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The 2006 Lebanon War, a 34-day long conflict between 
Lebanon and Israel, was extensively covered by the interna-
tional press. However, two different narratives predominated 
the coverage. This paper juxtaposes the different narratives by 
American and Arabic media outlets, and argues that American 
media, although considered the freest in the world, actually 
censors itself through a process known as “the tyranny of the 
majority.” The implications of this self-censorship demonstrate 
larger problematic societal perceptions when it comes to
understanding the Middle East.
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The 2006 Lebanon War caught the 
world ’s  at tention and caused news 
out lets  to produce hours  of  coverage 
of  the event for audiences back home. 
However,  the drast ica l ly di f ferent 
narrat ives  of  these incidents  offered two 
opposite  perceptions of  what happened 
during the month-long confl ict .  On one 
hand,  there i s  the s tory of  a  vict imized 
Israel i  nat ion defending hersel f  against 
terroris t s .  On the other hand,  there ’ s 
a  narrat ive portraying Israel  as  the 
perpetrator and oppressor of  innocent 
Arabs .  The American news coverage of 
the 2006 Lebanon War sheds l ight on 
the true nature of  American media bias 
and the unintended consequences that 
fol low it . 
	 Since the integrat ion of  media into 
society,  coverage of  major news events 
around the world 
has  played a crucia l 
role in shaping 
our understanding 
of  how humans 
and communit ies 
interact .  While i t 
i s  widely accepted 
that  news coverage 
around the world 
does present local 
and regional  biases 
in the shared information,  the impact 
and consequences of  the American media 
coverage of  an event as  smal l  as  the 2006 
Lebanon War i s  a  minuscule window to a 
broader i s sue plaguing American society 
at  the moment.  The media out lets ’ 
para l le l  viewpoint with the American 
government can be i l luminated by 
applying a principle cal led the “tyranny 
of  the majori ty.”  Developed by 19th- 
century French pol i t ica l  phi losopher 
Alexis  de Tocquevi l le ,  the idea behind 
this  concept i s  that  publ ic  opinion 
would become an a l l-powerful  force, 
with the majori ty tyrannizing unpopular 
minorit ies  and marginal ized individuals . 

Tocquevi l le  even goes so far  as  to say that 
there i s  less  freedom of discuss ion and 
independence of  mind in America than 
in Europe (De Tocquevi l le  204-213) . 
But before delving into the juxtaposed 
narrat ive,  i t  i s  important to understand 
the facts  of  the 2006 Lebanon War and 
the historical  context  of  some diplomatic 
re lat ions in the Middle East . 
	 On July 12,  2006,  Hezbol lah 
launched a miss i le  at tack against  I srael 
border towns as  a  divers ion for an anti-
tank attack on two armored Israel i 
patrol  vehicles .  Two of  the seven Israel i 
soldiers  were captured,  and the others 
were wounded or ki l led.  After  a  fa i led 
rescue attempt,  the Israel i  Defense 
Forces  quickly reta l iated and responded 
with mass ive airs tr ikes  and art i l lery 
f ire ,  ul t imately leading to a  34-day long 

war.  I t  led to the destruct ion of  civi l ian 
infrastructure,  the death of  many 
Lebanese civi l ians ,  and the displacement 
of  hundreds of  thousands.  The confl ict 
ended with a United Nations-brokered 
ceasef ire on August  14,  2006,  a l though 
the war formal ly ended on September 
8,  2006,  when Israel  l i f ted i t s  naval 
blockade of  Lebanon (Kalb and Saivetz 
43-66) . 
	 Known as  a  mil i tant ,  secret ive, 
and rel igiously fundamental i s t  sect , 
Hezbol lah,  which stands for the “Party 
of  God,”  rose to prominence in Lebanon 
in 1982 during i t s  c ivi l  war that  las ted 
from 1975 to 1990 (“Hezbol lah”) . 

