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Barack Obama -    President USA. Priority - Democracy 
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David Cameron –  Prime-minster UK. Priority – Human rights

                                English,  aristocratic, arrogant, angry, 
                                fighting for re-election next  year
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                               French, political, analytical, pessimistic, defensive, 
                               fighting for re-election next year 
Reporter – CNN - positive
Reporter – SKY - negative
Note:  

The play is designed as amusing but dramatic fiction.  

All discussions are imaginary.  

Some new ideas and values may be worthy of consideration. 

                    ACT 1 – BEGINNINGS
THREE CHARACTERS – OBAMA (O), CAMERON (C) AND SARKOZI (S)  TOGETHER FOR BREAKFAST IN HOTEL PRIVATE RESTAURANT IN BRUSSELS  
O – What luck to be all together in confidence, just for this morning in Brussels. We are 
 waiting for the brief  CNN/SKY online interview this afternoon. It may have an impact on our EU Conference tomorrow on “Action in Libya”. The big question for us all (USA, France and UK) is: Have we done well, in Libya?  What’s your UK view, David? 
C –  Barack. We are absolutely right!!! We must bring humanitarian values to Arab politics!! This  morning is great for very frank private discussions on what we really want and believe, and dare not say in public.  Personally, I’m  angry with all the hopeless unreliable Libya news supported by horrific unverified videos.  I want honest reliable Libya news reporting, please.  Agreed for France, Nicolas? 
S – No David !!!  But I would like to agree with you. Libya news is often not honest. But then does the world really value honesty.  If we want our CNN/SKY on line interview this afternoon, to be effective, we must give the world what it wants to hear.  Like everyone else we have to be “manufacturing the news” to achieve our objectives. 

O – That is a very powerful viewpoint, Nicolas. I hope it is ethical. 

C – Of course !!! Nicolas has a point!!! Our key problem is to decide what we want to achieve  from the online TV show this afternoon. Then to sell it! The key question is:  Are we doing right in Libya … in the current confusing Middle East crisis, where everything seems to be in doubt.

 O –  Agreed David. Now, are we doing right in Libya ?

C – Of  course !!!

S – Of  course !!!

O – Of course !!! But … but …  key question … are we doing well in Libya?  
S -  Alas no!! No !!! No!!!

9 – Well, my priority is democracy. We must achieve it in Libya, for the future peace of the Arab world.

C – And, my priority is human rights, in any political system, democratic or otherwise. And I’m afraid you Barack, have not been too successful with your American democracy in Iraq and Afghanistan.  Is Arab democracy just an illusion in this very insecure Arab cultural world?  Gotta be tough to get human rights!!!
S – No!! Well my priority is security. I think that without security, you will have no democracy and no human rights  in Arab countries in 2011.  So far, with no security,  we only have the illusion of democracy in Iraq and Afghanistan!! 
O – Wait a moment, Nicolas. You can’t blame Iraq on me. That was George Bush;

S – Need for manufacturing the news?

C – And you can’t blame Afghanistan on me!!!  … that was Tony Blair.

S – Need for manufacturing the news? 
O - So, like good politicians, we  are all innocent of past mistakes … so now let’s … concentrate on the present … we need to convince CNN/SKY  this afternoon … that we are doing  well in Libya?
C – OK. And let’s be completely honest … just for now.. between ourselves … the question to decide  … before Libya … did we do  well in Tunisia and Egypt?  Let’s start with Tunisia …

S – Well Barack. There I feel a bit guilty about Tunisia. You see I was such a good friend of Ben Ali, the president who kept peace for 23 years. We had such a great personal relationship. He made it a Tunisia a prosperous tourist industry, a secure peaceful country with high education for so many young people. 
O – Agreed.

S – No!!! When the unrest began I had to help my friend maintain security by putting  down the protests.
O – Oh dear. Not very democratic Nicolas, when you knew about  his dictatorship  and corruption?

S – Guilty your honour!  I knew something … but did not feel inclined to question it … because he was a good friend of France for peace, stability and security.
C – Yes, very understandable!!! But not excusable!!!
S – No!!! But we can’t control everybody.  Ben Ali helped the great Tunisian national hero, Muhammad Bouazizi, to achieve independence from France.  So I didn’t think criticizing him would be very diplomatic. Especially when the new unrest  began in the little Tunisian town of Sidi Bouzid.  It happened there before in liberation from France..
C – Seems to be a Tunisian cultural norm!!!  But why must we always have violence and war to achieve human rights to peace?

S - Independence always seems to come with violence. In Tunisia this time, it was reasonably peaceful with Ben Ali. The key political unrest was said to relate … just said to relate … to ending: injustice, official corruption, youth unemployment and poverty, rather than the lack of democracy. Perhaps it was really related to cash and corruption?
O – Which are everywhere, especially in France and UK. 

C – And in USA too. But in the UK I have to confess senior government corruption.

