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n response to President Emmanuel 
Macron’s speech on Islamist se-
paratism on 1st October, Ibrahim 
Mounir, the Supreme Guide of the 
Muslim Brotherhood issued a state-

ment dated 5 October 2020, in the form 
of a letter addressed to President Macron 
and the French people.

In the text, the Guide criticises Pre-
sident Macron’s speech for having made 
accusations that were deemed “inaccu-
rate, even from a secular point of view”, 
for not respecting “the feelings of more 
than two billion Muslims” and for not 
conforming to “scientific and historical 
truths” about Islam.

On the substance, the statement reaffirms 
the sectarian doctrine of the Brotherhood 
concerning the “supremacy of the laws of 
Allah over that of Men”, claiming to be in 
“flagrant contradiction” of what President 
Macron said in his speech and having no 
doubt that “any comparison of the thought 
and principles of Islam and the degree of 
attachment its followers have to it, with the 
reality and history of the heirs of the French 
revolution” would be “to the disadvantage 
of the heirs of that revolution”.

The statement uses the usual ‘double 
standards’ of Muslim Brotherhood litera-
ture. Thus, while affirming the suprema-

cy of the laws of Islam over those of the 
French Republic, the statement assures 
that the “supporters of the Brotherhood’s 
thought” are attached to “respect for the 
word given and the oaths, the commit-
ment of citizenship and its right in each 
country where they are.

However, the assertion of this alle-
ged respect for the laws and rules of ci-
tizenship does not prevent the Supreme 
Guide of the Muslim Brotherhood from 
making thinly veiled threats against 
France in the same statement, addressing 
the French people and their President in 
the following terms: “We wish to affirm 
to you [President Macron], to the French 
people and to all the peoples around the 
world, that the thought of the Muslim 
Brotherhood, which emanates from 
the religion to which its followers are 
attached, has always been able to over-
come the blunders of certain regimes, 
which deliberately work to push them to 
renounce their religion, and which use 
illegal and inhuman excesses to distort 
that religion”.                                                 
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French secondary schools  
in Erdogan’s firing line? 

The french decision to question the courses in lan-
guage and culture of origin provided in French public 

schools has raised concerns in the French Ministry of 
Education about Turkish reprisals against French seconda-
ry schools in Turkey. However, a major factor could protect 
French secondary schools from Erdogan’s wrath: many 
executives of his party, the AKP, send their children to 
school there! 

President Biden told President Macron that he 
will make one of his very first trips to France 

and Europe. The American President expressed the 
wish to have permanent consultation with France on 
many environmental and international policy issues

President Joe Biden is 
fine-tuning his teams 

for the next Administration. 
At the head of diplomacy 
and international affairs, 
Antony Blinken, former 
Assistant Secretary of State, 
is expected to be Secretary 
of State. He will have at 

his side several influential 
personalities: William Burns, 
Susan Rice, Chris Murphy, 
Chris Coons and Wendy 
Sherman. Regarding Iran, 
President Biden will rely on 
his advisor Jake Sullivan, 
who has very good relations 
with Iranian ambassador to 

the United Nations, Majid 
Takht-Ravanchi. He should 
play a major role in initia-
ting a thaw in relations with 
Tehran.  At the Pentagon, 
several names are mentioned 
among which Michèle Flour-
noy, former Under Secretary 
of Defense for Policy, and 

Senators Tammy Duckworth 
and Jack Reed. And as for 
intelligence, two names are 
expected to take over the 
post of director of the CIA: 
Avril Haines, former Deputy 
National Security Advisor, 
and Michael Morrell, former 
deputy director of the CIA. 
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The upcoming Biden Administration is fine-tuning its teams
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The Turkish weapons pro-
gram for the development 

of a main battle tank called Altay 
faces multiple obstacles, due to the 
blocking by Paris and Berlin of the 
delivery of components essential 
for its manufacture.
In fact, the Altay was to be equip-
ped in Germany with an MTU 
engine and a transmission from 
the company Renk. The Turkish 
tank was also to benefit from the 
French armor system Galix Aos, 
which equips the French Leclerc 
tanks.
But Paris and Berlin have decided 
to block the delivery of these com-
ponents, in retaliation for Anka-
ra’s recent political provocations 
against the European Union.
According to our sources, Turkey 
is trying to get around this Euro-
pean veto, by using South Korean 
technologies. Thus, the firm MBC 
is negotiating discreetly, via Hyun-
dai Rotem, with two firms which 
equip the South Korean K2 Black 
Panther tanks. They are Doosan, 
which manufactures engines, and 
S&T Dynamics, which manufac-
tures automatic transmissions.
Besides the fact that this South 
Korean alternative will cause a 
delay of at least a year before the 
actual start of production of the 
Altay tank, Turkey is struggling to 
find another supplier capable of 
providing its tank with an armor 
system as well efficient than the 
French model. Which, according 
to our sources, pushes the MBC 
firm to consider falling back on a 
Turkish-made armor system.
Such a solution would dramatical-
ly decrease the performance of the 
Altay, as no Turkish manufactu-
rer can compete with the French 
Galix system.

