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[In a wide ranging interview with Islamic scholaaBye'or comes a frank discussion of Eurabia: vthat and
what it means for Americans. Interview by AlyssalAppen]

In her new book, Eurabia: The Euro-Arab Axis, Batof takes a sweeping view of history, not the thia¢
most of us consider, just past the ends of oursid&ee world's preeminent historian of two unigsiarhic
institutions, jihad and dhimmitude—the latter, themiliated, precarious state of non-Muslim peofiléag
under Islamic rule—Bat Ye'or has masterfully poré@ the means by which the Euro-Arab Dialogue wed|
over the past 30-plus years. “There are three farfikad,” she says today, “the military jihadetBconomic
jihad and the cultural jihad.” The EAD between Eigopean Community and the Arab League has been a
means of spreading [the] economic and culturabjinam the Middle East to Europe.

In November 1967, Charles De Gaulle announcedatss conference that henceforward, France woslthaes
a pro-Arab policy. His goals were to prevent ameto intra-European wars and to help France resteme
leading role in European politics and history. leittould he have imagined the far-reaching resbiésGaulle
died in November 1970, but in October 1973, follogvEgypt and Syria's war against Israel, GeorgespRinu
picked up his policy reigns and led Europe intoEueo-Arab Dialogue (EAD), a process that tookdhahd
changed the face of Europe for the worse.

On French initiative, the European Community sougldpen a Euro-Arab Dialogue, but the Arab Leafgue
their part made any dialogue dependent on the ledtadent of an anti-Israel policy in Europe.

Outraged that Israel had won the war against alspdith help from the U.S., the oil-producing memshof the
Arab League unilaterally quadrupled the price bfod cut production by 5 percent a month. Addgityn they
imposed an oil embargo on the nations consideieddiy to Israel--the U.S., Denmark and Hollandariee and
Germany panicked. On November 6, 1973, the ninatci@s of the European Economic Community met in
Brussels and issued a joint resolution that rexetise intent and meaning of United Nations Resotufi42, and
declared illegal all territory Israel had gainedt;hdefensive 1967 war. Furthermore, the EEC deiedthat
henceforward “the legitimate rights of the Paldatinpeople” be included in any definition of peace.

Having met the Arab League's preliminary demartus BC recouped the free flow of oil embargoed ttiatid
and Denmark the month before. Furthermore, the BE mow free to pursue the EAD. The agreement ta ope
discussions, however, came with further conditiéinance and all other European Community natiodstba
agree to adopt pro-Arab and anti-American policidsis, the free flow of oil came with significardljtical
riders. This little known dialogue, which subsediliehurgeoned into an enormous EU-funded apparétus,
began to plant the seeds of political, economicauttiral jihad in Europe. Less than 30 years dfterend of
World War 1, it also revived some of the policiekthe Nazis. The policies had migrated to the Nadgast
during World War Il and afterwards, with the flight Nazi fugitives to Egypt, Syria and other Aradttions.
Now, Nazi ideology found its way back into Europentitics through the EAD launch of a unified Eueam
anti-Israel policy.

European leaders hoped through the EAD to creagotal alternative to American power." The Aralweos
hoped to promote Islam and anti-Israel policieslehwide. What followed, in addition to Europe's mass
importation of Middle Eastern ideas and culture a##® mass Muslim immigration into Europe. Europangd
new markets—and free-flowing oil—but at the costost political independence, and lost independdoce



European Community member nations. Recently, repdiiyssa A. Lappen interviewed Bat Ye'or on the fa
ranging implications of these developments.

Q. Was it intentional that the Euro-Arab Dialogwalihese results?

A. Of course, on the Arab side, the [intentions]atetisions were very clear from the beginning. Tdea was
to develop good relations with Europe in orderdpagate Europe from America, weaken the West, eageu
Arab Muslim immigration into Europe, organize aitait Islamic community in Europe, and developrarsg

European Islam with political and intellectual irfhce on European development.

