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Today the Washington Post published a bombshell report titled “The Afghanistan Papers,”
highlighting the degree to which the American government lied to the public about the
ongoing status of the war in Afghanistan. Within the thousands of pages, consisting of
internal documents, interviews, and other never-before-released intel, is a vivid depiction of
a Pentagon painfully aware of the need to keep from the public the true state of the conﬂict
and the doubts, confusion, and desperation of decision-makers spanning almost 20 years of
battle.
As the report states:
The interviews, through an extensive array of voices, bring into sharp relief the
core failings of the war that war is inseparable from propaganda, lies, hatred,
impoverishment, cultural degradation, and moral corruption. It is the most
horriﬁc outcome of the moral and political legitimacy people are taught to
grant the state. persist to this day. They underscore how three presidents —
George W. Bush, Barack Obama and Donald Trump — and their military
commanders have been unable to deliver on their promises to prevail in
Afghanistan.
With most speaking on the assumption that their remarks would not become
public, U.S. oﬃcials acknowledged that their warﬁghting strategies were fatally
ﬂawed and that Washington wasted enormous sums of money trying to
remake Afghanistan into a modern nation….
The documents also contradict a long chorus of public statements from U.S.
presidents, military commanders and diplomats who assured Americans year
after year that they were making progress in Afghanistan and the war was
worth ﬁghting.
None of these conclusions surprise anyone that has been following America’s fool’s errand in
Afghanistan.
What makes this release noteworthy is the degree to which it shows the lengths to which
Washington to knowingly deceive the public about the state of the conﬂict. This deception
extends even to the federal government’s accounting practices. Notes the report, the “U.S.
government has not carried out a comprehensive accounting of how much it has spent on
the war in Afghanistan.”
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As the war has dragged on, the struggle to justify America’s military presence. As the report
notes:
A person identiﬁed only as a senior National Security Council oﬃcial said there
was constant pressure from the Obama White House and Pentagon to produce
ﬁgures to show the troop surge of 2009 to 2011 was working, despite hard
evidence to the contrary.
“It was impossible to create good metrics. We tried using troop numbers
trained, violence levels, control of territory and none of it painted an accurate
picture,” the senior NSC oﬃcial told government interviewers in 2016. “The
metrics were always manipulated for the duration of the war.
Making Washington’s failure in Afghanistan all the more horriﬁc is how easily predictable it
was for those who desired to see the warfare state for what it is.
In the words of Lew Rockwell, in reﬂecting on the anti-war legacy of Murray Rothbard:
War is inseparable from propaganda, lies, hatred, impoverishment, cultural
degradation, and moral corruption. It is the most horriﬁc outcome of the moral
and political legitimacy people are taught to grant the state.
On this note, it is important to note that the signiﬁcance of the Washington Post’s report
should not distract from another major story that has largely been ignored by mainstream
news outlets.
Recently, multiple inspectors with the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons
have come forward claiming that relevant evidence related to their analysis of the reported
2017 chemical gas attack in Syria. As Counterpunch.org has reported:
Assessing the damage to the cylinder casings and to the roofs, the inspectors
considered the hypothesis that the cylinders had been dropped from Syrian
government helicopters, as the rebels claimed. All but one member of the
team concurred with Henderson in concluding that there was a higher
probability that the cylinders had been placed manually. Henderson did not go
so far as to suggest that opposition activists on the ground had staged the
incident, but this inference could be drawn. Nevertheless Henderson’s ﬁndings
were not mentioned in the published OPCW report.
The staging scenario has long been promoted by the Syrian government and
its Russian protectors, though without producing evidence. By contrast
Henderson and the new whistleblower appear to be completely non-political
scientists who worked for the OPCW for many years and would not have been
sent to Douma if they had strong political views. They feel dismayed that
professional conclusions have been set aside so as to favour the agenda of
certain states.
At the time, those who dared question the oﬃcial narrative about the attack – including Rep.
Tulsi Gabbard, Rep. Thomas Massie, and Fox News’s Tucker Carlson – were derided for being
conspiracy theorists by many of the same Serious People who not only bought the
Pentagon’s lies about Afghanistan but also the justiﬁcations for the Iraq War.
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Once again we are reminded of the wise words of George Orwell, “truth is treason in an
empire of lies.”
These attacks promoted as justiﬁcation for America to escalate its military engagement in
the country, with the beltway consensus lobbying President Trump to reverse his
administration’s policy of pivoting away from the Obama-era mission of toppling the Assad
regime. While Trump did respond with a limited missile attack, the administration rejected
the more militant proposals promoted by some of its more hawkish voices, such as then-UN
Ambassador Nikki Haley.
In a better timeline, the ability of someone like Rep. Gabbard to see through what
increasingly looks like another attempt to lie America into war would warrant increased
support in her ongoing presidential campaign.
Instead, we are likely to continue to see those that advocate peace attacked by the
bipartisan consensus that provides cover for continued, reckless military action abroad.
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