 
Developed by 19th- century French pol it ical 

phi losopher Alexis de Tocquevi l le ,  the 
idea behind this concept is that publ ic 

opinion would become an al l -powerful force, 
with the majority tyrannizing unpopular 
minorit ies and marginal ized individuals .
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Members  of  the Hezbol lah party are 
predominantly Shia Musl ims and have 
historical ly worked closely with Iran, 
the most  powerful  and largest  Shia 
majori ty country in the region.  They 
are known for engaging in a l leged 
terroris t  at tacks ,  including kidnappings 
and car  bombings.  In 1990,  fol lowing 
the end of  the civi l  war,  the mil i tant 
group gained access  to the country’s 
pol i t ica l  power after  an arrangement 
was approved.  Although the group’s 
original  manifesto cal led for res i s tance 
against  the newly formed state of  I srael 
and the establ i shment of  an Is lamic 
republic  within Lebanon, i t  dropped 
the lat ter  af ter  the 2006 war,  af f i rming 
as  i t s  ideal  government a  democracy 
representing nat ional  unity.  Hezbol lah 
has  been considered a terroris t  group 
by the U.S.  Department of  State s ince 
October 1997 (“Hezbol lah |  Meaning, 
History,  & Ideology”) .  Hezbol lah was 
a l so one of  the f irs t  Arab mil i t ias  to have 
fought the IDF to a  s tandst i l l ,  making 
them heroes throughout the Arab world 
(Chadwick) .  This  regional  perception of 
Hezbol lah i s  further acknowledged in a 
later  discuss ion of  regional  coverage of 
the events . 
	 The state of  I srael ,  proclaimed 
on May 14,  1948,  fol lowing the United 
Nations ’  Resolution 181,  a l lowed for 
the spl i t  of  land in Palest ine between 
a Jewish and Arab State .  Although the 
Jews agreed to the deal ,  the Palest inians 
did not .  Fol lowing the creat ion of  the 
new state of  I srael ,  f ive Arab armies 
invaded the terr i tory in response to the 
resolut ion,  which many Arab countries 
saw as  unfair  to the Palest inians now 

forced to l ive under Jewish rule .  The 
war ended with an armist ice in 1949 
with Israel  gaining some of  the terr i tory 
original ly promised to the Palest inians 
under Resolution 181.  Egypt and Jordan 
retained control  over Gaza and the West 
Bank respect ively and the armist ice l ines 
held unti l  1967 (“The Arab-Israel i  War 
of  1948”) .
	 Today,  many countries  in the 
Arab region have weak or non-existent 
t ies  with the s tate of  I srael ,  which i s  not 
recognized by many as  a  sovereign state . 
For example,  the s tate of  I srael  does not 
have a representat ive in the League of 
Arab States ;  that  seat  i s  instead given 
to the s tate of  Palest ine.  Alone among 
i ts  Arab counterparts ,  I srael  quickly 
establ i shed close t ies  with the United 
States  in the 1970s.  The United States 
was one of  the f irs t  s tates  to recognize 
Israel  as  a  newly formed country under 
Pres ident Harry Truman. There i s 
immense support  from the U.S.  toward 
Israel ,  especia l ly in terms of  f inancia l 
support  and diplomatic backing 
(Col l ins) .  During a speech to Israel ’ s 
par l iament,  former Pres ident George W. 
Bush stated that  “Israel ’ s  populat ion may 
be just  over seven mil l ion.  But when you 
confront terror and evi l ,  you are 307 
mil l ion strong because the United States 
of  America s tands with you” (“President 
Bush Addresses  Members  of  the Knesset ,” 
2008) .
	 Fol lowing the 9/11 attacks on the 
World Trade Center ,  the media portrayal 
of  Arabs and Musl ims has  often been 
negative,  as  the l ines  between Arab, 
terroris t ,  and rel igious fundamental i sm 

Following the 9/11 attacks on the World Trade Center, the 
media portrayal of Arabs and Muslims has often been 