Paris and Berlin 
blocking the 
delivery to Turkey 
of components 
essential for the 
manufacture 
of the Turkish 
altay tankWhen I discovered, in early sum-

mer 2019, the testimonies of 
the Holocaust survivors collec-
ted by my friend Jean-Marie 
Montali, for the purposes of his 
book Nous sommes la voix des 
morts (We are the voices of the 
dead, Le Cherche-midi, Octo-

ber 2020), I was reading an unpublished text by Hannah Arendt, 
which had just been published in the excellent collection About & 
Around, by Allia editions. 

Entitled We Refugees, this text first appeared in January 1943 in 
The Menorah Journal, New York. Paradoxically, we had to wait un-
til January 2019, to finally see it translated and published in France. 

And the discovery, even 76 years later, of this dense and poignant 
text, edifying with courage and lucidity, casts an unparalleled light 
on the portraits of concentration camp survivors, through which 
Nous sommes la voix des morts (Read pages 30 to 33) has suc-
ceeded in describing the unspeakable and in naming, with singular 
sobriety, the absolute horror that is the Holocaust.   

Hannah Arendt’s story of the German Jewish refugees dates 
from more than two years before the liberation of the camps, while 

the testimonies of Holocaust survivors collected by 
Jean-Marie Montali had just celebrated the 75th 

anniversary of this liberation. 
However, We Refugees echoes the “un-

bridled optimism” that characterises these 
testimonies of camp survivors, even if their 
modesty and benevolent sobriety conceals 
a “silent pessimism” that most often leads 

them to “avoid any allusion to the concentra-
tion or internment camps they experienced”.
Not because they want to “forget”, as recom-

mended by “the wise advice of [their] saviours”, but 
because “by displaying their optimism, they try to keep their heads 
above water”, thus becoming “people haunted by a fixed idea and 
who can’t help but try everything to hide an imaginary stigma”.

Seventy-seven years ago, Hannah Arendt explained the lead 
weight that had fallen on the survivors of the Holocaust by the fact 
that “nobody likes to hear about all this”, because the stories of 
the survivors of the Nazi extermination camps proved that “hell is 
no longer a religious belief or a fantasy, but something as real as a 
house, a stone or a tree.”

Today, on the contrary, Nous sommes la voix des morts proves us 
that the maintenance of the painful memory of the Holocaust is the 
only rampart to guard against the resurgence of this hell. 

Reading these testimonies, who can resist Jean-Marie Montali’s 
desire to hug the fragile bodies of these camp survivors? And more 
than ever, every humanist must proclaim loud and clear: We are all 
survivors of the Holocaust!   

we are all survivors 
of the holocaust 

new alliance between 
Qatar and Turkey on 
african issues

Deprived of its former bases in the Iraqi-Syrian areas, 
ISIS is retreating into the Internet. A trend accentuated 

by the Covid-19 pandemic, which incites it to intensify its 
online activity. This strategy aims, first and foremost, to protect 
jihadists from the virus. But it also aims to attract new recruits, 
especially among young people, who spend more time online 
because of the sanitary confinement. Aware that this retreat on 
the Internet is not without dangers, ISIS has just launched a 
review to introduce its supporters to data protection, in order to 
deal with the electronic surveillance programmes developed by 
the anti-terrorist services that track them down.   

A recent meeting of the Turkish and Qatari secret 
services in Doha sealed a common strategy for 

the African continent. The plan has three components: 
economic investment, security and political-military 
cooperation. Through this alliance, Ankara hopes to put 
the financial resources of Doha and the powerful African 
networks it has developed in recent years to the benefit of 
Erdogan’s strategy to counter French influence in Africa.

covid-19 prompts iSiS  
to step up cyber activity

fRANCE

The Ministry of Finance 
increases pressure on the 
Muslim Brotherhood 

The French Ministry of the Economy, Finance, and In-
dustry has launched vast investigations into the sources of 

financing of associations and mosques which advocate a “sepa-
ratist Islam”, notably within the Islamist movement linked to the 
Muslim Brotherhood. The bloodhounds of Tracfin, the Treasury, 
tax and customs, in charge of these investigations, should submit 
a first interim report to the government next December. This will 
enable the authorities to crack down, as soon as the law against 
Islamist separatism is promulgated.  

