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A "clash of civilizations" within Europe itself.

The pro-Saddam Hussein European manifestationslwiigry 15th that brought millions into the strests
European capitals are the culmination of CharleGalelle’s political vision of a European desting ley
France. During World War Il de Gaulle was the leaafd=rench resistance against the Nazis, butdss-p
war anti-Americanism rallied many of his previougemies. Hostility to America and antisemitism were
strong in various French circles: the communisis,|éft, and particularly among the numerous maditis,
civil servants, intellectuals and businessmen, tdmb willingly collaborated with the Germans. Those
political currents had important links with the Ar&uslim world.

De Gaulle’s vision intended to restore to Frandeminant role in international affairs by the constion

of a strong and united Europe as a counter-weigAtterican power. After the loss of Algeria in 1962
France’s last Arab colony, de Gaulle oriented loiécy toward the Arab-Muslim world. During the 1960
a French Mediterranean policy was elaborated, wivizhild link as an economic and political
geostrategical unit the European Community (EC)thedArab League countries. But Arab collaboration
had a price: the elimination of Israel. In spitd=o&nce’s efforts to bring its European partneoset to
Arab views, many countries were reluctant to folkbwg path. At that time, the Arab-Israeli conflditin’t
provoke any interest or declaration from the EC.

After the Syro-Egyptian October 1973 war againstds and the third Arab defeat, the Arab oil proghs
proclaimed an oil embargo, increased the oil pigce times, lowered the production, and classiftesl
consuming countries into friends, enemies, or @éxtNow, France’s maneuvers to align the EC on the
Arab anti-Israeli policy in order to create a sgdfuro-Arab bloc succeeded. The nine countriek®BC,
meeting in Brussels (November 6, 1973) issuedrda Résolution, which endorsed the Franco-Arab polic
in respect to Israel.

In 1974 the Parliamentary Association for Euro-A@dmperation was founded to strengthen the pdlitica
economic and cultural co-operation between Euroypktlze Arab world. The Association had about 600
members in 18 national Parliaments of the countii¢ke enlarged European Union (EU), as well abén
European Parliament — and all the major trendsuiojiean politics were represented. This Association
organized regular meetings with Arab leaders atitiggans and served as a channel between thenthend
European governments, the Presidency of the Eunopeancil of Ministers, and the Commission of the
European Communities. In other words, it was a mposterful Arab lobby functioning through European
functionaries, built into the European institutidnsnfluence European policy at its summit.

In the following years, this body was reinforcedabgolitical, economical and cultural structuremea the
Euro-Arab Dialogue, which united at the highestlagte EC — later to become the European Uniond- an
the countries of the Arab League. The Europeaed td maintain the Dialogue on a base of economic
relations, while the Arab countries tied the oitldrusiness markets to the European alignment an the
anti-Israeli policies. Even though some countrieseareluctant to follow this path, the joint prouktions

of the EU concerning the Arab-Israeli conflict ersbml the anti-Israeli points established previobglyhe
Second Islamic Conference in Lahore, Pakistan (Fepr1i974).



Henceforth, an associative diplomacy binding thabAMuslim countries and the EU developed in
international forums and especially in decisionscawning the Middle East conflict. Durirkguro-Arab
symposiums the oil threat was brandished and presgas exerted on the EU, as a reminder that econom
relations were inexorably tied to Europe’s politisbgnment with Arab anti-Zionist policyHowever, the
Dialogue was not restricted to influencing Europfarign policy against Israel and detaching Europe
from America, it also aimed at establishing pernméligen Europe a massive Arab-Muslim presence ey th
immigration and settlement of millions of Muslimgthvequal rights for all, native-born and migraalike.
This policy endeavored to integrdferope and the Arab-Muslim world into one politieald economic

bloc, by mixing populations (multiculturalism) whilveakening the Atlantic solidarity and isolating
America.