negative, as the lines between Arab, terrorist , and religious 
fundamentalism are blurred. 
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are blurred.  As a  result  of  this  portrayal , 
there was an increase in American 
host i l i ty towards Arab identi ty and i t s 
many cultural  aspects ,  b lending the 
complex and r ich history of  the region 
into a uniform, inaccurate portrai t  of 
the Middle East  (Alsultany 161-169) .  In 
the United States ,  i t  i s  not uncommon 
to place a l l  Middle Eastern culture under 
the same umbrel la  – that  a l l  Arabs are 
Musl ims and therefore are a l l  terroris t s . 
I t  i s  often forgotten that  there are 
Christ ian Arabs ,  Palest inian Jews,  and 
Jewish communit ies  in predominantly 
Musl im countries  in North Africa. 
	 As the hegemon of  news coverage 
around the world,  the United States 
prides  i t se l f  on having the “freest”  media 
in the world.  However,  the American 
media has  experienced a constant need 
for immediacy and a seemingly growing 
polar izat ion of  report ing that  has  l imited 
the a l ternat ive perspect ives  avai lable 
to American audiences .  In American 
news coverage,  new viewpoints  are 
not informatively introduced;  instead, 
the current societa l  viewpoints  are 
reaf f irmed.  Although this  trend can be 
seen in other nat ional  media,  i t  i s  very 
prevalent in American media and carr ies 
many vis ible  consequences .  Because the 
content presented a l igns comfortably 
with American society ’s  viewpoints , 
i t  i s  widely accepted global ly and, 
unfortunately,  people are lef t  to create 
their  own opinions and understanding 
of  the events  based on dubious facts 
(Col l ins) . 
	 Local  te levis ion,  which i s  preferred 
by Americans in contrast  to nat ional 
te levis ion report ing,  presents  a  unique 
market  that  forces  reporters  to work 
with more l imited coverage t ime,  smal ler 
budgets ,  and market  inf luencers  when 
compared to the nat ional  te levis ion news. 
However,  i t  i s  important to understand 
that  local  news out lets  re ly on footage 
from their  networks or wire services . 

For example,  in prepackaged dai ly 
reports  made by ABC to i t s  af f i l iates  in 
2006,  footage included images of  the 
batt lef ie ld,  s tatements  from the Israel i 
foreign minister  and a State Department 
off ic ia l ,  as  wel l  as  speeches from the 
United Nations.  General ly,  most  local 
editors  leaned towards the posi t ion of 
U.S.  authorit ies ,  ensuring an undisputed 
coverage of  foreign events  (Cavari  and 
Gabay) .
	 Previous research done by Ammon 
Cavari  and Itay Gabay on the dif ferences 
in the coverage of  an Israel i  s tr ike on 
Beirut ,  July 20,  2006,  by a nat ional 
network and local  network support 
this  idea of  disproport ionate coverage. 
The ABC network reported on the 
disproport ionate Israel i  act ions while 
the local  af f i l iate  in Chicago emphasized 
Israel ’ s  r ight to se l f-defense.  The vast ly 
di f ferent report ing of  the same event 
means each respect ive audience absorbed 
dif ferent information and formed 
dif ferent viewpoints  of  the same event. 
Because local  te levis ion tends to a l ign 
with the U.S.  government ’ s  viewpoints , 
their  coverage of  the 2006 Lebanon War 
portrays the confl ict  as  Hezbol lah attacks 
and ful ly supports  I srael ’ s  work at  tota l 
disarmament of  Hezbol lah (Cavari  and 
Gabay) .  This  type of  coverage i s  in l ine 
with the U.S.  government ’ s  longstanding 
support  for  Israel ,  part icular ly in this 
conf l ict .  Rather than presenting the 
various and complex narrat ives  of  the 
war,  the American media has  chosen 
to s t ick to the viewpoint shared with 
the government and widely accepted 
by American society.  Due to this 
drast ica l ly di f ferent coverage,  local 
news that  favored Israel ,  portrayed their 
act ions against  Lebanon as  just i f ied and 
normalized the aggress iveness .  A smal l 
majori ty of  network news def ined the 
i s sue as  I srael i  aggress iveness ,  project ing 
a s l ight ly more balanced view (Cavari 
and Gabay) . 
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	 However,  when looking at  the 
coverage of  the same confl ict  through 
the eyes  of  a  di f ferent media market , 
the painted story of  the confl ict  i s 
not the same.  Over the last  decade, 
major Arab news networks have grown 
their  audience in the region and have 
establ i shed themselves  as  the big players 
in information distr ibution.  Because 
they operate so c lose to the i s sue in 
comparison to American media,  Arabic 
news out lets  have offered a di f ferent 
narrat ive through their  coverage of  the 
2006 Lebanon War,  more in l ine with 
opinions and sentiments  proper to the 
region.  Another major reason 
the viewpoints  presented 
to the Arab world were 
dif ferent was that  Arabs 
no longer had to receive 
their  information from 
Western media,  re lying 
instead on local  networks 
which were establ i shed 
as  Arab news networks 
grew. By 2005,  there 
were 150 Arab sate l l i te 
channels  (Fontana) .
	 By informing their 
populat ion through 
more regional  lenses , 
the content presented by 
those news out lets  ref lects  the opinions 
and feel ings of  the local  populat ion. 
Therefore,  the inf luence of  the Western 
narrat ive of  I srael  i s  reduced (Fontana) . 
In this  case ,  the growth of  Arab 
networks has  created a new narrat ive 
when i t  comes to news coverage in the 
Middle East .  Locals  are gett ing reports 
from people in the region and are being 
informed by experts  from their  region 
rather than having to accept Western 
coverage as  accurate and the only source 
of  information avai lable . 
	 For example,  look at  the coverage 
of  the 2006 Lebanon War by Asharq 
Al-Awsat ,  one of  two Arabic-language 