Joe Biden to make  
his first visit to France 

An internal World Bank report reveals that 
much of the development aid intended for the 

African continent in particular is diverted to offshore 
financial centres. This development aid amounted to 
163 billion dollars in 2017 and has increased by 50% 
in ten years. Diversion to tax havens is estimated at 
7.5% of total World Bank disbursements. Worse still, 
according to the report, “the greater the dependence 
on development aid, the greater the share diverted. In 
some countries, it is estimated to reach 15%”. Ano-
ther factor that weighs on the economies of developing 
countries is that the International Monetary Fund 
estimates the amount of tax evasion by multinational 
corporations in developing countries at  
$200 billion a year.  

world Bank warns  
of corruption & diversion  
of development aid 
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NAGORNO-KARABAKH
why did Putin wait for the fall of 
Chouchi to impose a ceasefire? 

By IAN HAMEl, special envoy in 
Nagorno-Karabakh

A recent photo shows Ni-
kol Pachinian, Prime 
Minister of Armenia, 
welcomed in Brussels 
by Charles Michel, Pre-

sident of the European Council. The 
press reports that at the meeting on 
18 June 2020, bringing together the 
European Union and the Eastern 
Partnership countries, “Armenia is 
starting to move from its chair”. This 
means that Yerevan was considering 
changing sides. Created in 2009, the 
Eastern Partnership aims to stren-
gthen the political association and 
economic integration of six coun-
tries in Eastern Europe and Trans-
caucasia. Until now, the members 
of the Partnership have taken strong 
positions. On the one hand, Ukraine, 
Georgia and Moldova are making 
eyes at Brussels. On the other, Be-
larus, Azerbaijan and Armenia were 
boasting of their agreement with 
Moscow. However, Nikol Pachinian, 
supported in the Armenian Parlia-
ment by the pro-Europeans, is now 
hesitant. Has he not already declared 
that his country should leave the Eu-
rasian Economic Union, which brings 
together Russia, Belarus, Kazakhstan 
and Kyrgyzstan? Before going back, 
however.   

Does the former journalist of the 
Armenian Times (Haykakan Jama-
nak) have such a short memory that 
he forgets the setbacks of his Geor-
gian neighbour, President Mikheïl 
Saakashvili, who was ousted from 
power for having taunted the Russian 
bear too much? Pro-American and 

pro-European, Mikheïl Saakachvili 
imagined that the West would come 
to the rescue of little Georgia if Rus-
sian tanks dared to cross the border. 
We know the rest. Vladimir Putin the-
refore has reasons to be wary of this 
free electron with a resolutely liberal 
economic programme. This could ex-
plain why he doesn’t rush to come to 
his rescue. Even if it means punishing 
all the Armenians. In 2018, they drove 
out of power former President Serge 
Sarkissian, a personal friend of the 
master of the Kremlin, and humiliated 
the Republican Party (less than 5% of 
the vote), an ardent defender of Rus-
sia since Armenia’s independence in 
1991.    

Pro-Russian presidents    

Nikol Pachinian, deputy since 2012, 
fierce opponent of the former Arme-
nian power, authoritarian and corrupt, 
45 years old, is not of the same gene-
ration as the former presidents. He did 
not militate like them in the Commu-
nist Party when Armenia was an inte-
gral part of the USSR. Nor is he a ve-
teran of the bloody conflict that pitted 
Armenia against Azerbaijan between 
1988 and 1994 (30,000 deaths) for 
control of Nagorno-Karabakh, the 
predominantly Armenian-populated 
enclave within the Azerbaijan Soviet 
Socialist Republic. “The imperial and 
orthodox Russia that protects Armenia 
from Turkey and Azerbaijan is an old 
story, to which a generation that has 
studied in Europe is at best indiffe-
rent,” Bruno Cadène noted on France 
Culture last June.   

 The two former Armenian presi-
dents, Robert Kotcharian and Serge 
Sarkissian, were both born in 1954 

in Stepanakert, the “capital” of the 
self-proclaimed Nagorno-Karabakh 
Republic. The first, a former Com-
munist Party official, was first Prime 
Minister of Nagorno-Karabakh from 
1992 to 1994, then President of Na-
gorno-Karabakh from 1994 to 1997, 
before becoming Prime Minister of Ar-
menia from 1997 to 1998, and finally 
President of the Republic of Armenia 
from 1998 to 2008. Shortly after the 
“revolution” in 2018, he was indic-
ted and placed in detention for “over-
throwing the constitutional order” for 
acts that go back to 2008, when he was 
President. Demonstrations repressed 
by the army then led to the death of ten 
people. “A recording of a telephone 
conversation, broadcast on YouTube, 
between the head of the National Se-
curity Service and the director of the 
Special Investigation Service reveals 
that the magistrate in charge of the case 
was ordered to detain Robert Kotcha-
rian, “whether he wants to or not”. This 
order attests to the intervention of the 
executive power over the judiciary, in 
contradiction with the current Prime 
Minister’s speech on the independence 
of the judiciary”, deplores Mr Sévag 
Torossian, lawyer at the Paris bar, de-
fender of the former president, and au-
thor of “Le Haut-Karabakh arménien, 
un État virtuel ?” (Ed. L’Harmattan, 
2004).  

