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The 2026 conflict between the United States, Israel, and the Islamic Republic of Iran represents
more than a tectonic shift in Middle Eastern geopolitics; it serves as the ultimate validation of
George Orwell’s warnings regarding the corruption of language and the psychology of power. As
Operation Epic Fury unfolds, the rhetoric employed by the American administration and its
ideological allies provides a contemporary laboratory for the study of Newspeak and
Doublethink. Central to this analysis is the concept of transferred nationalism, particularly
within the framework of Christian Zionism, which has allowed a significant portion of the
American populace to view a pre-emptive war of aggression as a spiritual and defensive
necessity. By examining the rebranding of the Department of War and the systematic "memory-
holing" of prior diplomatic efforts, this paper argues that the current war is sustained not just by
military hardware, but by a linguistic environment that makes dissent nearly impossible to
articulate. Through an Orwellian lens, we explore how "pacification" has come to mean the
destruction of ten thousand sites, and how the pursuit of global energy dominance is framed as
a crusade for liberation. This study seeks to peel back the layers of political euphemism to reveal
the grim reality of the permanent war state.
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1. Introduction: The Orwellian Shadow over 2026

The year 2026 has become the definitive temporal marker for the collapse of political clarity and
the triumph of the permanent war state. As the smoke clears from the initial salvos of
Operation Epic Fury, it is increasingly evident that the conflict between the United States, Israel,
and the Islamic Republic of Iran is not merely a clash of kinetic forces, but a profound crisis of
language and logic. The initiation of hostilities on February 28, 2026, marked by nearly nine
hundred air strikes in a single twelve-hour window, was presented to the global public not as a
declaration of war, but as a mandatory exercise in regional sanitation. In this environment, the
ghost of George Orwell does not merely hover; it dictates the script. The swift assassination of
Supreme Leader Ali Khamenei and the subsequent elevation of his son, Mojtaba Khamenei,
have been framed within a Western narrative that mirrors the structural inversions of 1984. We
are told that the destruction of ten thousand targets across the Iranian plateau is an act of
pacification, and that the resulting humanitarian catastrophe is a secondary byproduct of a
primary moral crusade.

Central to the ideological maintenance of this war is the rebranding of the American military
apparatus. The executive decision to rename the Department of Defense as the Department of
War represents a rare moment of linguistic honesty that paradoxically serves a larger web of
deceit. While the name change strips away the euphemism of defense, it replaces it with a
celebratory embrace of aggression that seeks to bypass international law by appealing to a
nostalgic, pre-modern sense of martial glory. Secretary of War Pete Hegseth’s rhetoric, often
steeped in the crusader imagery of a bygone era, provides the theological armor for this
transition. By framing the conflict as a struggle against a mothership of terrorism, the
administration has successfully employed Newspeak to narrow the window of acceptable
debate. Terms like "surgical precision" and "decapitation strikes" are used to sanitize the reality
of high-altitude bombardment, effectively removing the human element from the television
screens of the American public.

This linguistic engineering is nowhere more potent than in its appeal to transferred nationalism,
specifically through the lens of Christian Zionism. For a significant demographic of the American
electorate, the state of Israel is not viewed as a sovereign political entity subject to secular law,
but as a prophetic vessel whose interests are indistinguishable from divine will. This theological
entanglement allows for the total suspension of standard moral critiques regarding wars of
aggression. When the U.S. acts on behalf of Israeli strategic interests, it is seen by millions not as
a violation of sovereignty, but as the fulfillment of a biblical mandate. This is the ultimate
Orwellian irony: a secular democracy utilizing the most advanced technology of the twenty-first
century to wage a war justified by the apocalyptic interpretations of ancient texts. The resulting



fervor creates a "blackwhite" effect, where the initiation of a massive regional conflict is
perceived as the only path toward a promised peace.

As the war enters its second month, the economic and social fallout has been systematically
processed through the "Memory Hole." The diplomatic failures of 2025 and the specific
provocations that led to the February 28 escalation are being erased from the public record,
replaced by a narrative of unprovoked Iranian madness. The global surge in energy prices, with
Brent crude surpassing $115 per barrel, is blamed entirely on the "stranglehold" of the Iranian
navy in the Strait of Hormuz, conveniently ignoring the fact that the blockade was a predictable
response to the total destruction of Iran’s industrial base. This paper will examine how these
Orwellian mechanisms—Newspeak, Doublethink, and the Memory Hole—function in tandem to
sustain a conflict that many see as a war of aggression. By analyzing the intersection of military
strategy, media propaganda, and religious ideology, we can begin to understand the true
anatomy of the 2026 Iran War and the dangerous precedent it sets for the future of objective
truth.

2. Operation Epic Fury: A Case Study in Political Euphemism

The naming of military engagements has transitioned from the functional to the cinematic,
culminating in the branding of the 2026 campaign as Operation Epic Fury. In an Orwellian sense,
the name is designed not to describe a strategic objective, but to evoke a visceral emotional
response that bypasses the rational faculty. George Orwell noted that political language consists
largely of euphemism, question-begging, and sheer cloudy vagueness. By choosing a title that
suggests a mythological force of nature rather than a calculated military assault, the
administration has successfully moved the war into the realm of the spectacular. This branding
obscures the technical reality of the campaign, which involved nearly nine hundred strikes in
the opening twelve hours alone, targeting a range of facilities from missile silos to civilian
infrastructure. The word fury suggests an uncontrollable, righteous anger, effectively moralizing
what is, in objective terms, a pre-emptive war of choice.

2.1 The Linguistic Shield of Precision

Throughout the first month of the conflict, the term precision has served as a primary linguistic
shield for the Department of War. According to official briefings, the ten thousand strikes
conducted as of late March have been laser-focused on neutralizing threats. However, the use
of such surgical metaphors intentionally ignores the systemic destruction required to achieve air
superiority. When the military speaks of neutralizing a command node, the language omits the
physical reality of five-hundred-pound gravity bombs and the inevitable collateral damage in
densely populated urban centers like Tehran and Mashhad. This is a classic example of



Newspeak, where the word precision is used to make the total degradation of a nation’s
industrial and energy base appear as a series of neat, medical interventions. By focusing the
public’s attention on the supposed accuracy of the weaponry, the media prevents any
meaningful discussion of the scale of the destruction.