On the European side, opinions varied accordirgptitical views. There is no doubt that the Fregolal to
establish Euro-Arab links stood on strong anti-Aicem and Judeophobic grounds. The European paviliesy
to follow the French lead shared with the Arabsatisemitic/anti-Zionist policy. During the Secowtbld War,
and even before, links existed between the Araltdraord pro-Arab, European anti-Semites. The whabkhA
nationalist movement of the early 20th century e@sstructed and supported with the rejection @fdbin
mind. Ba'ath Party founder and convert to Islanghédl Aflak, from the 1930s opposed the existendheftate
of Israel on religious and political grounds. Opifioa persisted even in England, which sought tlzendate
from the League of Nations for the Jewish Natid#iameland in Palestine. After WWII, the European
rapprochement with Arab countries was just a caoatiion of the anti-Zionist policies that had stdrie the
beginning of the 20th century.

Q. How could the European countries turn agairest giolicies and reverse the entire result of WaMdr Il and
all their ideological gains. Wasn't this a completeersal?

A. There was no reversal. In Europe, the Holocawast in preparation before it happened. There wasngerful
European transnational anti-Semitic movement cletblyethose who opposed it, who didn't seek the
disappearance of the Jews and did not expect aglen@®ut World War 1l brought to power with the Na
occupation, those anti-Semitic leaders who plarametcollaborated in the genocide throughout Eurdpe.
genocide of the Jewish people stopped only bedhesear stopped. But had the war continued, thethlst
also would have continued. In Europe, there wadesire to stop it. It would have continued weneoit for the
Allies, who brought the war to an end. But unté fast moment, French Vichy government trains thhowt
France carried Jewish children to the gas chamBexs Maurice Papon, a Vichy government ministerimtyr
World War I, headed important ministries for thevgrnments which followed after the war. Vichy gowveaent
civil servants were still powerful after the wanrfe intellectuals turned their coats, some wetedilsome
were condemned.

After the war De Gaulle proclaimed a new start amdconciliation with Germany. This was part of finecess
of promoting peace in post-war Europe. But the wtadloccupied Europe had been fascist, Nazi anid ant
Semitic. So less than 20 years after the war ahisSemitic movement tried to re-establish relaiavith
Arabs, who were pro-Nazi during the war and favdtexdNazi cause. Therefore, the contacts continued,
although in a more clandestine way.

Q. So really, you seem to be saying that the Mélrptan was not completely successful.

A. After the war, it was taboo to speak about thmps. The first books on the Holocaust were pubdsh
America. A traumatized European Jewry could nokewhis situation.

Now concerning the economy, the Marshall plan helpereunite Europe and reconstruct it. But theegew
strong Communist parties also, which were hostil&merica. So many Nazis recycled into the Comntuansl
leftist parties. This was a change, of course. Mieyewashed themselves.

Q. Were there Europeans and European policy makesopposed this Euro-Arab Dialogue and fought it.

A. Yes, there were people who opposed the shiturbpe, and especially in France. But the Frenakeigonent
was the engine running this policy. If France hatltaken the lead to organize the unity of Europa a
counterweight to America, and to build a Euro-Abddick against America, the Euro-Arab Dialogue wondd
have happened. This is just a hypothesis. But ertoak the lead because of strong affinities inffench
colonial class with the Maghreb. France had prestiooontrolled all the Maghrebian countries, Syl
Lebanon as well as African Muslim territories. Al§wance kept its relations with [indicted WWIIminhal]



Hajj Amin el Husseini, a fervent collaborator wititler. De Gaulle saved Husseini from the Nuremberg
tribunal.

Q. I didn't know that.

A. Husseini was in Germany when the Allies arrividd.was handed over to the Red Cross and he senexhd
to the French forces stationed in Germany. In M245lhe was brought to France with Marshall Pé&mn.
Husseini was controlled and protected by France.Bifitish were searching for him to judge him & th
Nuremberg trial for his alliance with Hitler andstdollaboration in the genocide of the Jews. A yai@r De
Gaulle's French government helped him escape tptEggcording to Husseini's memoir, he promised tha
France could win the sympathy of the whole Arabpgbedf it established and led a European policyasing
Great Britain and Israel.

Talks on this matter started after the Second W\itid. At the time, De Gaulle was Israel's best @yt in the
1950s, many Nazis immigrated to the Arab countespgcially Egypt and Syria, they maintained thelitions
with French Nazi collaborationists and European-Neais. In the 60s and early 70s, France took an
increasingly anti-Israeli position. In 1971 itastished a close relationship with Qaddafi's arghged in
massive arm sales to Arab countries. Economic alitiqal links developed. By 1971, France had bidupe
European Community to share its pro-Arab views.