O – You confess too?

C – Yes, I admit, some years ago …  there was UK/Arabic corruption in the UK on sale of warplanes to Saudi Arabia. And this was deliberately concealed by the government.  
O – Concealed. A bit disappointing!!!

C - But of course it was not us!!! … the Conservatives… !!! it was under the previous labour government …  my old friend Tony Blair!!!
S – No!!! We just need manufacturing of the news?

C – But I am working on it …!! 
O – Was corruption and lack of democracy, was the real problem in Tunisia? Hence the unrest and rebellion !!!. 
S – No!! I think the rebellion was mainly caused by lack of jobs and cash for educated young and older people. And the unrest became so great … with so  many people on the streets … that even with my French help … Ben Ali lost control and left the country after 23 years. Such a shame!
O – Well hooray, now they have achieved democratic freedom … so why do so many people want to emigrate to Italy and France?

S – Cash and jobs …!!!  the real need …

O – But,  now with Tunisian democratic elections are coming up in July 2011. There will be 44 political parties…  a bit too much for effective democracy …
S – They all have demands, but no specific plans to deal with the financial crisis caused by the revolutionary impact of causing collapse of the tourist industry.  

O – But, we all supported the Tunisian revolution and the fight for democracy … which caused an Tunisian economic disaster … and emigration. Should we feel guilty too?
S – No.  It was inevitable! We did  nothing about it. But now there is hope.  One Tunisian group with a national organization called Nahna, is active! It is run by Ajmi Lourimi who was imprisoned by Ben Ali for 17 years. 
C – So I wonder what his revenge priorities are now !!!!
S – He must get the police back for security. Under Ben Ali, the police main job was political surveillance. Corruption was normal.  So with the in the uprising, Tunisians had a good excuse …

O – Good excuse?

S – Yes, they attack police stations when the police vanish!

O – And France supported first Ben Ali … and then left him… and supported  violent revolution?  
S - Now tourism has dropped!!! By 40 per cent! Trade with Libya in low cost goods has disappeared. 70,000 Tunisians who worked in Libya have come  home!!! 
O - Surely there must be a better way to achieve democracy, human rights and security?
S – Guilty again.  We should have pushed Ben Ali for a peaceful way, without need for violence and economic collapse. t 

O – But do try to be more positive Nicolas … Tunisia now will have a democratic government?  Or will it be Al Qaeda in disguise? 
S – No!!! Well perhaps? Even after Ben Ali fled, there was a wave of strikes and social disorder over continuing poverty. So we really don’t know how active Al Qaeda will be in the new Tunisia.
C – And so we …  France, UK and USA all supported the Tunisian revolution!!!  We  motivated the secret opposition groups … to take action …in Tunisia … and this success in Tunisia … we motivated similar uprisings in Egypt and Libya !!! Oh dear!!!
S – And then on to  Bahrain, Yemen and Morocco … so have we done well?
O – I’m feeling guilty;  Did we did we start it all? Are we really responsible? Well? Did we do well  in Tunisia?

C - Human rights? Yes and no !!! It can begin to bring them back …  when the police become active  again...
S - .Security? We shall have to see … Al Qaeda is very clever ….

O – Democracy? My priority. For democracy to work we need peaceful not violent change, especially in the Arabic tribal culture of  traditional revenge and violence?  It has not yet worked out in Iraq or Afghanistan. Perhaps it will need our help and funding for so many years ahead in Tunisia  … with more funding …  if we want to appear to achieve success? 

C- You make a point. Need for manufacturing the news … if we want to appear to achieve success … in Tunisia and find success at home!!!
. 
O – And be re-elected in UK?…

C – Not now Barack please !!!. Tunisia! Is democracy impossible in Arabic environments?!!!  I would like to think it is possible in Tunisia … but perhaps not yet ….

O – Well so let’s move now from, Tunisia to  Egypt. 
C - Another corrupt Arab dictatorship !!! Hheavily subsidized by you Barack and the USA for many years.  Barack, how can you possibly you justify it … with your honest American democratic values?  
O – OK .  My turn to apologize. We supported a rather corrupt president dictator … for good reasons …
S – A personal friend of yours… ?

O – Well, yes. We supported him  with  arms, training and with millions of dollars for over 20 years.

S – Why?

O – We try to bring peace to the Middle East and to support the survival of  Israel.

S – To be fair; Israel does have nuclear weapons, and an attack on Israel could begin a world nuclear war. So security of Israel from the Arabs, is of world importance and

can be justified.

O – Thank you, Nicolas, I always welcome support. For peace with Arabs and Israel. President Mobarack was our best chance.

C – And of course, Jewish cash can help your re-election in American democracy!!! In USA you need many millions to be elected president. It’s a bit less expensive in the UK;

S – True, but getting back to Egypt please … So how did rebellion succeed in Egypt after so many years of dictator control?
O – International support for the Tunisian rebel success, created a whole new environment of revolutionary confidence.