2.2 Decapitation as a Surgical Metaphor

The assassination of Supreme Leader Ali Khamenei on the first day of the war was immediately
categorized by Western media and government officials as a decapitation strike. This term is
inherently Orwellian; it employs a biological metaphor to describe a political act, suggesting that
the removal of a head will naturally lead to the collapse of a diseased body. By framing the
killing of a head of state in such terms, the administration avoids the legal and moral
connotations of assassination. The term implies a clean, necessary procedure that spares the
rest of the organism, despite the fact that the strike was the catalyst for a broader regional
conflagration. In reality, the decapitation did not lead to the immediate surrender of the Iranian
state, but rather to a chaotic succession struggle and an intensified resolve among the
remaining leadership. Yet, the metaphor persists in the public consciousness, reinforcing the
idea that the war is a targeted effort against individuals rather than a broad-scale assault on a
sovereign nation.

2.3 The Semantic Shift from Defense to War

The transition from the Department of Defense to the Department of War is perhaps the most
overt linguistic shift of the 2026 conflict. This move represents a rejection of the defensive
euphemism that has characterized American foreign policy since the late 1940s. While some
might view this as a return to honesty, in the context of Operation Epic Fury, it serves to
normalize aggression. By reclaiming the word war, the state signals a departure from the
constraints of international norms and a return to a doctrine where might defines right.
Secretary Pete Hegseth’s frequent use of terms like overwhelming violence of action and
annihilate further illustrates this shift. The language has become more honest about its
brutality, yet it remains deceptive in its justification. The war is still framed as a defensive
necessity against an imminent threat, even as the terminology moves toward a celebratory
embrace of offensive power. This creates a state of Doublethink where the public is expected to
believe that the U.S. is both a peaceful defender of order and a righteous bringer of fury.

3. The Resurrection of the War Department: Linguistic Reversion and State Intent

The renaming of the Department of Defense to the Department of War in early 2026 represents
one of the most significant linguistic and psychological shifts in American governance since the
National Security Act of 1947. In the Orwellian framework, this is a rare instance where the



state abandons a established euphemism not for the sake of transparency, but to redefine the
boundaries of acceptable state action. For nearly eighty years, the term defense served as a
linguistic sedative, framing every military intervention as a reactive and protective measure. By
reverting to the Department of War, the current administration has signaled a departure from
the charade of perpetual defense, embracing instead a doctrine of proactive, righteous
aggression. This is not merely a bureaucratic change; it is a fundamental reconfiguration of the
American psyche, designed to prepare the citizenry for the realities of Operation Epic Fury and
the permanent state of conflict that George Orwell described in his analysis of the three
superstates.

3.1 Reclaiming the Language of Conquest

The shift back to the word war functions as a form of reverse Newspeak. While Newspeak
typically involves the narrowing of language to limit thought, this reversion uses a more
primitive, blunt terminology to bypass the legal and ethical nuances that the word defense once
required. Under the banner of defense, military actions were subject to the scrutiny of
international treaties and the pretense of imminent threat. By operating under a Department of
War, the state effectively declares that its primary function is the application of force, regardless
of a specific defensive provocation. This change allows for the normalization of a war of
aggression by presenting it as a natural and honest function of the state. It suggests that the
interval between conflicts is merely a preparation for the next inevitable surge of violence. In
this context, the war on Iran is not an anomaly but the primary output of a department
specifically designed for its execution.

3.2 Pete Hegseth and the Personification of the War State

The appointment and rhetoric of Pete Hegseth as the Secretary of War provide the human face
for this linguistic reversion. Hegseth’s public statements often mirror the crusader-like zeal that
Orwell identified in the nationalist movements of his time. By speaking of the military not as a
deterrent but as a tool for total annihilation, Hegseth removes the humanitarian veneer that
previously characterized American foreign policy. His language is stripped of the typical
diplomatic jargon, replaced by a vocabulary of dominance and victory that resonates with a
populace weary of the ambiguity of "forever wars." This "honesty" is, however, deeply
Orwellian. It uses the appearance of plain speaking to mask a sophisticated psychological
operation that equates state-sponsored violence with national and spiritual rebirth. The
Secretary’s rhetoric serves to synchronize the military’s mission with the ideological goals of the
administration’s most fervent supporters, creating a unified front where the language of the
barracks becomes the language of the pulpit.



3.3 The Erasure of the Defensive Constraint

In the lead-up to the 2026 conflict, the constraints imposed by the concept of defense were
increasingly viewed as obstacles by the architects of the new regional order. The transition to a
Department of War removes the cognitive dissonance required to justify a pre-emptive strike on
ten thousand targets. When the mission of the institution is war, the initiation of hostilities
requires no elaborate justification; it is simply the fulfillment of the institution's stated purpose.
This allows the state to bypass the "just war" theories that have traditionally informed Western
military ethics. Instead, the focus shifts to the efficiency and "fury" of the campaign. Orwell
warned that when a state changes the meaning of words, it changes the reality of its citizens. By
reclaiming the title of War, the government has succeeded in making the public view the
destruction of Iran as a fulfillment of duty rather than a violation of international norms. The
transition ensures that the question is no longer "should we go to war?" but "how effectively
are we waging it?"

3.4 The Strategic Intent of Linguistic Shock

The timing of this rebranding, occurring just as the U.S. and Israel finalized their "combined
force" strategy, suggests a high level of strategic intent. The linguistic shock of the name change
served to disorient the opposition and galvanize the base. For the critics, the move was a
terrifying signal of a new era of unbridled imperialism; for the supporters, it was a refreshing
return to "American greatness." This polarization is a key component of the Orwellian state,
where language is used to divide the population into those who embrace the new reality and
those who are marginalized by their inability to speak the new tongue. The Department of War
is the institutional manifestation of this divide. It serves notice to the world that the era of
American "containment" is over, replaced by a doctrine of "Epic Fury" that is as linguistically
blunt as it is militarily devastating. By changing the name of the department, the state has
effectively changed the rules of the game, ensuring that war is no longer a last resort but a
primary instrument of policy.

4. Transferred Nationalism: Christian Zionism and the Outsourcing of Identity

In his 1945 essay Notes on Nationalism, George Orwell identified a psychological phenomenon
he termed transferred nationalism. This occurs when an individual’s intense nationalistic fervor
is uprooted from their own country and reattached to a foreign power, cause, or movement. In
the landscape of 2026, this concept finds its most potent expression in the movement of
Christian Zionism within the United States. For these adherents, the state of Israel is no longer
viewed as a secular political entity subject to the same moral and legal scrutiny as any other
nation. Instead, it has been elevated to a spiritual power unit that exists beyond good and evil.