Denmark and Holland were reluctant to follow therieth anti-Israel line. But at this time there wasunited
European community foreign policy. The European Gamity was only based on economic agreements. There
was no common political vision.

In fact, it was only after the 1973 Kippur war, tthigis policy developed thanks to French initiatiBg then
there were 9 countries in the European commundy the first time they adopted a common foreigrigyain
relation to the Arab world and based on oil. Atteg oil boycott imposed by the Arabs, they linkaddpe's oll
supply to European support for the PLO, Arafat andnti-Israeli policy. As a condition for the $taf a
Dialogue with the Europeans, they requested tleaatti-Israeli policy be linked to the economicteeof Euro-
Arab exchanges. Hence the Dialogue came to relst@pillars, anti-American and anti-Israel policiésis
absolutely extraordinary that less than 30 yedes #tie end of World War Il, after America had sha#irope
from destruction, the common European Communitgifpr policy was based on an anti-Israel and anti-
American strategy. And from this followed the whdkvelopment that we see now.

Q. The thing that strikes me the most is how thé®E#&lates to the history of Jihad. In the Declificastern
Christianity, it was clear that the jihad was eaoiofrom the beginning. So this EAD did not jusbise in the
1970s. First you buy off the ministers, then yondseconomic envoys, then you pollute the politgyatem,
then you send the horsemen, and then the wholetgamillapses.

A. Yes, the jihad is an ideological war, which &sbd on theology, its aim was to conquer landsrapdse the
Koranic law. Often the tactic includes the corraptof leaders. Terror is also a means of jihadotered people
submit. In past centuries the corrupted leadeenadpened the city’s gates to the jihadist arn@@esruption is
also used to encourage conversions, particularbyngnhigh officials. And you have many conversiong/in
Europe.

Q. Now?

A. Yes. Many people have converted to Islam. Soynedmviction, some by opportunism. They leave a
civilization and a culture that they hate and joire that they view as a winning one. There are maasons
why people convert. Today Islam recruits in jailg Blso among intellectuals.

Q. But what about the leadership. Is it merely gption?

A. There are different reasons. In Europe, the rdiimaiew of Lawrence of Arabia idealizes Islam.dAthanks
to the cultural components of the Euro-Arab Dialguvhich encompasses many sectors - every baaksp
about the grandeur of the Islamic civilization,dtgperiority to Western civilization [Note: thisthZentury map
serves as the cover to an official publicationhef Dialogue; it shows the Mediterranean literaliyned upside
down, with the Arab world in a dominant positioiiuated above the the geographic north of infideldpe.]
There is a whole apologetic cultural trend abolatnhs an ideological movement that glorifies it. Yigupeople
are influenced. This developed in the 70s and 8fsmthe Dialogue, raising an enthusiasm for Islétrhas led



to several conversions of intellectuals and paditis. The churches were also very pro-Islamic, beeshey
saw a way, in linking with Islam, to reconcile Isiand Christianity against Israel. Much of the ciuwas very
anti-Semitic, in spite of the Second Vatican ColLimcl962 to 1965. In fact there were those ingidechurch
who opposed the rapprochement with the Jews. Ilneaan easy thing. Priests who fought stronglyttier
reconciliation did not succeed as well as they dopéey just opened a door for reconciliation, theety had to
fight to keep the door open against the opponents.

Q. Who are some of these people who have been dormge

A. Many are neo-fascists or neo-nazis or ex-comsianMany also come from the extreme Left. Thedtal
Mario Scialoja was responsible for the Italian getbf the World Islamic League. Its vice-presidéartthe
Italian section was also a convert. Converts getsay and prominent positions in European IslamyTdirect
Islamic centers, publishing houses and newspagerse collaborate with the powerful Muslim Brothestio
and are viscerally anti-Christian and anti-Jewish.

Q. How did De Gaulle get this change going.

A. First, all this was not done until after his ttedn 1967, de Gaulle declared that the polici@ince would be
fundamentally an Arab policy. But he died in Noventh970. The whole thing started in 1973 under his
successors. The French did not like this policy,ibwas a slow, gradual movement.