C – So here we are again … all responsible … for uprisings …

O – Yes alas, it gave confidence to concealed  suppressed opposition groups in Egypt, like the Muslim Brotherhood (Salafists)  and Al Qaeda. It gave  hope of international support for revolution  … and perhaps even for concealed terrorism …
C – Publicized with conflicting manufactured news every 15 minutes by CNN and SKY !!!
O – Yes, and how could they organize such huge numbers of protestors in the streets, that even the army stopped supporting Mobarak and finally took over the government.

S – Critical political skill!!! To get such huge numbers of people on the streets and bring in CNN and SKY … get worldwide coverage… achieve the impossible … so we must all  do well this afternoon … please!!!

O - I’m nervous already!!!  But, hopefully with change in Egypt  so democratic reform could then be started? 
S - But what reform? Muslim reform? The Salafists (Muslim Brotherhood)?

O – Well, they had been brutally suppressed by Mobarak.!!!  With an+ the army take over of the government, they became all powerful in the rebel government committees. They made high level diplomatic contacts with all of us and the UN.  Have to admit they were politically very successful. 
C – We all naively accepted them without any investigation of what they would actually do when they came in to full power in Egypt. No security.
S  – Security?  In revolution there is no security. Even at a local level  in Egypt there aree Vigilantes. 
C – Vigilantes?

O – Yes, self appointed Vigilantes take over in some localities, when the police leave..

C – What did Vigilantes do in Egypt? 

O – Revenge!!! For example. The case of the arrest of Anwar Mitri in Qena, a school administrator in upper Egypt.  Some self appointed Muslim vigilantes, arrested him and cut off  his ear for the crime of having sex with a woman, they claimed was a prostitute. 
C – There is always  concealed motivation for violent behavior!!!
O – Yes. So Anwar was really arrested,  because he was a Coptic Christian not a Muslim. They told him that with Mobarak gone,  Christians were no longer protected by the State Security Investigators. Hence all Christians can now be “corrected”.
C – So much for human rights and freedom in the new Egypt !!!  In Arabic culture, can human rights ever be  protected?
O – Good point, David!  The culture is so strong, that it will take generations to change it. Another case - at Asyut University in north of  Egypt, the local Salafist (Muslim Brotherhood)  put out a rumour that they would throw acid at any unveiled woman student;

S – Reaction?

O – Evacuation of all Christian female students from the university!

C – What about Mobarak!!! I read somewhere he became very sick almost died.
O – Salafists, have to have  revenge. So many of  them were imprisoned for years and years, by Mobarak.

S – Mobarack !!! Financed by USA for hundreds of millions of dollars.

 O – Oh dear. I apologize again. So perhaps the Salafists organized the rebellion, that  overthrew the Mobarak government. Then revenge took over.  Mobarak, although almost dying  in hospital, was arrested, and transferred to a prison hospital. His sons were arrested too. And his overseas corrupted funding was blocked. 

S - .And perhaps Al Qaeda may be concealed and very active? Al Qaeda lives and dies for revenge!!

C – Revenge. Even the English language mouthpiece, “Al-Qaeda of  the Arabian Peninsula” suggested:

   “The Arab revolutionary enthusiasm  is the golden age of opportunity!!! The 
    revolutions are shaking the thrones of dictators and are good for Muslims, good for the 
    Mujahideen and bad for the imperialists of  the West and their henchmen in the 
    Muslim world!!!” 

O – And very diplomatically … the NATO supreme allied commander for Europe gently suggested to American senators that:
       ”A flicker of intelligence suggested, that al-Qaeda and other guerilla groups are 
         reinforcing the Egyptian rebellion!”.

S -  Need for manufacturing the news? So perhaps, with the army and our … naïve …  help … the revolution in Egypt, was a Golden Opportunity” to create chaos …

O – Not our objective at all …

S - Yes but … a Golden Opportunity” to create chaos …and bring Al-Qaeda to power with the Salafists?  Not to all to achieve our type of democracy, but to achieve a controlled Muslim dictatorship?
O – Guilty again. But can we trust new Arabic rebel governments that may have such different cultural values of democracy, human rights and security? Is Arab  democracy an American illusion?
C – Perhaps it is, but  I share it with you Barack!!!!!!  But what annoys me intensely … is … having made such terrible democratic mistakes in Iraq and Afghanistan … why are still ignoring Arabic  cultural realities … and possibly … now are making the same mistakes again?  

O - Perhaps in Egypt we had  no alternative togive  a better chance for our humanitarian values?  

C- So overall … did we do well in Egypt?   
.

O – Democracy?  I say … maybe …?

C - Human rights? I say … maybe ...?
S -  No !!! Security?  No!!!  Al-Qaeda is still everywhere … and in so many different disguises?