This transfer of identity allows the American supporter to experience the triumphs and
grievances of Israel as their own, often with a zeal that surpasses their domestic patriotism. In
the context of the Iran War, this means that the military objectives of the Israeli state are
interpreted not as geopolitical strategy, but as the unfolding of a divine plan, rendering any
critique of the war as an act of secular or spiritual defiance.

4.1 The Mechanism of Transferred Nationalism

The psychological machinery of transferred nationalism functions by providing the individual
with a sense of purpose that is untethered from the realities of their own immediate
environment. Orwell noted that the nationalist is one who thinks solely, or mainly, in terms of
competitive prestige. By adopting the Israeli cause, many in the American religious right have
found a vehicle for a type of power-worship that their own domestic politics might not fully
satisfy. This identifies the US-Israel "combined force" in the current war as a singular, holy
instrument. When Operation Epic Fury was launched, it was not merely viewed as a strategic
operation to degrade Iranian missile capabilities, but as a righteous strike against the enemies of
a sacred cause. The nationalist’s identity is so deeply embedded in this foreign unit that the
distinction between American interests and Israeli survival becomes blurred, if not entirely
erased. This creates a feedback loop where the escalation of violence in the Middle East is seen
as a validation of the believer’s own identity and worldview.

4.2 Zionism as the New Secular Religion

While Christian Zionism is rooted in theological interpretations, its function in 2026 is
increasingly that of a secular political religion. Orwell argued that certain movements, including
Zionism, allow people to sink their individuality into a larger, more powerful entity. The modern
iteration of this movement has moved beyond traditional biblical hermeneutics to become a
primary driver of US foreign policy. The critique that Zionism is non-biblical or a deviation from
historical religious tenets is often ignored by the nationalist because the movement has become
a self-sustaining political ideology. In the Orwellian sense, the truth or falsehood of the
underlying doctrine is less important than the power it grants the believer to categorize the
world into friends and enemies. This ideological rigidity is what allows for the justification of a
war of aggression; if the cause is divine, then the methods—no matter how destructive—are
justified by the end goal. The nuances of ancient scripture are discarded in favor of a modern,
militarized Newspeak that equates support for a specific political state with faithfulness to God.

4.3 The Suspension of Moral Judgment

One of the most chilling aspects of transferred nationalism, as Orwell described it, is the
remarkable capacity of the nationalist to not even hear about atrocities committed by their own
side. In the current conflict, this is manifest in the public reaction to the massive civilian toll



within Iran. When reports emerged of the strike on the school in Minab or the displacement of
three million Iranian civilians, the response from the ideological core of the war’s supporters
was one of total moral deflection. Because their loyalty is transferred to the "combined force,"
any action taken by that force is automatically categorized as a tragic necessity or a
consequence of Iranian provocation. The nationalist does not see a victim; they see a strategic
obstacle or an unfortunate statistic in a holy war. This suspension of pity is essential for the
maintenance of the permanent war state. It allows for the continued support of ten thousand
strikes because the human cost is filtered through a lens of nationalistic and religious
exceptionalism that renders the suffering of the "other" invisible.

4.4 Prophetic Fulfillment and the Newspeak of Revelation

The rhetoric surrounding the Iran War in 2026 frequently employs what might be called the
Newspeak of Revelation. Military victories are described as miraculous, and the deaths of
Iranian leaders are framed as the falling of modern-day tyrants in a prophetic timeline. This
language serves to simplify a complex, multi-layered geopolitical struggle into a binary battle
between light and darkness. By framing the conflict as a fulfillment of prophecy, the state and
its media allies provide a psychological comfort to the populace, suggesting that the chaos of
the war is actually part of a structured, pre-ordained history. This is the ultimate form of
Doublethink: believing that one is a peaceful follower of a compassionate faith while
simultaneously cheering for the total annihilation of a distant population. The concept of
transferred nationalism explains why so many are willing to ignore the evidence of their own
senses—the reality of war’s horror—in favor of a narrative that places them on the winning side
of a cosmic struggle. In this way, the war is sustained not by the logic of the mind, but by the
hunger of the nationalist spirit for a sense of ultimate victory.

5. Doublethink in the Strait: Energy Sovereignty versus Global Hegemony

The closure of the Strait of Hormuz on March 1, 2026, and the subsequent surge of Brent crude
oil prices past $115 per barrel, have created a landscape of economic chaos that the American
administration has processed through the lens of pure Doublethink. In the Orwellian sense,
Doublethink is the ability to hold two contradictory beliefs in one's mind simultaneously and
accept both as true. The current crisis centers on the narrative of energy dominance—a term
that has evolved from a promise of domestic abundance into a justification for global maritime
control. The administration argues that the United States is more energy independent than ever
before, yet it has committed the full weight of its military to a conflict whose primary economic
casualty is the global energy market. This creates a paradox: the public is told that American



energy is a source of invulnerability, even as the price of gasoline at domestic pumps rises daily
as a direct result of the war intended to secure that very dominance.

5.1 The Selective Blockade and the Toll of Newspeak

Following the initial strikes of Operation Epic Fury, the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps
implemented what they termed a selective closure of the strait. By March 27, Iranian
authorities began demanding tolls and coordination from non-hostile vessels while physically
blocking or attacking tankers destined for the United States, Israel, and their immediate allies.
The American response to this asymmetric maneuver has been a masterpiece of Newspeak. The
Department of War characterizes the Iranian actions as an illegal strangling of the global
commons, while simultaneously preparing plans for a final blow that would involve the seizure
of Kharg Island—Iran’s primary oil export terminal. In this narrative, the U.S. effort to militarily
occupy a sovereign nation’s energy infrastructure is framed as an act of liberation for the global
market, while the Iranian attempt to control its own territorial waters is labeled as international
piracy. The reality of a de facto blockade by both sides is obscured by a language that assigns
the role of "guardian" to the aggressor and "terrorist" to the defender.

5.2 The 10-Day Pause: Diplomacy as a Military Tactic

On March 26, President Trump announced a ten-day pause in strikes against Iranian energy
infrastructure, effective until April 6, claiming that negotiations were going very well. This
announcement occurred even as the IDF confirmed the assassination of IRGC Navy Commander
Rear Admiral Alireza Tangsiri in Bandar Abbas. The use of the word diplomacy in this context
serves as a classic Orwellian mask. While the public is encouraged to believe that a peaceful
resolution is imminent, military analysts note that the pause provides a critical window for the
combined force to reposition assets for a potential ground invasion. The administration’s claim
that Iran is begging to make a deal—despite strenuous denials from Tehran—is a form of
psychological warfare intended to demoralize the Iranian populace and pacify the domestic
American audience. It is an exercise in holding the image of the olive branch in one hand while
the other sharpens the sword for a decapitation strike.