Q. And even now, most Europeans do not know.

A. No, not about the Euro-Arab Dialogue. Some kib&/Mediterranean partnership. But except for those
involved in this policy, they do not know about thena Lindh Foundation [to promote “understandiegween
Europe and the countries around the Mediterranedrte Middle East]. Europeans work hard, theraush
unemployment and they absorb the culture from thdianand television. Disinformation all around sontp the
pro-Arab policy. Anti-Americanism and anti-Semitisre congenial to Palestinianism, the new cultfire o
Europe.

Q. What is of concern is that one sees the samg #Hiready happening here. The media is pro-Atas, i
impossible to get them to change, even with thesfathe whole ideological aura has already infitdathe
press and the universities.

A. You have to expose the cultural jihad, and disdts consequences in Europe, and the sub-cuiflies
from which it is growing. The lies are crumblingmas the jihadist ideology and war against the fesivorld
become more apparent. In fact, Europe has dermedvih roots and the spring from which its spiritBadlical
values emerged. It is a denial of one’s own spitity and sources. Now, in Europe, Israel is a aleized word,
a confiscated reality. European governments createghti-Semitic culture in order to integrate lhaslim
immigration, but they have absorbed also the watfa jihadist society. This is why Europe is liletetually
and spiritually confused and disoriented. You carafly with jihadist forces that want to destroyuyo
intellectually, spiritually and politically, withdibeing destroyed, and this is what is happening.

Q. Then why do you say the whole thing is crumhbli@tgarly they are winning.

A. There is so much hatred now in Europe, so mesy $0 much confusion, that people don't know witleey
are going. They don't understand what is happefiihgy don't understand why they have to hate Aragric
Israel and why they have to hate themselves. Theg ho view of the future except the economic esitanof
the EU. Our leaders commend that every effort shbel made to integrate the foreign immigrants hat the
foreigners that have to adapt in a country theseldnosen to come. Foreigners were given the tight
immigrate with their own culture. So they have impd the seeds of the culture of dhimmitude intoopa.
This is their culture, this is the type of relaship they had with Jews and Christians and theydirbit with
them. This was the culture in which they were etkdiaand this is what creates so much confusid&uiope.

Q. Europe is completely lost and nothing can bee@on

A. | don't see a solution. Europeans are not rapiog. Soon, the 60- and 70-year-olds will die. Anelre are
no Europeans to replace them. Suddenly, milliorSuwbpeans won't be there any more. And againstdba is
a mounting immigrant population, which refuseslipta integrate into a society many hate. In s@okools,
the new generation rejects the curriculum, undeptietext that it is not an Islamic history or atgt, or that it is



a Judeo-Christian perspective. In a few years #iltyoe adults and have political power. Laws anstitutions
will change, already there are pressures in sclaulshospitals for sex segregation. Polygamy idfiaally
tolerated.

Q. So 15 million Arab Muslims out of 350 millionmao this? Change an entire continent? It's onlynilbon.

A. No, it is over 20 million, but in fact you doikhow their number, because it is impossible ins@ountries
to take a census on a religious basis, and anyheag fare always new immigrant waves, this is witlbounting
the clandestine ones, those who come without papers

Q. So it could be 50 million.

A. | don't know, no one knows. It is not so mucé tlumber that counts, it is the will to take thevpg and to
dominate. At the beginning of each [historical tsie] conquest, the Muslims were a very small mityoiiBut
this colonizing minority became masters over ovawiing Christian majorities.

Q. Let's talk about the universities because theesthing is beginning to happen in the U.S. We hmofessors
coming from the Middle East, spouting anti-Israaliti-American propaganda, funded by the Sauditde
getting very difficult to open your mouth in theiwersities.

A. Palestinianism started in the universities imdpe in the late 1960s. The whole Left was pro-fad@an
because the Soviets supported them and gave th@img camps and arms to conduct their terrorisvities.
The agreements between the European and Arab eadguded in the Euro-Arab Dialogue, mention it
Arabic civilization and Middle Eastern subjects ghibbe taught in European universities by Arabsftbe
Arab countries. The Arab perspective of historyeveby jihad was a peaceful conquest - not reatyp e
conquest - but a just war against unbelief, wgsoirted into European universities. The idealizagshn
vision of history, and Islam's conception of tolera towards infidels entered into the educatiopstiesn. This
partial vision exists also here on campuses.