O – So nothing much we can do now for Tunisia and Egypt … except cash … but for Libya still have a chance …

C – Need for manufacturing the  news … and remember … in politics … cash is a great motivator …  

O – Thank you both for a great honest discussion sharing our real opinions … I need a break to recover with coffee. Then we can go on  … to discuss the big one … where we still have a chance do things … Libya!!!  OK?  
S – A break for coffee … and then may I suggest … both come up to my room which has full security clearance. After lunch we can go on the special CNN/ SKY room to make our case …
O - We must get everything very clear on Libya!!!  …to get the EU support we need ….tomorrow!!
S – With a very special need for very effective manufactured news … on we go … together …
STOP - WITH BREAK  FOR COFFEE
                  ACT  2 – CONSEQUENCES
SAME CHARACTERS  IN  THE  PRIVATE SECURE  HOTEL  BEDROOM OF SARCOZI
S – Welcome, my friends.  For confidential vry frank discussion.  Security guaranteed!!

O – I needed a break. Coffee brings my mind back. We are so full of good intentions about democracy. Do Arabs really want it with all the concaled realities. Perhaps they really prefer a peaceful luxurious dictatorship with lots of money and jobs?

C – No! NO! No! We need to motivate Libya for democracy and for public honesty. Not for corrupt private secret agendas.  

O - With all of our huge budget deficits and financial crises, we also need to get ourselves re-elected at home;
S –  So (LAUGHING) for Libya we need good objectives: democracy, human rights and security. And for home we need to achievement for  re-election, perhaps helped by a just a little gentle manufacturing of the news.  So now for frank discussion on  Libya.  First - David?
C – Yes, my turn to apologize. UK made a terrible mistake.  We knew Qaddafi was a ruthless dictator with no value for democracy, human rights and security. But with the huge UK BP oil developments, it was so important for us in UK, to have stable relations with Libya. So we accepted almost anything to save the great economic advantage, despite poor security. 

S – No!!  Not true!!.  Gadaffi did support security. Over the years, he learned to change from terrorism and nuclear development, to help us fight Al Qaeda.  He was stable, in control and relating to other countries without terrorism! Perhaps he could even hava learned about  human rights … over time?
O – Agreed Nicolas. But isn’t interesting, how in politics, we can choose to believe what we want to, regardless of the facts, and then by manufacturing the news, we justify our sometimes false viewpoints?
C – No! No! Not false! Qaddafi  is a brutal, corrupt dictator. Corruption may be  normal in Arabic politics!  But he has major army and civilian  support in Tripoli and Western Libya,  except for Misrata. His army is vastly superior to the rebels based on Benghazi. They seem to be enthusiastic amateurs.  What more can we do,  while Qaddafi still has cash and support of his people?  Incidentally, did you know he is not an Arab?
O  – Not an Arab?

C – No. His parents were Italian and Jewish. 

S - What a surprise!!! So he did wonderfully well to get and keep in power in Libya for so many years without rebellion;. 

C – Not true!  In Libya, there has been long term year rebellion in Darna.  It was in the tough hills north of Benghazi, and Qaddafi  could never suppress. This old old rebellion provided the action and organization, for  the  Muslim Brotherhood, to make the current 2010 rebellion, and to arise in Benghazi. The rebels were been waiting for so many years 
O – Oh my goodness. So with our international support for the Arab rebels …  and their success in Tunisia and Egypt … we  encouraged the Libyan rebels to try their luck …to  achieve the impossible … to overthrow Qaddafi  … So perhaps we are responsible … whether it wins or loses?
C – And we  justify our violent action on humanitarian grounds!!! We achieved the vague  1973 UN Security Council Resolution, to stop Qaddafi air power wiping out the rebels! All in the name of  “saving civilian lives”. And it allowed to use our superior high tech air power to knock out the heavy weapons of Qaddafi, and save the rebels.
S – France was the key enthusiast. We even persuaded China and Russia to abstain, despite their disagreement with 1973!!!. 

C – And we achieved the necessary Security Council majority with the vote South Africa, a recognized brutal African dictator … so we could destroy Qaddafi !!! 

O - So we used  the devil to fight for God … with a little manufactured news …
C – Makes me wonder about the ethics of our political decisions, which we say are taken for humanitarian objectives in Libya, when we may really be preserving oil supplies.

S - Interesting that we made no effort to find peaceful ways to settle the dispute. We  used high tech planes to kill Qaddafi troops and thus to help the rebels to fight him.
C – All justified by unlimited alternative interpretations of  UN resolution 1973, to save civilian lives. Could we even poison Qaddafi  and call hm a  legitimate UN target, to save even more civilian lives?
S – Security please!! Civilian lives must be saved!! But when the rebel troops wear no uniforms and they cannot be distinguished for civilians, except when actually firing (not merely carrying) guns.  Very difficult for both NATO and Qaddafi.  And with manufacturing of the news reports, that only atrocities committed by Qaddafi aqre reported, not atrocities by the rebel troops.