5.3 Energy Sovereignty as Global Leverage

The underlying logic of the 2026 conflict is the transformation of energy sovereignty into a tool
of global leverage. For decades, the security of the Persian Gulf was maintained through a
complex web of alliances often described as the oil for security deal. The Iran War has
effectively terminated this arrangement, replacing it with a doctrine where the United States
seeks not just to protect the flow of energy, but to dictate the conditions under which it reaches
the market. This shift is presented to the American people as a defense of their way of life, yet
the resulting volatility has triggered the most severe supply disruption since the 1970s. The
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Doublethink lies in the assertion that a more aggressive American presence in the Middle East
will lead to lower prices and greater stability, when the historical and immediate evidence
suggests the opposite. By framing global hegemony as domestic energy security, the state
ensures that the public remains supportive of a war that is, in many ways, the primary cause of
their own economic hardship.

5.4 The Architecture of the Permanent Crisis

Ultimately, the crisis in the Strait of Hormuz serves the interests of the permanent war state by
creating a condition of perpetual emergency. Orwell noted that war is a way of shattering to
pieces materials which might otherwise be used to make the masses too comfortable. The
soaring prices of fertilizers, aluminum, and fuel in late March 2026 are not merely side effects of
the conflict; they are the tools by which the state maintains its grip on the social order. The
"grocery supply emergency" in the Gulf and the fuel rationing in parts of Europe are framed as
the fault of the "Ayatollahs," shielding the architects of the war from accountability. In this
environment, the truth—that the war was a choice made by two powerful states to settle a
long-standing ideological score—is lost in a sea of headlines about Iranian "hostility" and
American "resolve." The Strait of Hormuz has become the physical manifestation of the
Orwellian world, where the flow of truth is as restricted as the flow of oil.

6. The Two Minutes Hate: Media Dehumanization of the Axis of Resistance

In George Orwell’s 1984, the Two Minutes Hate serves as a ritualized daily period where
members of the Party are compelled to watch a film depicting the enemies of the state,
specifically the arch-heretic Emmanuel Goldstein. This practice is designed to redirect the
frustrations and anxieties of the citizenry toward a designated scapegoat, transforming complex
political failures into a singular, visceral burst of rage. In the spring of 2026, the American and
Israeli media ecosystems have evolved this concept into a decentralized, twenty-four-hour
digital experience. The "Axis of Resistance"—a coalition comprising the Iranian state, Hezbollah,
the Houthi movement, and various paramilitary groups—has been cast in the role of the
collective Goldstein. Through the constant loop of strike footage, intercepted communications,
and high-definition drone feeds, the public is invited to participate in a continuous cycle of
state-sanctioned animosity that leaves no room for the contemplation of the war’s underlying
causes or its human cost.

6.1 The Digital Prolefeed of Kinetic Imagery

The primary mechanism for this modern Two Minutes Hate is what Orwell termed prolefeed:
the production of low-grade, sensationalist content designed to keep the masses distracted and
emotionally charged. During Operation Epic Fury, this has taken the form of "kinetic imagery"—
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near-constant video updates of bunker-buster impacts and the thermal silhouettes of retreating
Iranian personnel. These clips, often shared on social media platforms and cable news with
high-energy soundtracks and celebratory commentary, reduce the reality of war to a spectator
sport. By focusing on the technological prowess of the "Combined Force," the media shifts the
viewer's focus away from the people beneath the bombs. The dehumanization is not always
achieved through direct vitriol; rather, it is achieved through the clinical abstraction of the
"target." When a strike on a command center in Tehran is viewed as a flash of light on a screen,
the hundreds of individuals inside that facility are effectively erased before they are even killed.
This aestheticization of violence ensures that the American public remains in a state of
perpetual excitement rather than moral reflection.

6.2 The "Mothership of Terrorism" Narrative

A central pillar of the media’s dehumanization strategy is the consistent use of the phrase
"mothership of terrorism" to describe the Iranian state. This term functions as a linguistic
shortcut that bypasses the complexities of regional history and domestic Iranian politics. In the
Orwellian sense, it is a form of Newspeak that collapses a nation of eighty-five million people
into a singular, malignant entity. By labeling Iran as the "mothership," the media implies that
any strike within its borders—even those affecting civilian infrastructure—is an act of self-
defense against a global threat. This narrative effectively strips the Iranian people of their
agency and their humanity, framing them either as cogs in a terror machine or as passive
"human shields" whose deaths are the fault of their own leaders. This collective guilt is essential
for sustaining a war of aggression; it allows the domestic population to rationalize the
destruction of ten thousand sites by convincing them that the target is not a society, but a
source of contagion.

6.3 The Vilification of the Axis Leadership

Just as the Two Minutes Hate focused on the face of Goldstein, the 2026 media narrative has
fixated on the physical and psychological vilification of the Iranian leadership. Following the
death of Ali Khamenei, the focus shifted seamlessly to Mojtaba Khamenei and military figures
like Rear Admiral Alireza Tangsiri. These leaders are portrayed not as political actors with
specific strategic goals, but as irrational, cartoonish villains whose only motivation is the
destruction of Western civilization. This portrayal is crucial for the "decapitation strike" logic; it
suggests that the war is a moral necessity to rid the world of "monsters." By personifying the
conflict in this way, the media prevents any discussion of the legitimate grievances or security
concerns that might drive Iranian policy. The individual leaders become the embodiment of the
"threat," and their elimination is presented as the only possible path to peace—a classic case of
Doublethink where the act of assassination is framed as an act of global salvation.

12



6.4 Fear as a Unifying Force

Ultimately, the goal of the modern Two Minutes Hate is to maintain a high level of fear, which
Orwell identified as the most effective tool for social control. The media’s focus on the
"imminent threat" posed by Iranian proxies—from Houthi missile strikes in the Red Sea to
hypothetical "sleeper cells" in Western cities—keeps the public in a state of hyper-vigilance. This
fear is used to justify the erosion of civil liberties and the astronomical costs of the war. When
the citizenry is convinced that they are under constant threat from a dehumanized and
irrational enemy, they are far more likely to grant the state the power it needs to wage total
war. The "Axis of Resistance" thus serves a dual purpose: it is the target of the state’s external
fury and the justification for its internal control. Through the systematic dehumanization of the
Iranian "other," the media ensures that the American and Israeli publics remain committed to a
conflict that, seen clearly, offers only destruction and instability.