Q. I think it is, and you starting to see thesarst centers, with Middle Eastern professors coming

A. [Philosopher and theologian] Jacques Ellul vedally opposed to what he called “the subversioweftern
culture,” but his views caused him to be margiraiby the Protestant church, the university, andtiess.
Many people shared his opinion, but they were s#drby the network of the Euro-Arab Dialogue supgmbby
the government'’s policy and the powerful Europeam@ission. Through the network of the EAD the Mansli
policy and culture infiltrated into the highest iickl and cultural levels in European countrieswmbers of the
EC. This is why it succeeded so well.

Q. Look, you could see something similar happee hsith the President's nomination to the U.S.itiumst of
Peace. Daniel Pipes as you know was nominatedatphiht there was a huge war against his nominadioc
finally, the President appointed him by executivées during a summer recess. But there are Islarséstping
into that institution and elsewhere into the uppehrelons of government. What can Americans do?

A. The history of jihad must be taught accordingh® Western perspective. And the same for dhindeitits
development and consequences. This is extremglgriant, to prevent a return to the condition afathitude.
Unfortunately, an institute to study the historyjibd and dhimmitude worldwide has not been eithét.

Q. So you think an institute would help.

A. Of course. In Europe, this history has beeallperased, in order to please the Muslim worlde Tslamic
view is taught whereby conquests were achievedigirpeaceful means, with tolerance, which is theraoy
to the reality. In Europe, the Muslim groups alwagsuse the West, and take a tack that makes tlotéims/
and victimized. All evil is projected on the Wesdaon Israel, and this vision gives the West arigebf guilt
towards Arabs. In fact, what Arabs have done withlielp of European intellectuals engaged in the-uab
Dialogue is to project the Jewish history of vidtimod onto the Arabs, in order to neutralize thesWWEhey
have usurped the history of another people to ergailt among Western countries and paralyze tfdris.
process has eliminated the whole history of jih&@. see that Europeans are incapable of understativiir
past, or even the current situation. This work tvagun by Edward Said who promoted European guwilatd
the Arabs and Muslim people. He was totally summbtiy high level governmental bodies and European



universities. Otherwise he would not have achiestgzh fame, his position being based on historgrabiance
and anti-Western racism.

Q. Could you briefly explain the history of jihaddadhimmitude.

A. The history of jihad started in the 7th centuiyh the Islamic religion and the conquests of Aadlly the
followers of Mohamed. Arabia was inhabited by agragiajority, but there were also a great number of
Christians and Jewish peasants and artisans wtigatet the oases there. Mohamed started his veanstghe
pagans in Arabia, who opposed his beliefs. Hetibeledina, where Jewish tribes lived. On their safuto
convert to his belief, he attacked them and eiéxpelled them or, as in the case of the Qurayha,ttie
executed all the men and sold the women and childite slavery. Then Mohamed continued his wanipase
Islam on the whole of Arabia. Finally, just beftne died, he had converted the whole of Arabia$adligion.
Now Mohamed's tactic was in fact patterned on tivenal means of Bedouin war. But the founders @frtst
law established a whole school, a jurisdictionalgeiss by which they made this warfare into a sagbéigation
to conduct a worldwide war against the realm ofalieth. This ideology inspired from the life of Mofmed,
either true or invented, based on Koran, the haiththe biographies of the Prophet, became thredalcities
of jihad in order to Islamize the world. Now thedaogy and laws of jihad represent a system fourmated
Islamic theological belief.

This is how jihad developed. Since then, the Anaies were bent on always conquering more teregoiri
order to expand the rule of the Koran over thehedithey conquered all the Christians lands wesgtrabia in
the Middle East. They invaded Egypt, Syria, Palesand the Maghreb. These lands inhabited by aews
Christians, were Islamized through different praged. Arab conquests expanded to Iberia (SpaiBuiope,
Portugal and up to France and Switzerland and stepped in Poitiers in the 8th century. In the Fst
Muslim armies conquered Persia, Armenia and pati@Byzantine empire, which was later totally doated
by the Turkish tribes converted to Islam. ThentHer East, Muslim power expanded in Afghanistath&
Indus. From the 11th century, there was a secong whlslamization, which concentrated on Europedért
the Ottomans it advanced to the borders of PoladdHaingary and occupied the whole of Eastern Euwmope
countries who became part of the Muslim empiree Ditomans were stopped at the gates of Vienn&8s.1