 C - So worrying, that in an economic financial crisis with huge budget deficit, we can cut government services, to get into another Arab war (with Libya), and spend millions of dollars on planes and supplies to destroy Qaddafi  tanks and command posts.
O – Are we realistic about our democracy values? No effort or talk of peace.  Just Qaddafi must leave … and … voluntarily of course to save civilian lives … fly direct to The Hague to be judged as a war criminal, despite support by  thousands of  his Libya troops and supporters.

C – Another political illusion?!!!  Is fighting Qaddafi  a  “humanitarian” project to save civilian lives? Do we really believe that? Will anyone believe it?
S – Need some very good manufacturing of the  news!!! .We decided to bring Qaddafi  down. So we supported the rebels in Benghazi, just like Tunisia and Egypt … without any reassurance … but in the name of democracy, human rights or security!!!

O – But now I ask, why Qaddafi  and not other dictators in Syria? Not Yemen,  Bahrain,  Ivory Coast, Zimbabwe etc ?  Should we  dare to support rebels in Tibet, in China and Russia with another UN for humanitarian resolution?
C – Yes!!! So why did we choose Libya? 

S – Oil!!! Oil !!! Oh dear !!!
C – But why not Saudi Arabia - another powerful dictator?
S -  Too powerful!!! Good friends. Huge oil supplies. Remember in the old days, the West paid four dollars a barrel for Arabian oil? Uprising in Saudie  could create a world economic crisis! Even we can’t afford that!!!
O – So, now I wonder who we are kidding with our objectives of democracy, human rights, and security?

S – Do we fool anybody but ourselves and the ones who vote for us?  And without re-election we ourselves are lost!
C – So now, we have to ask ourselves …  are we supporting Qaddafi  downfall … to get ourselves re-elected?

S – That will need some extraordinary manufacturing of the news.
O – But with the vague  UN Security Council resolution 1973i, is there anything we cannot do,  to achieve our Libya objectives, achieve an end of Qaddafi?

C- . We have already used our planes to destroy 40 percent of  Qaddafi  tanks.  We have used our ships to evacuate the wounded from Misrata  ... near to Tripoli and quietly allowed rebels to land, guns and supplies to help the rebels … but what about money? 
O – Money is the great political motivator. Perhaps if we finance rebels and … and run Qaddafi out of cash?

C – And more … no troops on land … but we could landed army training units to help the incompetent for rebel forces. 
S - Without our resolution 1973 airpower support, Qaddafi would have  taken Benghazi and the Libya war would be over. And  Qaddafi, the Italian Jew, who almost took Benghazi, still stops rebel advances over and over and threatens Misrata. So can we continue to reject peace offers from Qaddafi and  the African Union?  
C – I am amazed that UN does not insist upon peace negotiation? Maybe with partition  like Korea, Sudan etc.!!!
 O – So many questions to answer about what the UN allows  us to do in Libya; Will need a lot of manufacturing of the news, to win EU support tomorrow !!

C – Could it even be that we …may even be creating … a final takeover of Libya by the Salafists and Al Qaeda.

O -. Perhaps Libya is a tribal violent culture which can only be controlled and governed by a dominant force? Perhaps this is Iraq and Afghanistan again? Will we ever win? Ever learn? I wonder …
S – No! No! No need for pessimism!!! We can control of  billions of dollars of Tunisian, Egyptian and Libyan corruption money in Suisse and other banks. How can we decide who to give it to … who will not do the same corrupt things … in a tough Arabic culture?

C – Wait a moment. There are so many possibilities. I am confused!!! The rebels cannot win without our troops on the ground.  Qaddafi  will not give up. Our attempts to assassinate him … oh sorry … excuse me … to attack his command posts  … “to save humanitarian civilian lives” … have we failed … ?
S – No!! No !! No !! Let us now make our judgments  … in confidence of course … on democracy, human rights and security … have we done well in Libya? Dempcracty, human rights, security? Barack?
O – Democracy?  Well … we have influenced Qaddafi  … to reform a bit … and the rebels say they want democracy  … our planes and arms have saved Benghazi as a future democratic centre … so overall … we have not won … but we have done well … and with a bit manufacturing of the news … democracy may even happen …

S – Security?  Alas limited security under Qaddafi  and probably none under the rebels … who don’t allow any bad news  to be published … death and disorder are everywhere in Libya … no one wants peace ..; they only want to win… and who knows what revenge  and terror each side will install when they have full power … but we have done well … and with a bit of good manufacturing of the news … security may even happen ……  
C – Finally human rights? Have disappeared from Libya …but we have held Benghazi … but we have done well … and with a bit of good manufacturing of the news … human rights may even happen ……  
O  – Right!!!  So this has been a great discussion. Very frank open and honest among good friends.  We all agree on so many of our objectives for Libya, such as democracy, human rights and security …  and we all agree  … that to achieve support for these objectives tomorrow  … so we will  need some very effective  manufacturing of the news … this afternoon … and by chance it may even help our home problems of  re-election  ….