7. The Memory Hole: Erasing Diplomatic Precedence and the 2025 Accords

In the Ministry of Truth, Winston Smith’s primary task is the destruction of any document that
contradicts the present party line, a process achieved through the memory hole. In the spring of
2026, the American and Israeli media apparatus has constructed a digital memory hole for the
diplomatic history of 2025. The current narrative surrounding Operation Epic Fury relies on the
assertion that the war was a sudden, unprovoked necessity forced upon the West by an
irrational and nuclear-ready regime. To maintain this "blackwhite" reality, the extensive
diplomatic efforts of the previous year—specifically the 2025 Accords and the five rounds of
Omani-mediated talks—must be systematically erased from public discourse or reframed as a
series of deceptive Iranian stalling tactics. By disappearing the history of these negotiations, the
state ensures that the public views the February 28 strikes not as a choice, but as the only
possible outcome of an exhausted patience.

7.1 The Erasure of the Omani and Roman Negotiations

The diplomatic window of early 2025, which saw high-level indirect talks between U.S. Special
Envoy Steve Witkoff and Iranian Foreign Minister Abbas Araghchi in Muscat and Rome, has been
effectively memory-holed. During these sessions, Iran reportedly proposed significant de-
escalation steps, including a freeze on proxy activities and enhanced IAEA access, in exchange
for concrete sanctions relief. In the 2026 media environment, however, these rounds are rarely
mentioned. When they are, they are characterized as a period of Iranian "duplicity" rather than
a genuine opportunity for peace. This erasure is vital for the current administration’s "Maximum
Fury" doctrine; if the public remembered that a negotiated settlement was within reach just
months prior, the moral foundation of a ten-thousand-strike air campaign would collapse. By
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casting the 2025 diplomatic efforts into the memory hole, the state creates a "continuous
present" where the only interaction with Iran is, and has always been, kinetic.

7.2 The 15-Point Plan: From Term Sheet to Ultimatums

A key artifact of the 2025 diplomacy was the U.S.-drafted 15-point framework, a document that
outlined the conditions for a total reset of relations. At the time, even European allies noted
that the plan contained several points—such as the total dismantling of all enrichment facilities
within thirty days—that were designed to be rejected. In the current 2026 narrative, this plan
has been reframed through Doublethink as a "generous and final offer" that the Iranian
"mothership" spurned out of a fanatical desire for war. The media systematically avoids
discussing the specific, impossible nature of the 2025 demands, instead using the plan’s
rejection as proof of the regime's inherent madness. This allows the Department of War to
present the current conflict as a "war of last resort," despite the fact that the "last resort" was a
pre-packaged ultimatum intended to fail.

7.3 Forgetting Operation Rising Lion

Perhaps the most significant act of historical revisionism involves the "Operation Rising Lion"
strikes of June 2025. This Israeli-led precursor to the current war, which targeted over one
hundred sites, led to a brief but significant ceasefire announced by President Trump. In the lead-
up to the February 2026 invasion, the memory of this previous escalation and the subsequent
de-escalation has been suppressed. The state-controlled narrative requires the 2026 war to be
seen as the "beginning" of the end, rather than another chapter in a long cycle of provocation
and response. If the public were to connect the dots between the June 2025 strikes and the
February 2026 offensive, they might see a pattern of incremental aggression rather than a
sudden defensive reaction. The memory hole ensures that each strike is viewed as a fresh start,
untainted by the blood or the broken promises of the previous year.

7.4 The Function of Controlled Forgetting

The ultimate goal of the memory hole in 2026 is to deprive the individual of a historical context
that would allow for a critical assessment of the war of aggression. Orwell observed that he
who controls the past controls the future. By managing the timeline of 2025, the combined U.S.-
Israeli force controls the justification for its current actions. The "Accords" that once promised a
regional Abrahamic alliance are now used as a rhetorical cudgel to shame those who "refused
to join the side of peace." This historical inversion—where a peace framework is used to justify
a total war—is the pinnacle of Orwellian governance. The Iranian people are told their "freedom
is at hand" by the very powers that memory-holed the diplomatic path to that freedom, leaving
the citizenry with no history other than the one currently being written in the smoke of the
bombardment.
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8. Prolefeed and Precision: The Aesthetics of Surgical Warfare

The concept of prolefeed in the Orwellian lexicon refers to the trashy entertainment and
fabricated news used to distract and pacify the masses. In the spring of 2026, this has taken a
sophisticated, high-tech form through the aestheticization of military violence. The American
and Israeli publics are not just informed of the progress of Operation Epic Fury; they are
entertained by it. By framing the war as a series of surgical interventions, the state has
successfully transformed the horror of high-altitude bombardment into a consumable digital
spectacle. This aesthetic of precision serves a dual purpose: it reassures the domestic audience
of their own moral and technological superiority while simultaneously dehumanizing the
population on the receiving end of the ordnance.

8.1 The Digital Prolefeed of Kinetic Imagery

The primary delivery mechanism for modern prolefeed is the constant stream of kinetic imagery
broadcast across social media and cable news. These clips, often sourced directly from drone
sensors or missile nose-cameras, provide a god-like view of the battlefield where human beings
are reduced to heat signatures and abstract coordinates. The rhythmic pulsing of a target being
locked, followed by the silent bloom of an explosion, creates a hypnotic effect that masks the
physical reality of the destruction. In 2026, this imagery has been further processed into meme-
like formats, optimized for virality. The White House and the Department of War have even
experimented with splicing real strike footage into montages featuring cinematic music and
graphics reminiscent of popular video games. This blending of real-world lethality with
entertainment tropes is the ultimate realization of Orwell’s warning: it makes the most
indefensible acts of state power appear as thrilling, low-stakes entertainment.

