
THE FAILED CRUSADE OF BUSH AND BLAIR

NOW that the memoirs of both George W. Bush (Decision Points) and Tony Blair (The 
Journey) have been published, it is clear that these two politicians firmly believed that 
they were doing God’s work by leading a crusade against evil in the world. It is this 
inner religious conviction that overrides all other factors, such as other people’s view, 
evidence, or even reality. 
     Reviewing Decision Points in The Observer (14th November 2010), Rafael Behr wrote: 
“both men have an evangelical sense of grace that makes their choices immune from 
criticism because, whatever the outcome, the intention was honest”. Reviewing the 
same book in the Sunday Times, Kenneth Harris suggested: “there have been many 
devoutly religious American presidents...but surely none has ever made such an 
ostentatious display of Christian piety”. Every morning, as president, Bush would 
read a chapter from the Bible, and every evening he would pray. His faith seemed 
to serve as a kind of spiritual bulletproof vest in which he floated on regardless, serene 
in his belief that he is enveloped by ‘the redemptive power of Christ’. (21st November).
      Bush claims that he didn’t ask his father for advice on Iraq but rather turned to a 
‘higher father’ for guidance. He says that he was President because God gave him the 
job, not because he was chosen by the American people, and that he invaded both 
Afghanistan and Iraq because God ordered him to do so.
     Bush made no secret of being religious, but until the end of his premiership Blair 
downplayed it. In a BBC documentary in 2007 he said that politicians spoke freely 
about their religious faith in America, but if you did so in Britain “people do think you 
are a nutter”. Alistair Campbell, Blair’s press spokesman, once famously interjected 
when Blair was asked by David Margolick of Vanity Fair about his beliefs: “we don’t do 
God”. Not in public, certainly, but Blair very much DID do God. In The Journey he admits 
that he has ‘a passion bigger than politics, which is religion’.
     In 2009 John Burton, Blair’s political agent in his Sedgefield constituency for 24 years, 
published a book entitled We Don’t Do God, in which he maintained that Blair followed 
a Christian agenda throughout his premiership and was driven by the belief that good 
should triumph over evil. Intervention in Kosovo, Sierra Leone and Iraq were ‘all part of 
the Christian battle’. 
     In 2006 Blair told ITV’s Parkinson that religion illuminates his politics which are 
Christian in terms of values and philosophy. God, he said, will judge whether he had 
been right to go to war in Iraq. “If you have faith about these things then you realise 
that judgment is made by other people. If you believe in God, it’s made by God as 
well”, he told Parkinson.
      Here, then, were two Messianic leaders who saw themselves as instruments of 
Divine Providence seeking to rid the world of ‘evil’. After 9/11, Bush barely went a day 
in office without using the words ‘evil’, ‘evildoers’ or ‘axis of evil’. He’s the most 



recklessly religious President we’ve seen”, said Annie Laurie Gaylor, editor of 
Freethought Today, the publication of the Freedom from Religion Foundation, 
before the Iraq invasion. “He’s on a religious mission, and you can’t divorce religion 
from his militarism. He believes in fighting righteous war”.  
     Bush, Blair and Al Qaeda for that matter believed that God or Allah would guide 
them, so that earthly disapproval didn’t matter, even if it came from religious 
leaders themselves. Thus Islamic terrorists ignored the condemnations of many 
Islamic leaders and Blair ignored the pope, who opposed the Iraq War.
    There are, however, fundamental weaknesses in this approach to politics. Firstly, 
it is based on faith rather than reason and evidence, and that is not a good 
foundation for political action. We do not want our political leaders to make 
decisions as a result of their own feelings or because the ‘voice of God’ tells them 
what to do. That voice could tell them to drop a bomb and kill thousands – as 
indeed the Hiroshima bomb did. In short, once a person, organisation or 
government is convinced that God has ordered a cause, then anything goes, and 
history is littered with the bloodstained trail of religion-fuelled hate.
     Secondly, although there is confidence that God will be the ultimate judge, the 
leader in a democracy has to offer at least superficially rational justifications for his 
decisions. For the man of faith this process inevitably will involve a considerable 
amount of invention and even deception. The certainty of faith comes first, and 
then reasons are sought afterwards to reinforce it. This is exactly what happened 
with Bush and Blair after 9/11. Bush believed that he had ‘found his mission in life’: 
to lead the ‘war on terrorism’ and ‘rid the world of evil’. The reasons for action in 
pursuit of this end were manufactured after the mission was decided.
    The attack on the Twin Towers in 2001 was an awful atrocity, and Americans had 
every right to feel angry. They were also perfectly entitled to try to apprehend the 
planners and perpetrators. But this is a long way off going to war in Afghanistan 
and Iraq, and causing wanton death and destruction on a grand scale.
     The central pretext urged by Bush and Blair for the Iraq invasion was to rid it of 
its weapons of mass destruction and a supposedly imminent nuclear capability. 
Also, Bush misled the American people into believing that there was direct 
complicity between the Hussein regime in Iraq and the Al Qaeda terrorists 
responsible for 9/11. These reasons given for the war were entirely false. If Iraq 
really had such weapons, it would have been dangerous to attack the country. 
Instead, there was confidence that Iraq was ‘doable’, i.e. it could be easily defeated 
militarily precisely because it had no such weapons. On the other hand, it had 
large supplies of oil.
     In the UK, intelligence was ‘sexed up’, while in America the administration 
fabricated stories about Iraq’s WMD. In 2004, Charles Duelfer, leader of the Iraq 
Survey Group, reported that Saddam Hussein had destroyed most of his chemical 