To facilitate Muslim settlements in the West, ctdiichanges in school teaching, universities amibso
life were imposed. Textbooks were rewritten in vighallaying Muslim susceptibilities, and univeysit
teachings in Middle East and Islamic history soonfoarmed to Arab-Muslim norms and their worldview.
Recommendations were emphatically and repeategigsed for spreading the knowledge of the Arabic
language in Europe, and the learning about thergupslamic history and civilization. As these dgons
were taken, and then implemented through the nmésimeof the Dialogue that covered every country of
the EU, a profound cultural Islamization — throubk network of schools, universities and the blessif
Islamophile clergymen — conditioned the mentalibéswo generations of European youth. To this
cultural transformation was added from within tleendgraphic pressure of an ever-increasing Muslim
immigration and, from without, an all-encompassiggbiosis on every level with the Arab-Muslim
world. This symbiosis built on the system of thedzArab Dialogue, and hence approved by the higher
political authorities of the EU, covered book pahlhg, university exchanges, television, pressradib
collaboration, theological rapprochement, youth tngs, and intense collaboration between numerous
ONG organizations, humanitarian activities, workemgons, economical and financial relations. Sdfiient
nuclear and military training were provided as,dgemple, France’s nuclear program with Iraq,
culminating in the construction of the nuclear tea©sirak, destroyed by Israel in 1981.

The development of those complex ties between tiab-Muslim world and the EU was, at its core,
conditioned by an anti-Israeli and anti-Americatiqy the Arab ambition being to detach Europe fritgn
Atlantic ally. As Palestinian and Islamic terrorisieveloped, the EU — anxious to save its growird) an
multiple interests in the Muslim world — accuserhéd and U.S. policy of provoking it. Rather than
confronting Islamic terrorism, European leadersntesl to appeasement by condemning Israel. Anti-
Zionism, integrated into the developing Euro-Aralations became a European sub-culture of hate,
denigration and disinformationpurished by the inner dynamic of the Euro-Arabl@jae that led to the
rise of EurabiaOpposing views were silenced to maintain a madniglitagade of Islamic correctness in the
press and publications. From September 2000, ttiai of Palestinian terrorism within Israel trégggd a
violent antisemitic wave in Europe as if it had tree the heart of Arabism.

France, Germany and Belgium, the troika leadingaiia; imposed monolithic orders for the EU andrthei
African satellites. An alliance with the Organipatof the Islamic Conference, comprising 56 caestr
would provide world supremacy at the UN in someess The Euro-Arab bloc’s reliance on UN
“international legitimacy” is based on its virtiantrol of this forum. Essential to the Arab Ledgue
policy in relation to Israel, Arafat — the godfatta international terrorism — became the key ragpd
between the EU and the Arabs. The EU assumed thefuraling of the Palestinian Authority, and until
now the European Parliament refuses any investigati how more than a billion euros of European
taxpayers’ money, transferred to Arafat, has beselu

Today the Iraqi crisis confronts the EU governmevith three decades of pusillanimous policy based o
oil, markets, short-term economic gains, and arenafist ambition of domination. It is practically
impossible now in Europe to control Islamic tersamieither from within or without. Nor can the Eltapt
the destruction of the multifarious symbiosis ceedby all European political parties with the Aeaiml
Muslim world, to the detriment of their own couriérgecurity. Europe has undergone a profound stalct
and demographic change, which is not yet fully pimed by Europeans, even less by Americans. This
transformation of a Judeo-Christian based-civilaaand culture by strong trends of Islamization is
creating social, political and cultural grounds ¢onfrontations that could provoke dangerous social
implosions. The drifting away of Europeans from Aite is not, therefore, due to their superior moral



exigencies, as some superficial analysts writeh&athis drift reveals a traumatic fear of a tasm that
the EU always refused to acknowledge, scapegogtitgad Israel and America. It reveals the
preservation, at all costs, of Arab and Muslim gptrdictatorships, including Arafat, with whom tG&
has built its economic and international politisathtegy, power and security. And, more threatening
indicates a profound transformation, a mutationemgby a civilization is drifting toward ‘dhimmitudte

*Author's note: Dhimmitudederives from the surrender of the Christian cleagy political leaders to the
Muslim jihad armies, and their submission to Islamidmination of both their lands and peoples. In
exchange, they received a pledge of protectionnfaia’) from the Muslim sovereign - and the ceseatio
the jihad war. This "protection” was conditioned @nansom payment (jizya) that was extorted froen th
vanquished Christian and Jewish populations (dhishn8ometimes, Christian submission to Islam was
rooted in personal ambition. Dhimmitude often ineldiself-hatred, and hatred against Jews and
Christians who resisted the jihad and Muslim dortiora Christian dhimmitude has been a world foroe f
Islamization throughout history.