8.2 The Myth of the Surgical Strike

The term surgical strike is perhaps the most pervasive and deceptive euphemism in the current
conflict. It implies a medical necessity—the removal of a tumor without harming the healthy
tissue. In the reality of the 2026 Iran War, however, the sheer volume of strikes—ten thousand
in the first month—renders the term functionally meaningless. When thousands of tons of
explosives are dropped on a nation's power grid, industrial centers, and urban command nodes,
the impact is systemic and indiscriminate. Yet, the media continues to employ the language of
surgery to sustain the myth of a clean war. By focusing the public’s attention on individual, high-
profile successes, such as the killing of IRGC commanders, the state creates a "blackwhite"
perception where the total destruction of a society’s infrastructure is seen as a series of precise,
humanitarian acts. The myth of precision allows the observer to support the war while
maintaining a self-image of moral purity.
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8.3 The Meme War and the Cinema of Aggression

The 2026 conflict marks the first time that a major power has openly embraced a meme war
strategy as part of its formal propaganda effort. By releasing videos that juxtapose missile
impacts with clips from action movies like Top Gun and Gladiator, the administration appeals to
a primitive, nationalistic fervor. This cinema of aggression is designed to short-circuit critical
thinking and replace it with a visceral thrill of victory. In these videos, the complex geopolitical
reality of the Persian Gulf is reduced to a battle between heroes and villains, where the
American and Israeli forces are portrayed as the inevitable agents of justice. This is prolefeed in
its most potent form: it provides a simplified moral narrative that requires no intellectual effort
from the consumer, effectively drowning out the voices of those who question the legality or
the cost of the aggression.

8.4 Detachment and the Video Game Psychology

The cumulative effect of this aestheticized warfare is a profound psychological detachment
among the American and Israeli citizenry. When war is presented with the visual language of a
digital combat simulator, the moral weight of taking a human life is evaporated. The public
experiences the war not as a tragic necessity, but as a performance to be rated and shared. This
video game psychology is essential for the maintenance of the permanent war state. It ensures
that as long as the visuals are impressive and the casualties on the home side remain low, the
public will continue to provide their tacit consent for the escalation of hostilities. The "Fury" of
the operation is experienced vicariously through a screen, allowing the nationalist to enjoy the
sensation of power without ever having to confront the stench of cordite or the cries of the
wounded. This is the final victory of the Orwellian state: the conversion of the most horrific
human experience into a stylized, bloodless, and endlessly repeatable digital product.

9. The Doctrine of Pacification: Justifying the 10,000 Strikes

In his landmark essay, Politics and the English Language, George Orwell observed that the word
pacification is used when defenseless villages are bombarded from the air and their inhabitants
are driven out into the countryside. In the spring of 2026, this linguistic inversion has reached its
zenith with the execution of Operation Epic Fury. As the total number of strikes on the Iranian
heartland surpasses the ten thousand mark, the Department of War and its media surrogates
have leaned heavily on the concept of pacification to reconcile the scale of the destruction with
the purported humanitarian goals of the mission. By framing a massive aerial bombardment as
an act of stabilizing a volatile region, the state utilizes a classic Newspeak construction that
equates the silence of the grave with the arrival of peace. This doctrine allows the combined
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U.S.-Israeli force to dismantle the entire physical infrastructure of a nation while claiming to be
its ultimate benefactor.

9.1 The Semantic Inversion of Peace

The use of the term pacification in the 2026 context serves to remove the agency of the Iranian
people and replace it with a narrative of administrative correction. When the military speaks of
pacifying a sector in Mashhad or the central Plateau, it is not describing a diplomatic process,
but the systematic elimination of resistance through overwhelming fire. This semantic shift is
essential for the maintenance of Doublethink: the belief that one can bring stability through the
most destabilizing force imaginable—modern high-explosive ordnance. In the official daily
briefings, the phrase "pacification achieved" is used interchangeably with "target neutralized,"
effectively stripping the act of its violent reality. By using a word associated with calm and order,
the architects of the war ensure that the domestic public perceives the ongoing devastation as a
necessary, albeit messy, form of geopolitical housekeeping.

9.2 The Minab Tragedy and the Logic of Collateral Sanitization

A critical test for the doctrine of pacification occurred early in the conflict with the strike on a
school in Minab, which resulted in the deaths of approximately one hundred and seventy
individuals, many of whom were children. In an Orwellian information environment, such an
atrocity cannot be ignored; it must be reframed. The media response was a masterclass in what
Orwell called the defense of the indefensible. The event was immediately categorized not as a
failure of intelligence or a moral crime, but as a "tragic necessity of the pacification process."
The blame was shifted entirely to the Iranian "mothership" for purportedly using the school as a
human shield, thereby transforming the victims into a tactical complication of the enemy's
making. Through this logic, the act of killing civilians is rebranded as an act of liberation from
their "oppressors," and the moral burden is sanitized through the cold machinery of wartime
Newspeak.

9.3 Displacement as Liberation

By late March 2026, the war had displaced an estimated three million Iranians, creating a
humanitarian crisis of historic proportions. Under the doctrine of pacification, this mass exodus
is framed as a "population movement toward safety zones." The reality of millions fleeing their
homes under the threat of a ten-thousand-strike campaign is replaced by a narrative of people
being "freed" from the urban centers of regime control. This is the ultimate Orwellian irony: the
more people lose their homes and livelihoods, the more they are described by Western
observers as being "delivered" from the yoke of the Islamic Republic. The displacement is not
seen as a consequence of aggression, but as a transitional phase in the "reconstruction of the
regional order." By controlling the terminology of the crisis, the state prevents the public from
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seeing the displaced as victims of war, viewing them instead as the first "liberated" citizens of a
new, albeit ruined, Iran.

9.4 The Arithmetic of Annihilation

The sheer number of strikes—ten thousand in a single month—is itself a tool of psychological
pacification. In the Newspeak of 2026, these numbers are presented as a metric of success and
efficiency. The "Arithmetic of Annihilation" suggests that each strike brings the region one step
closer to a post-conflict utopia. However, as Orwell warned in 1984, the goal of power is not to
win the war, but to keep the structure of society intact while consuming its resources. The ten
thousand strikes serve to exhaust the Iranian nation’s capacity for self-determination, ensuring
that whatever remains is entirely dependent on the "combined force" for its future existence.
Pacification, in this sense, is not the end of the war, but the beginning of a permanent state of
subjugation disguised as security. The doctrine ensures that the "Fury" of the operation is never
seen as an end in itself, but as the only logical path toward a peace that looks indistinguishable
from total defeat.

10. The Succession of Mojtaba Khamenei: Totalitarian Continuity and Western Narratives

In the immediate aftermath of the February 28 decapitation strike that claimed the life of
Supreme Leader Ali Khamenei, the rapid elevation of his son, Mojtaba Khamenei, presented a
unique challenge for both the Iranian state and the Western media apparatus. For the Iranian
Inner Party—the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps and the Assembly of Experts—the
succession was a desperate grab for continuity in the face of existential threat. For the Western
coalition, however, the rise of Mojtaba provided a fresh canvas for the application of Orwellian
narratives. This transition has been framed not as a complex political struggle within a besieged
nation, but as a confirmation of the regime's inherent, hereditary villainy. In this environment,
the individuality of the new leader is secondary to his function as a symbol of the "Party" that
must be dismantled. The succession serves as a modern validation of Orwell’s observation in
The Theory and Practice of Oligarchical Collectivism: that the essence of a totalitarian state is
not the person at the top, but the persistence of the structure itself.