and biological weapons after 1991 and that his nuclear programme had 
‘progressively decayed’.
     Ironically, American, British and coalition troops used weapons of mass destruction 
on a devastating scale in ‘searching’ for non-existent weapons of mass destruction in 
Iraq. The war cost 4,000 Americans and 179 Britons their lives, with another 58,000 
wounded or injured, not to mention the many thousands with mental health disorders. 
It has led to torture and brutality by American and British troops and trillions of dollars 
added to the US national debt.
    Estimates of the number of Iraqi civilians killed vary from 600,000 to over a million. 
About 4 million of the country’s population has been internally displaced, while 2.5 
million have left Iraq. Saddam Hussein was a self-serving dictator, but the war caused 
more Iraqi suffering than he ever did. Much of the country’s infrastructure has been 
destroyed.
    Iraq itself has become a more dangerous place for the average Iraqis since the US-led 
invasion, with Sunni and Shia Muslims at each other’s throats. So the US military has 
succeeded only in helping Iran consolidate Shia power in Iraq. In the wake of a bomb 
which killed 50 worshippers in a Catholic church, William Dalrymple suggested in the 
Guardian (12th November) that Bush and Blair have created a highly radicalised pro-
Iranian sectarian killing field, where most of the Iraqi Christian minority has been forced 
to flee abroad.
     Given the overt Christian faith of the two main architects of the 2003 invasion, there 
is, says Dalrymple, a tragic irony in the fact that their most lasting contribution to the 
region may be to have created the environment that led to the destruction of 
Christianity in one of its ancient heartlands  – something Arab, Mongol and Ottoman 
conquests all failed to pull off. 
     And what of the ‘war on terrorism’? Intelligence in both the USA and UK indicates 
that it has completely failed and had the reverse effect. In 2005 Bush stated that “by 
fighting these terrorists in Iraq, Americans in uniform are defeating a direct threat to 
the American people”. But the National Intelligence Estimate is that “the Iraq war has 
become a ‘cause celebre’ for jihadists...and is shaping a new generation of terrorist 
leaders and operatives”. One US study shows that the war has generated a stunning 
sevenfold increase in the yearly rate of jihadist attacks, amounting to hundreds of 
additional terrorist attacks and thousands of civilian lives lost throughout the world. Al 
Qaeda, which was in decline in 2002, was able to reinvent itself as a broader movement 
because the invasion seemed to corroborate the feeling that the US was at war with 
Islam.
     In July 2010 at the Chilcott Inquiry, Baroness Manningham-Buller, former head of 
MI5, said that the invasion of Iraq triggered a massive upsurge in terrorist activity 
against the UK. She had advised officials a year before the war that the threat posed by 



Iraq was ‘very limited’, an assessment that ‘turned out to be the right judgment’. But 
military action undoubtedly increased the terrorist threat.
      She also criticised the way the invasion had shifted attention away from the Al 
Qaeda threat in Afghanistan. The toppling of Saddam had given them a foothold in 
Afghanistan for the first time. “Arguably, we gave Osama bin Laden his Iraqi jihad”, she 
said.
       As for Afghanistan, the US and UK have been bogged down for nine years in a 
quagmire which the Taliban seem to be winning. The brutality in this war had been 
largely unreported until the Wikileaks disclosures in July 2010, which indicated that 
there have been thousands of civilian deaths, not only at the hands of coalition forces 
but also by US backed, trained and funded Afghan militias.
      If the 9/11 attack was organised in  that country, then a covert ‘police’ action should 
have been attempted to capture or, if necessary, kill the suspects. IRA Bombers from 
Dundalk were not met with British bombs in Dublin. But to launch full-scale wars of 
aggression and occupation against two independent, historically proud countries in 
which possibly a million more have died than the 3,000 on 9/11 is a gross overreaction 
and the US and UK have paid the price in a loss of any moral influence they may have 
had.
    This loss of authority is not confined to the Muslim world. As former Secretary-
General Kofi Annan has said, it violated international law because it was conducted 
against a sovereign state and a full member of the UN that represented no threat to 
the US or UK and had then no links to Al Qaeda and as such set a serious precedent in 
world affairs in its undermining of the United Nations. Arguably, it also gave the 
promotion of democracy a bad name.
    Thus the crusade of Bush and Blair boosted terrorism, caused more suffering, fuelled 
religious hatred and undermined international law. All good reasons why we should 
ensure that future political leaders really and sincerely ‘don’t do God’.    
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