C - So now is the time for a delicious lunch break. After lunch, we will have about 30 minutes to finalize our expectations for CNN/SKY on line interview … this afternoon … 
S -  It is going to be a very challenging afternoon !!! … so for  lunch … we need a very inspiring French wine please … on we go  …!!! 
BREAK FOR LUNCH
                 ACT  III – EXPECTATIONS
SAME CHARACTERS  IN THE SPECIAL PRIVATE HOTEL  ROOM, FOR THE CNN/SKY ON LINE NEWS INTERVIEW

O – That was a delicious lunch and a break from our worries. We  have just about 30 minutes to be ready for the CNN/SKY online news interview.. 
C - Now for final decisions… the interview will probably only last for 15 minutes … .
S - We have covered Tunisia, Egypt  and Libya … with problems and difficult solutions;
The key question is: Have we done well in Libya? 

O – For democracy not yet.  My concern is that we are helping to pull down one dictator, but perhaps are putting a tougher Muslim dictator in his place. 

S -  No!! No!! But with Yemen, Syria, Bahrein and Morocco  rising up, it does make one wonder whether we know what we are doing. Especially having such trouble in Iraq and Afghanistan.  It is a bit worrying …
O - What are our personal worries? Let’s express them now?
C – My key worry is that with the huge UK budget deficit and  the coming local elections, how can I justify spending so much UK money on Libyan air strikes, while cutting UK health services, to save cash.
O – Alas my worry is lower popularity with re-election coming next year in USA. Perhaps Ben Laden could save me? Ben Laden killed 3000 Americans in the 9/11 attack on New York.  If I could capture him in Libya, I could become a national hero again.  
S – No! That is impossible!!! But I join the worry club for France, with re-election coming up next year. So we have so much in common!
C – So what are we going to say on the CHH/SKY online news interview in just 25 minutes from now? The truth about the complex uncertain Arabic environment?  But what is the truth?

S –  No! No! How relevant is the truth?  In politics, truth is q matter of opinion!! Do our people really want to know the sad truth, or do they want hope … for the future … with some gentle manufacturing of the  news?

C – We must be politically honest and yet diplomatic!!! Any manufacturing of the news must bring hope … yes the hope for… democracy, human rights and security in Libya,, despite the Arabic realities of violence, revenge, crime and corruption.

S – Tough job!!! But we can do it.  Each one of us can make a five minute presentation, … so that there is no time left for embarrassing questions.

O – Great idea. 

C -  So let us each take our personal priority and set the stage.
O – OK!  USA first!! Democracy in Libya.  Dictators have fallen in Tunisia, Egypt and Libya.  Control for new elections is in the safe hands of the army or a reliable revolutionary committee. Political prisoners have been freed  and so free elections will be coming. Democracy is being achieved. We have done well in Libya.

C – That is very good manufacturing of the news!!! It will please so many people!!!  I don’t know how absolutely true it is, but that is not too important just now. It is in the right area. 
O – So now for human rights, please David?

C – OK!  Human rights; The UK priority for Libya is Human Rights: freedom of expression, food , shelter, work, education, religion and ethics.  Under Qaddafi, human rights were non-existent. So many political prisoners spent years in prison. Now they are mostly free again, and the new government in Benghazi, when democratically elected this year, will defend human rights.  We have done well in Libya.
O -  Excellent!!! It may a bit optimistic, but it is what everyone wants to hear. A great manufacturing job. Now for security, please Nicolas?

S – OK. Much more difficult, because Al Qaeda and the Muslim Brotherhood may soon be involved with power in the Libyan government. Their objectives are not peaceful.   They prefer violence. Perhaps violence is more exciting for young Arabs? They hate America for saving Israel! But, that is not entirely your fault, Barack, so I don’t  blame you for it.

O – Thank you Nicolas. You are very kind.  You see I have no choice but to defend Israel’s survival, which is key factor in USA internal political financing.  Alas the Arabs want the opposite. But I think we can find a way ….  with some funding for their development projects …  cash is a great motivator both business and in politics!!!
S – OK!  Now France for security The absence of the  Arab dictators, who supported Al Qaeda will bring new security Libya. With highly  improved  electronic intelligence systems, we can prevent any future 9/11 and other violent disasters.  We may even capture Ben Laden, at last. We have done well in Libya.
O – Excellent. Any further comments before we let in the CNN and SKY online interviewers?

C – We must emphasize the fact that everything we have done was authorized by the 1973  UN Security Council Resolution!!!! Despite  it’s vague  humanitarian interpretations, 1973 can allow us to do almpst anything, if we call it “saving civilian lives”. How could such a powerful body as the UN approve such a vague resolution despite Chinese and Russian abstentions? It will always be a mystery to me!!! 