All these lands were, at the beginning, populateddn-Muslim people. At this time, these lands hauiies and
kings. The kings were deposed and the armies dilgshiibut the population stayed in the cities aed th
countryside. So once a land has been Islamizedyhioée colonization process took place. These msERWere
based on legal texts written by Arab theologiang&8th and 9th centuries. The system of dhimraiiad
congenial with Muslim colonization. Non-Muslim maities were either totally eliminated or survivesisamall
minorities, heirs of the big civilizations that theepresented before the conquest. The procedsimfatude, is
of course linked to jihad.

Q. Let's talk about the economic portion of thig.wa

A. Well, first of all, terrorism destroys civilizelife and the prevention of terrorism is very exgiga. Now with
the weapons of mass destruction it is possiblélitthkusands of people at once and control a patmn by
terrorism. It happened in Spain. Zapatero, theiéeas of the Spanish government, like a dhimmilguuthe
Spanish army from Iraq and went to Morocco to mimlhis love for Morocco and Islam. He said he wloubt
deal with terrorism through arms, but by giving.d¥hying money for your security means ransomitis &
the policy of Europe.

Q. ltis the policy of the U.S. also. We have gis&0 billion to Egypt, and they hate us. And a favndred
billion to all the other Arab countries, probaldy, it dwarfs any aid to Israel. Is this a bad tRing

A. Itis bad policy to feed those who hate you. Tiké that is given must be appreciated, becausedid
through the work of other people. Government showldsquander the money of the European taxpawybis,
are deprived of many services to which they aréledtfor their work. The European Union has paiiddns to
Arafat during the intifada. The more the Palestirtierrorists killed Israelis, the more money thegaived. To
the Arabs, this is encouragement to continue.

Q. It seems that the U.S. government must be madeeathat an economic jihad is also a means to wege

A. Yes, jihad takes different forms. The militailygd is waged through terrorism. The cultural jiimdone in
the universities through the subversion of westaines. It developed under the aegis of the EumbAr



Dialogue. The economic jihad used the oil boyedtab countries rely heavily on oil exports. Theioaomy is
very dependent on Western products. It is impotianéduce our dependency on the Arab countrigshoi
order to free ourselves from the economic jihad.

Q. Does corruption of officials that go with thbgd. Do you see any of that in the U.S.?

A. Well, in the U.S. you have a different systemyave a much stronger democracy. The peopleargmt
the policy of the government. It is under strongusny. But this is not so in Europe. The policyEirope is
conducted at the top level, and this escaped tbpl@s scrutiny. They do not understand what iphamg.
And the whole foreign policy of the Euro-Arab Diglee was conducted by the European Community, the
European Counsel of Ministers, the European Pagiidrand the European Commission, which are differen
bodies than each European country government.

Q. Right, but in the U.S. we also have the WorldiiBahe North American Free Trade Agreement which i
going to be expanded to South America, and | prestivat will have links to the EU and those things rzot
followed here, either.

A. We live in a global world, and international argzations develop. Americans should be awareexgh
developments and be diffident of the United Natjomsich is an extremely corrupted organization,akihivorks
according to different standards. Here, it mustlbarly stated that the Arab Muslim countries, b@rdries, and
the Palestinian Authority, which will become a stabon, probably, operate according to Koranidgestvhich
is not what we consider justice. It is based onstiygeriority of Islam over non-Muslim countriesjustifies
jihad and jihadists' values. Those whom we catbtésts, are called freedom fighters, because ifighigainst
non-Muslims countries is a “just war”. This is wthe Palestinians have a “just cause” and condtjosawar.”
The same in Darfur, in Sudan. As long as we hafferdnt values, it will be difficult to agree on athis just.
For Muslim countries, Sharia rules take precedewee any other rules, especially over man-madesrdibey
consider Western rules inferior to their God giveles. For this reason, America is right to refisparticipate
in the International Court of Justice, which is doated by Islamic and European nations, both abitbrthe
Islamic principles of justice.

Alyssa A. Lappen



