the Arabs. 

The claim that the Iraq war was for the purpose of spreading democracy may be the biggest hoax the US, the public as the president, has ever fallen for. Perhaps in his heart and mind, George Bush was truly convinced that this was a war for freedom and democracy. Perhaps he convinced himself that it was so. The fact is that the change demanded by the neoconservative circle, and which George W. Bush adopted, was nothing but chaos, division and dispersion. One would be highly mistaken to claim that what happened in Iraq was a series of mistakes, starting with the causes of war all the way down to the way it was implemented and the way American troops were used to create a pro-Iranian Iraq. One would be mistaken to think that democracy and moderation were essential objectives of Bush the Second’s philosophy in the Middle East. If that were the case, then George Bush, who is known for his stubbornness and insistence on what he believes in, would have absolutely rejected the developments of the Lebanese issue, which landed in the lap of Qatari diplomacy. He would have opposed Turkey’s diplomatic efforts to embrace the Syrian-Israeli conflict at a time when the American president was vowing to isolate Syria as punishment for its violations in Iraq and Lebanon. What has happened to the US at the hands of the Bush administration over the course of the past three weeks almost absolutely negates the desperate claims that the issue of Iraq is a matter of American sympathy for the issue of democracy and freedom. The Bush administration has led to the loss of the last possible reason for anyone to trust in it and in the United States. It is the trust that has fallen, not just the fake image. 

There was much in the Lebanese issue that could have saved the reputation and legacy left by George Bush in Iraq. It could have compensated and corrected the impression of failure in Lebanon, as well as in Iraq. All for the same reasons, namely the constant fall of any American president or presidential candidate into the clutches of Israeli priorities which even supersede American interests. The problem is that as soon as Israel is mentioned, American media turns against itself and participates in harming America’s national interest. 

Public opinion, on the other hand, falls into the vortex of ignorance of its own choice. Public opinion is capable of choosing, understanding and making the necessary decisions for the future of the country, but it does not want to choose and chooses not to want to play its part. And that is a major problem. It is not possible to truly implement a strategy to get out of Iraq without dealing with the challenges of the region and of Iran’s nuclear program, and without taking into account that Iran has become capable of hegemony only because of the Bush administration’s war in Iraq. It is neither realistic nor logical to speak of withdrawal from Iraq without seriously considering the implications of leaving an impression, not among ordinary Muslims but rather among radical Islamists and others, that the US is willing to retreat out of fear of itself and of others. 

The Iraq war has imposed new realities on the Middle East. It has made Israel more capable of avoiding peace, as it no longer fears any military balance now that Iraq has been stricken off the equation. This has made Israel less willing to make peace with the Palestinians, regardless of its talk of making peace with Syria through Turkey. The Iraq war has reinforced the tendency for hegemony among the leaders of the Islamic republic and allowed them to work on spreading the Iranian revolution, whose growth had been hindered by another war waged by Iraq in the 1980s, when former Iraqi president Saddam Hussein was still a friend and partner of the US against Iran. The Iraq war succeeded in ridding the Iraqis of the despot Saddam Hussein who would have been impossible to get rid of, perhaps, except with the help of American troops. However, toppling the despot did not turn into a nightmare for the many similar leaders in the Middle East and the rest of the world, and his fate did not become an example for others like him. In fact, the opposite was true in some cases. Consequently, it is yet another failure in the series of claims, pretexts and excuses used to justify the war on Iraq. 

Perhaps the time has come for Americans to engage in an essential exercise, namely answering this self-evident question: What was the Iraq war really for and what were its objectives? Once they undertake this difficult exercise, the Americans and the rest of the world may then understand not only what happened before, but also what is happening now and where it is going. Was such a war, so destructive for Iraq, waged indeed and simply for the causes repeatedly stated by Bush himself, namely to keep terrorism away from US territory and to wage war against those who sponsor such acts in faraway places such as Iraq and Afghanistan? If this is truly what happened, the Americans may decide either to deeply thank their president because terrorism has been kept at bay to secure their towns and homes, and because George Bush has spared them the miseries of the world and enabled them to continue indulging in entertainment, or they may be so angry at their president, because they refuse the principle of using others, in Iraq or otherwise, as commodities of wars to protect the Americans as they bury their heads in the sand and deny that American policy is part of the latent causes of terrorism and of the factors that have allowed radicalism to achieve victory after victory. 

To get rid of the culture of deception requires to stop deceiving oneself, not only to protest the endorsement of such policies by politicians in Washington. Most of America’s media has become complacent and arrogant, thus becoming a dangerous part of the culture of deception as it hides behind what it considers the American people’s addiction to entertainment, and refuses to bear the moral responsibility of its profession. Of course there are many glass houses within Arab and Middle Eastern media, and there is no need to claim superiority over American media, especially since the mercenaries of Arab media are growing in number. Some of them have even discovered a wall inside the UN building, behind which they hide as they secretly exercise the art of getting rid of their inferiority and collaboration complexes. Nevertheless, this does not conceal or deny the wretched reality of the majority of American media institutions. 

Clearly there are several major exceptions when talking about the American media and American public opinion. Such exceptions form the backbone of this country, a country which continues to monopolize the position of superpower. It is also clear that the final verdict on the war in Iraq is not accessible today, but is yet to be classified in modern history. Moral and professional responsibility does not require that everyone stop to show hatred for George Bush and the leaders in his administration, and anger at the war in Iraq and the culture of deception in Washington. Responsibility requires profound thinking, not only about the real causes of the war in Iraq and the means of getting America out of it, but also about resolving the situations created by the war in Iraq in terms of new balances of power, and new balances of terror, in the region. 
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