O – And still no UN Security Council motivation to pass a new much more specific resolution, which would emphasize peace more than conflict!!!  But now in our online effort, what are the things we want to … avoid … avoid  being discussed?
S – Things I don’t  want my current low level of  political popularity to come up. 
O – Me too.  After 9/11, capturing Ben Laden would make me a re-elected American hero.  But just now, I don’t want my re-election campaign to be discussed.

C  - I don’t want the UK Conservative-Liberal Alliance and spending money on the Libya war when we have a huge budget deficit,  to get into discussion.
 O – I think we are ready …

ENTRY OF CNN and SKY interviewers with TV cameras MOVING
CNN – Thank you gentlemen for this brief TV on line interview on what you are doing to resolve the current crisis in Libya.

SKY – Yes, thank you indeed. The public wants  to know the truth about the  objectives and achievements of USA, UK and France in dealing with the Libyan crisis.

O – Yes indeed. I fully agree with you. Our objectives for Libya are clear.  We want to help Libya to achieve: Democracy, Human Rights and Security. These are of critical importance to world peace in 2011.
CNN – Agreed.

SKY – Agreed.

O – So we have each prepared a short statement.

CNN – Thank you. But could you just give a copy to us in writing. This is TV online and with millions viewers watching live for only 15 minutes …  we just want to ask you seven key questions? Please.

C – Can we make our statements first!!!?
SKY – No!!! Well, sorry …  no time … this is just a 15 minute online news interview between publicity slots. We have no time. Just time for seven questions please …this is online to millions .. and we only have 15 minutes of air time … OK?

O – Well OK.  Go ahead. First question?
CNN INTRODUCTION WITH ON LINE TV CAMERAS WORKING 
CNN – This is a joint CNN/SKY on line news interview in Brussels with the key political figures of USA, France and UK to deal with seven questions on the crisis in Libya, just before the critical UN/EU conference tomorrow.

The key figures are: 

The President of  the United States – Barack Obama – welcome!!!!!

The President of France – Nicolas Sarcozi – welcome!!!!!
The Prime Minister of the UK – David Cameron – welcome!!!!!
SKY: Just seven questions. Question No. 1. What do you want to achieve in Libya? 
O – We want protect civilian lives to achieve the end of dictatorship and the beginning of democracy;

C - We want  human rights to come again to Libya, with release of political prisoners, freedom, food, shelter, work and education for all.

S – We want to achieve security for the Libyan people and the world. 
CNN - Can democracy work in a violent Arab corrupt culture like Libya?

O – Yes within limits, but it may take time. We have to accept that corruption is normal in some cultures.
CNN – How long to achieve democracy? Five years?
C – Well, it is hard to say, but we will be there until democracy is somehow achieved.

SKY – In the current financial crisis, do you have the national resources to fight on in Libyan air space for five years?
S – No, but we may get access to all the confiscated corruption money Qaddafi  and others stored abroad.  Anyway we hope it will all be over this year, when Qaddafi runs out of cash.
EDITING NOTE: NEED TO IMPROVE THE EXTRA QUESTIONS ( IN BLACK TYPE) TO MAKE THEM VERY TOUGH, VERY EMBARASSING AND YET VERY AMUSING

SKY – Thank you. Now Question No. 2. How can you expect democracy in Libya, when you have failed to achieve it in Iraq and Afghanistan?

O – We have learned and can do better. Libya is different.

C – In Libya there is a diplomatically competent rebel government taking over in Benghazi  and with diplomatic skills..

S – Libya is closer to France in so many ways, and we can help them indefinitely
CNN – But why don’t you concentrate on peace negotiations instead of helping the rebels to fight more and more? Would peace not save more civilian lives?
O – We don’t believe in making peace with a ruthless dictator!

S – Nobody wants peace in Libya. They want to win. 

SKY – Surely the UN is set up to establish peace and cooperation not violence to the world conflicts?
C – Peace can come later when Qaddafi has gone away.

S – If Qaddafi wins there will be no peace.
CNN – Can  you save more civilian lives with peace or war?

S -  It all depends on the political issues involved. In Libya we do.

O – Got to win first!

C-  The rebels refuse peace. They want to win.
SKY – Thank you. Question No.3. Did you get NATO to attack .Qaddafi’s home  in Tripoli with the intention of killing him?

O – No. We followed UN 1973 to protect civilians by disarming Qaddafi’s command posts in which by chance, he and his family, happened to live.
C – No. But if it had happened, it would not be our fault, because we only protect civilians.

S – Qaddafi is a security risk which we have to attack on humanitarian grounds.

CNN – Do you deny trying to kill Qaddafi?

C – Yes.  We were just following UN 1973, protecting civilians by attacking Qaddafi command posts!

S – Yes, but it would make peace a bit easier to achieve;

SKY – Did you know,  with your high technology communication systems, that  Qaddafi’s family would be there in danger from your attack?