10.1 The Face of Big Brother: Mojtaba as a Symbolic Necessity

In the Orwellian state, Big Brother is the guise in which the Party chooses to exhibit itself to the
world. Following the death of the elder Khamenei, the Iranian state required a new face to
maintain the illusion of stability and divine mandate. Mojtaba Khamenei, long a shadowy figure
in the corridors of power, was thrust into the spotlight to serve as a focal point for nationalistic
loyalty. However, Western media has utilized this same image to reinforce the narrative of a
dying dynasty. By focusing on the hereditary nature of his rise, the "Combined Force" justifies its
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war of aggression as an act of anti-monarchical liberation. This is a classic instance of
Doublethink: the West supports hereditary monarchies elsewhere in the region while citing
Mojtaba’s lineage as a primary reason for his illegitimacy. The individual qualities of Mojtaba—
his strategic mind or his theological standing—are irrelevant; he has been reduced to a
placeholder in a larger propaganda war where the "Leader" is merely a target-in-waiting.

10.2 The IRGC and the Persistence of the Inner Party

While the Western narrative focuses on the figurehead, the true engine of the Iranian state
remains the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC). Orwell noted that a ruling group is only a
ruling group so long as it can nominate its successors. The IRGC’s ability to force the
appointment of Mojtaba despite significant internal dissent demonstrates the resilience of the
Iranian "Inner Party." This group cares less about the person of the Supreme Leader and more
about the preservation of the system that guarantees their power. In the spring of 2026, the
IRGC has tightened its grip on all aspects of Iranian life, transforming the nation into a garrison
state that mirrors the austerity and discipline of Oceania. The Western media, however, often
simplifies this by suggesting that the regime is on the verge of collapse due to the death of the
father, ignoring the collective nature of the IRGC’s survival instinct. This miscalculation is
essential for the "Epic Fury" narrative, as it promises a quick victory that the structural reality of
the IRGC’s power does not support.

10.3 The Desperation Narrative and the Newspeak of Child Soldiers

One of the most harrowing reports to emerge in late March 2026 is the alleged lowering of the
IRGC’s recruitment age to twelve. This development has been seized upon by the Department
of War as evidence of the regime's total desperation and moral bankruptcy. From an Orwellian
perspective, the use of "Child Heroes" is a standard feature of a state in total war, designed to
shackle the youth to the party's destiny. However, the Western portrayal of this phenomenon is
equally linguistic. By labeling these recruits as "victims of a dying cult" rather than combatants,
the media prepares the public for the psychological blow of strikes that may kill young people.
The tragedy is reframed as an indictment of the Iranian state’s "cruelty" rather than a
consequence of the total war environment created by ten thousand strikes. This allows the
observer to maintain their moral superiority even as the "Combined Force" degrades the
environment in which these children live and die.

10.4 Succession as a Tool for Permanent War

Ultimately, the succession of Mojtaba Khamenei serves the interests of the permanent war
state on both sides. For the Iranian regime, it provides a rallying cry for the "Sacred Defense"
against the foreign invader. For the U.S. and Israel, it provides a new "Emmanuel Goldstein" to
hate—a younger, perhaps more "radical" version of the previous enemy. The transition ensures
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that the war does not have to end with the death of the original target. By shifting the focus to
the son, the architects of Operation Epic Fury can justify the continuation of the campaign
indefinitely. This is the ultimate victory of political language over reality: the names of the
leaders change, the generations of the soldiers shift, but the "Fury" remains constant. The
succession is not a solution to the conflict, but a mechanism for its renewal, ensuring that the
2026 Iran War remains a cornerstone of the global geopolitical order for the foreseeable future.

11. Resistance and the Individual: The Inner Party versus the Iranian Populace

The central tragedy of the 2026 Iran War, viewed through an Orwellian lens, is the systematic
erasure of the individual Iranian citizen, caught between the hammer of the Western combined
force and the anvil of their own regime’s survival instinct. George Orwell’s 1984 famously posits
that the individual is the only true threat to a totalitarian system, yet in the context of a 10,000-
strike air campaign, the individual is the first casualty of both kinetic and linguistic warfare. As
Operation Epic Fury grinds into its second month, the Iranian populace has been partitioned
into two convenient abstractions: they are either the liberated masses of Western propaganda
or the faceless martyrs of the Islamic Republic’s defensive rhetoric. In neither narrative is the
individual Iranian allowed to exist as a person with unique desires, fears, or a right to a life
outside the machinery of the permanent war state.

11.1 The Atomization of the Iranian Individual

In the zones of active conflict, such as the devastated suburbs of Tehran and the industrial
corridors of Isfahan, the primary psychological effect on the individual is atomization. Orwell
described a world where the state seeks to break every human bond, leaving the person alone
in the face of the Party. Under the conditions of a massive aerial bombardment, this
atomization is achieved through the total collapse of the domestic sphere. When a home is
destroyed by a precision strike, it is not merely a physical structure that is lost, but the private
space where the individual is safe from the state’s gaze and the war’s noise. The three million
displaced Iranians are now existing in a state of perpetual transit, their identities reduced to
biometric data in refugee camps or thermal shadows on a drone operator’s screen. By
destroying the physical and social infrastructure of daily life, the war forces the individual into a
primitive struggle for survival, where the capacity for political or intellectual resistance is
replaced by the immediate, overwhelming need for bread and water.

11.2 The Newspeak of Liberation

The Western media’s use of the word liberation to describe the effects of Operation Epic Fury is
perhaps the most glaring example of Newspeak in the 2026 conflict. This term is intended to
suggest that the destruction of the Iranian state is a gift to its people. However, as Orwell noted,
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the most effective way to destroy a person’s spirit is to claim you are doing it for their own
good. The individual Iranian is told that their suffering is the price of a future freedom—a
freedom that is currently being delivered in the form of bunker-busters and the total loss of
electrical and communication grids. This creates a state of cognitive dissonance, or Doublethink,
where the populace is expected to feel gratitude toward the forces that have dismantled their
society. Resistance, in this context, is not just a physical act against an invader; it is the refusal to
accept the linguistic inversion that equates annihilation with an act of rescue.