newspapers  publ i shed in London and 
distr ibuted throughout the Middle 
East .  During their  July 13 to August  16 
coverage,  24 photographs were printed 
on the front page re lat ing to the war 
and a l l  but  two showed the death and 
destruction caused by Israel i  at tacks in 
Lebanon. This  portrayed Israel  as  the 
sole aggressor and shows,  in the context 
of  Middle East  journal i sm and history, 
that  Arabs have a prejudice against 
I srael .  By focusing their  coverage on the 
destruct ion caused by Israel  and ignoring 
the act ions of  Hezbol lah,  Asharq Al-
Awsat  a l igned i t se l f  with the feel ings of 

i t s  readers  who sympathized 
with their  Arab 
brothers  under Israel i 
f i re  (Kalb and Saivetz 
43-66) .  This  biased 
coverage of  the events 
paral le l s  the coverage 
of  the same war by 
American media – both 
enti t ies  have chosen to 
te l l  the s tory that  wil l 
not be quest ioned by i t s 
audience and that  a l igns 
with societa l  views of 
the key players  in the 
war. 
	The narrat ive given 

by Arabic-language news out lets  i s  the 
complete opposite  of  the coverage done 
by American news out lets ,  being more in 
l ine with Arab perceptions of  the facts . 
While the lat ter  saw the IDF attacks 
as  a  r ight to se l f-defense,  the Arab 
populat ion,  part icular ly the Lebanese 
populat ion in the zone of  conf l ict  and 
abroad,  saw the IDF attacks ,  which were 
backed and funded by the U.S. ,  as  the 
Bush Administrat ion’s  f inal  at tempt at 
abol i shing Hezbol lah (Fadda-Conrey 
159-173) .  Again,  the crucia l  role the 
regional  pol i t ics ,  dynamics ,  and history 
play in shaping the information given 
out to the mass  audiences i s  evident . 

American media shapes 
the perceptions and 

ideas society has about 
the reason for events 

and is but a piece in an 
endless cycle where the 
majority opinion shapes 
those same ideas and 

limits the flow of 
discussion.
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	 The coverage of  the international 
conf l icts  by various media in the United 
States  and the Middle East  ref lects 
the regional  biases  and history of 
re lat ionships  with the part ies  involved. 
While this  i s  wel l-known, the underlying 
consequences of  the coverage of  the 
confl ict  by American media go beyond 
giving out biased information.  American 
media shapes the perceptions and ideas 
society has  about the reason for events 
and is  but a  piece in an endless  cycle 
where the majori ty opinion shapes 
those same ideas  and l imits  the f low of 
discuss ion.
	 The misconceptions about this 
region of  the world have even spi l led 
over into U.S.  pol icies .  In January 2017, 
Pres ident Trump s igned Executive 
Order 13769,  barr ing entry into the U.S. 
for  individuals  from countries  l ike Iran, 
Syria ,  Yemen, Iraq,  Libya,  Somalia ,  and 
Sudan,  while  a l so suspending entry of 
refugees from that  part  of  the world 
for an indefinite  amount of  t ime.  The 
administrat ion cla ims that  the executive 
order was s igned to l imit  terroris t s 
from the countries  involved in the 9/11 
attacks from entering.  However,  none 
of  the countries  on the l i s t  provided 
terroris t s  towards the World Trade 
Center at tacks .  The countries  which did 
part icipate in the attacks (Saudi  Arabia , 
Lebanon, the United Arab Emirates)  and 
countries  with which the Trump business 
and administrat ion worked with or are 
current ly working with ( the United Arab 
Emirates ,  Saudi  Arabia)  were omitted 
from the l i s t  (Torbati  et  a l . ) .
	 The att i tude of  Americans 
toward the portrayal  of  world events 
in the Middle East  i s  unique.  Consider 
European censorship laws,  for  example. 
In December 2019,  the French Parl iament 
passed a new law declar ing anti-Zionism 
a cr iminal  offense on the same level  as 
anti-Semitism. Crit iques of  the bi l l 
c la im it  i s  a  direct  at tack on freedom of 