C – No. .  We just follow UN 1973 so saves lives.

S – Qaddafi is not a civilian. We only protect civilians.
SKY – Qaddafi family?

O – Good question. Life in Libya is very tough.

SKY – Thank you. Question No.4. How can you achieve human rights (freedom, food, shelter, education, health care) in Libya which is full guns and of tribal powers seeking revenge for past damage?

O – We are sending training teams to reorganize the rebel army and we will include human rights protection in the training.

C – We are educating the rebels to defend themselves against Qaddafi with heavy weapons which are no appropriate for personal revenge issues.
S - We want the rebels to fight for democracy against Qaddafi, not fight with each other;

CNN – Could you achieve human rights in Libya, better by negotiation for peace, rather than supporting more fighting?

O – No. We don’t think Qaddafi  really believes in peace or human rights.
S – No. Qaddafi has to go before we negotiate for peace;
C – We respect the human rights of the Libyan tribes to do what they think is best for them.
CNN – Do most Arabic countries believe and comply with UN human rights?

C – Well, no; But we do and so we promote it all countries.

SKY – In which Arab countries are women’s human rights fully protected to UN standard.
C – None yet. But progress is being made in many Arabic countries, and it takes time to change some traditional cultural values.
CNN – Thank you. Question No.5. What is you excuse for attacking in Libya and taking no action against Syria, Yemen and Bahrain?

O – We are in a financial crisis in USA and cannot help everyone. UN should do that.

C – Syria, Yemen and Bahrain are too complex for us to dare to interfere.

S – I am in favour of taking them all on if we can persuade NATO, EU and the UN to  join and finance us. It will take French attention away from internal political and financial problems.
CNN – Should you concentrate on helping Syria rather than Libya?

O – No. Too far away from Europe.  Libya is more convenient and has more oil. … oh sorry ….  excuse me … more need of human rights.
SKY – Why not help rebels in Russia or China?
C – Against UN standards to interfere in any other country’s internal problems.
CNN – So why did you interfere with Libya?

O – To protect civilians under 1973!!!
SKY – Thank you. Question No.6. Why don’t you make peace not war in Libya?
O – USA is a very religious country and by tradition, we never make friends with the Devil.

C – UK believes in peace with the right people.

S – France is willing if  Qaddafi surrenders now.

CNN – Did South Africa help you to pass the UN resolution?

O –  Maybe, I didn’t notice.

SKY – So you take help from dictators too? 

C – Only if we have to. Perhaps we can get him later?
CNN – Thank you. Question No. 7. What final statements would you like to make to explain your action in attacking Libya, which is an established member of the United Nations?
O – OK!  USA first!! Democracy in Libya.  Dictators have fallen in Tunisia, Egypt and Libya. Control for new elections in the safe hands of the army or a reliable revolutionary committee. Political prisoners have been freed  and so free elections will be coming. Democracy is being achieved. We have done well in Libya.

C – OK!  Human rights; Now the UK priority for Libya is Human Rights: freedom of expression, food , shelter, work, education, religion and ethics.  Under Qaddafi, the Libyan dictator human rights were non-existent. So many political prisoners spent years in prison. Now they are mostly free again, and the new governments in Benghazi, when democratically elected this year, will defend human rights.  We have done well in Libya.

S – OK!  Now France for security The absence of the  Arab dictators, who supported Al Qaeda will bring new security Libya. With highly  improved  electronic intelligence systems, we can prevent any future 9/11 and other violent disasters.  We may even capture Ben Laden, at last. We have done well in Libya.

O – Libya is very complex, because Al Qaeda and the Muslim Brotherhood may become active in the Libyan government. Their objectives may not fit well with a peaceful coexistence with USA, but we will handle that together!.
.

CNN – Thank you for answering our key seven questions on the Libya crisis.

SKY – Thank you for a wonderful on line press interview which will bring new insights to the world on what you are doing for: democracy, human rights and security in Libya.

SKY – Goodbye from SKY in Brussels. .

CNN – Goodbye from CNN in Brussels; now back to the studio. 

CNN AND SKY LEAVE WITH CAMERAS

O – Well I think we did well.  We kept saying … We have done well in Libya … even I am began to believe it …. 

S – And our news was so well manufactured … and repeated so often  … almost everyone will too … 

C - So did I. I think our news was well manufactured … to meet the expectations of both our Arabic and our non- Arabic audiences … who will now … hopefully … agree … that … we have done well in Libya.

O – Agreed.   Perhaps later tonight and tomorrow … we shall see the effect of our well manufactured news … in achieving support  from EU, UN and NATO … ?
S – And perhaps we shall also see … how our other less public agendas are also going to be realized…?
C – Yes… on we go for a well earned drink …
O - On we go together ….hooray for manufactured news … now even I believe … we have done well in Libya.
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