11.3 Martyrdom as a Tool of the Inner Party

Simultaneously, the Iranian Inner Party—the IRGC and the clerical elite—utilizes its own form of
linguistic engineering to co-opt individual suffering. The concept of the martyr has been
expanded to include every civilian casualty of the American and Israeli strikes. By labeling the
victims of the Minab school strike or the Bandar Abbas bombings as martyrs for the Sacred
Defense, the regime attempts to give a divine purpose to what is, in reality, a catastrophic
failure of the state to protect its citizens. This state-mandated martyrdom serves to strip the
individual of their right to be a victim of a crime; instead, they are transformed into a tactical
asset for the regime’s propaganda. The individual's death is not mourned as a human loss but
celebrated as a victory for the collective. This is the ultimate victory of the Inner Party: even in
death, the individual is not allowed to belong to themselves or their family, but must belong to
the state.

11.4 The Collapse of the Private Life

Orwell argued that the only way to remain human in a totalitarian age is to keep a corner of
your mind and life private. In 2026 Iran, the private life has become a revolutionary act. With
the IRGC implementing draconian surveillance measures to root out "infiltrators" and
"defeatists," and Western intelligence services attempting to weaponize internal dissent
through digital subversion, the individual is under constant scrutiny. The lowering of the
recruitment age to twelve is a direct assault on the family unit, as children are taken from their
parents and indoctrinated into the cult of the permanent war. The individual Iranian who simply
wishes for the war to end, regardless of who "wins," finds themselves a traitor to both sides. To
the West, they are an obstacle to the "pacification" process; to the regime, they are a weak link
in the chain of resistance. In this environment, the individual is truly alone, a ghost in a machine
that values only their potential as a soldier or their utility as a corpse.

11.5 The Resistance of Memory

Ultimately, the only true form of resistance available to the individual Iranian in the spring of
2026 is the resistance of memory. To remember Iran as it was before the 10,000 strikes, to
remember the specific names and faces of the dead without the labels of martyr or collateral

21



damage, is to defy the Orwellian order of both the invader and the regime. This internal
resistance is what the architects of Operation Epic Fury fear most, which is why the "Memory
Hole" is so aggressively maintained. By ensuring that the individual has no past to refer to and
no future to hope for outside the context of the war, the superstates of 2026 seek to make the
individual irrelevant. The struggle for Iran is not just a struggle for territory or oil; it is a struggle
for the right of the individual to exist as something more than a data point in a war of
aggression.

12. Conclusion: The Permanent War and the Future of Truth

The 2026 Iran War, executed under the banner of Operation Epic Fury, stands as a harrowing
monument to the total integration of state power, technological precision, and linguistic
deception. By examining this conflict through the prism of George Orwell’s seminal warnings,
we uncover a reality that is far more unsettling than a mere regional skirmish. This is a war of
aggression that has successfully utilized the mechanics of Newspeak and Doublethink to present
itself as a humanitarian and spiritual necessity. The transition of the American military
apparatus from a defensive posture to an overt Department of War signifies the end of the post-
Cold War era and the birth of a new, permanent war state. In this environment, truth is not
merely a casualty of conflict; it is a resource to be mined, refined, and ultimately replaced by a
series of state-sanctioned myths that serve the interests of a global oligarchy.

12.1 The Realization of the Three Superstates

Orwell’s vision in 1984 of three global superstates locked in a state of permanent, low-intensity
conflict has found its 2026 equivalent in the realignment of global powers during the Iran War.
The combined force of the United States and Israel, acting as a singular hegemon, has
demonstrated that the purpose of modern warfare is no longer the conquest of territory in the
traditional sense, but the consumption of industrial resources and the maintenance of internal
social control. The destruction of ten thousand sites across Iran is not an end goal, but a means
of ensuring that the global hierarchy remains fixed. By keeping the world in a state of high-alert
and economic volatility, the state justifies its own expansion and the suspension of the
individual liberties it claims to be defending. The war on Iran is the engine of this new stability,
providing the necessary enemy and the necessary "fury" to distract from the domestic decay of
the superstates themselves.

12.2 The Death of Objective Fact

As we have seen throughout the expansion of this paper, the 2026 conflict marks the final
collapse of objective truth in the public sphere. The systematic use of the Memory Hole to erase
the diplomatic efforts of 2025 and the rebranding of mass displacement as "liberation" have
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created a world where facts are entirely subordinate to political utility. In the Newspeak of
2026, the evidence of one's own eyes is the only thing that must be rejected. The soaring
energy prices and the humanitarian toll are framed not as consequences of the "combined
force's" aggression, but as the inevitable results of an "irrational" enemy's existence. When
language is manipulated to this degree, the very possibility of dissent is undermined, as the
words required to articulate a critique are themselves co-opted or rendered meaningless by the
state.

12.3 Transferred Nationalism and the Spiritualization of Aggression

The role of Christian Zionism as a form of transferred nationalism has provided the 2026 war
with a moral immunity that secular ideologies could never achieve. By attaching the objectives
of a modern military campaign to an ancient prophetic timeline, the architects of Operation Epic
Fury have bypassed the traditional ethical constraints of warfare. This spiritualization of
aggression ensures that the "Combined Force" is viewed by a significant portion of the
American populace as an instrument of divine will rather than an agent of geopolitical interests.
This is the ultimate form of Doublethink: the belief that the path to a holy peace is paved with
ten thousand strikes. The danger of this ideological fusion cannot be overstated, as it creates a
vacuum where the human cost of war is ignored in favor of a perceived cosmic victory.

12.4 The Future of the Individual in the Permanent War

Ultimately, the Iran War of 2026 serves as a warning for the future of the individual in an
increasingly Orwellian world. As the state refines its ability to produce prolefeed and maintain
the "Two Minutes Hate" through digital aesthetics, the individual’s capacity for independent
thought is under constant assault. The "pacification" of Iran is not just a military objective; it is a
psychological one. It seeks to prove that there is no alternative to the current order and that any
attempt at sovereignty or resistance will be met with "Epic Fury." If we are to preserve a future
where truth exists outside the mandates of the Ministry of Truth, we must begin by reclaiming
the language we use to describe our world. We must see the 2026 war for what it is: a
calculated exercise in power that uses the name of freedom to justify the silence of the grave.
The ghost of Orwell reminds us that while the state may control the past and the present, the
future belongs to those who refuse to let the truth be memory-holed.
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