express ion in the country.  The U.S.  does 
not have any laws s imilar  to this ;  in fact , 
the U.S.  prides  i t se l f  on a l lowing the 
greatest  amount of  speech and encourages 
heal thy dia logue among the dif ferent 
opinions of  individuals .  However,  the 
consequences of  vocal iz ing opinions 
that  diverge from the majori ty are much 
more drast ic .  As Tocquevi l le  explains 
i t ,  the “tyranny of  the majori ty” forces 
those who do not a l ign their  views with 
the majori ty to engage in se l f-censorship 
and se l f-s i lencing.  For fear  of  being 
mis labeled or exi led by their  community 
for voicing an opinion that  chal lenges 
what the majori ty bel ieves  and has 
dictated i s  correct ,  many Americans keep 
their  thoughts  to themselves ,  taking away 
from the heal thy,  democrat ic  dia logue 
that  i s  expected.  Unlike the French,  the 
U.S.  does not have laws banning anti-
Zionist  ideas ;  however,  those ideas  are 
often l inked to being anti-Semitic , 
forcing people to not ful ly share their 
thoughts ,  natural ly censoring ideas  and 
opinions without ever implementing 
any laws.  This  se l f-censorship i s  a  direct 
example of  the “tyranny of  the majori ty.” 
	 The local  American coverage of  the 
2006 Lebanon War often a l igned i t se l f 
with the majori ty responses  of  the U.S. 
populat ion.  By a l igning themselves  with 
the majori ty,  the media out lets  were, 
therefore,  presenting an uncontested 
narrat ive to their  audience.  Regardless 
i f  i t ’ s  voluntari ly or involuntari ly ,  the 
news coverage of  the confl ict  coming 
from the U.S.  fol lowed the majori ty 
opinion on the actors  in the confl ict . 
Whether the whole U.S.  agreed to i t ,  the 
moral  of  the s tory for many viewers  was 
that  I srael  was defending i t se l f  against 
the aggress ion from the terroris t  group 
Hezbol lah and did not acknowledge the 
dif ferent narrat ives  that  were taking 
place in this  complex confl ict . 
	 While there was some 
condemnation toward the damage 
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done by the IDF on Lebanese civi l ians , 
the U.S.  government ’ s  agenda i s  the 
narrat ive that  ended up marking the 
targeted American audience.  To this 
day,  the impact  of  this  “ tyranny of  the 
majori ty” in our perceptions of  i s sues  in 
the Middle East  and who the U.S.  needs 
to a l ign i t se l f  with i s  c lear  to see.  I srael 
i s  and has  been a big a l ly to America and 
many of  the recent foreign pol icies  of 
the current administrat ion ref lect  that 
(“U.S.  Relat ions With Israel .” ) .
The American news coverage of  the 
2006 summer war between Lebanon’s 
Hezbol lah and the s tate of  I srael ,  heavi ly 
shaped by the pol i t ics  and dynamics 
between the U.S.  and Israel  as  wel l  as 
i t s  societa l  perceptions of  the regions, 
mirrors  the greater  i s sues  in U.S.  society 
and the impact  news bias  has  on the 
information absorbed by viewers .  While 
i t  i s  easy to acknowledge that  a l l  media 
i s ,  in fact ,  biased,  the American news 
networks ’  far-reaching consequences 
are apparent today,  more than ever .  The 
misperceptions perpetuated in the media 
about the region’s  conf l icts  and culture 
have shaped the American audience’s 
views of  the Middle East ,  which then 
impacts  the news coverage of  the media, 
pushing the U.S.  into a  perpetual  cycle 
of  mis information,  where the majori ty 
opinion rules  and a l l  opinions against 
the s tandard are dismissed and attacked. 
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