Despite a collective 
security treaty  

Robert Kotcharian’s successor at the 
head of state, Serge Sarkissian, was 
also active in the communist youth of 
Stepanakert, becoming first secreta-
ry of the Nagorno-Karabakh regional 
committee. He also served in the So-

The Russian President hates popular revolts in the former USSR. Whether it is Belarus today, 
or Armenia in 2018. The Velvet Revolution brought Nikol Pachinian to power. However, the 
current Prime Minister dares to criticise the Eurasian Economic Union, built around Russia, 
and is not indifferent to the sirens of the European Union. A behaviour that has not prompted 
Vladimir Putin to intervene urgently in the conflict between Azerbaijan - supported by Turkey, 
and Syrian and Libyan mercenaries - and Armenia. The master of the Kremlin imposed a 
ceasefire only after the fall of the strategic town of Chouchii in Nagorno-Karabakh.   

viet armed forces. Minister of Defense of 
Armenia from 1993 to 1995, then from 
2000 to 2007, he became Prime Minis-
ter for one year before being elected 
President of the Republic from 2008 
to 2018. Not being able to serve more 
than two successive terms, as in Russia, 
Serge Sarkissian became Prime Minis-
ter, imitating Vladimir Putin’s strategy 
to stay in power indefinitely. But after 
six days, demonstrations led Serge Sar-
kissian to resign. After the dissolution 
of Parliament, and new elections, Ni-
kol Pachinian was elected to the post of 
Prime Minister.   

Of course, there are of course other 
reasons why Russia has been reluctant 
to come to Armenia’s rescue. Even 
though Yerevan and Moscow are part 
of the Collective Security Treaty Or-

ganisation (CSTO), a politico-milita-
ry structure that also includes Belarus, 
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan. 
But Nagorno-Karabakh, whose inde-
pendence is not recognised by the in-
ternational community, is not attached 
to Armenia. Russia has no obligation to 
come to its rescue. All the more so as it 
is only a small territory of 11,400 km2 
(two French departments), with a popu-
lation of only 150,000 inhabitants. The 
situation in Belarus worries the master 
of the Kremlin much more. 

Despite everything, Turkey’s fanatic 
interventionism in the Caucasus can-
not leave the Russian “empire” totally 
indifferent. How far will it let Recep 
Tayyip Erdogan show his muscles and 
walk on his flowerbeds? Putin and Er-
dogan cultivate the same detestation of 

the West. They dream of chasing Wes-
terners out of as many parts of the world 
as possible. The Russian President can 
only rejoice to see Turkey divide NATO 
to such an extent. Despite everything, 
at some point or another, the bear will 
have to get its claws out to prove that it 
remains the real boss of the Caucasus. 
No doubt he will intervene when the 
territory of Armenia is really threatened. 
But if the Russian army (which has a 
base in Armenia) intervenes, what will 
be the price of this rescue? Isn’t Yere-
van in danger of falling definitively un-
der the control of Moscow? Farewell to 
the sweet dreams of independence and 
rapprochement with Brussels. Won’t Ar-
menian public opinion then turn against 
Nikol Pachinian, the hero of the velvet 
revolution of 2018?   
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Putin ended up deploying Russian tanks in Nagorno-Karabakh, to impose a ceasefire.
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DIRECTOR GEORGES DALLEMAGNE: 
« I witnessed war crimes  
in Nagorno-Karabakh »
 

Interview by MAlIkA MAdI

Why did you go to this battlefield of Na-
gorno-Karabakh?

I went there to attest to the horrors 
of the war being waged by Azerbai-
jan, Turkey and their Syrian Islamist 
mercenaries against the Armenian po-
pulation. Bombs fell on Stepanakert, 
the capital, during my first day there. 
We went from shelter to shelter. In 
Chouchi, about ten kilometres to the 
south, the cathedral and the cultural 
centre had already been hit in previous 
bombings. When we went to see the da-
mage, there was a huge crater in front 
of the school and another one in front 
of an apartment building. This shows 
the power of the bombs dropped on this 
village where only the old people and 
soldiers are hiding. Ten civilians died 
in the destruction of the cultural centre. 
It is worth recalling that the bombing of 
places of worship and schools are war 
crimes.

Why is Ankara getting involved in Na-
gorno-Karabakh? According to Soner 
Cagaptay, a specialist on Turkey at the 
Washington Institute, Turkey’s reinforced 
presence in the Caucasus is explained by 
its desire to fight against its isolation in the 
Middle East by conquering a new front. 
For Erdogan, isn’t there also an economic 
ambition?

Indeed, when we look at the map we 
can see that there is a corridor towar-
ds Central Asia, we should not forget 
that Kazakhstan and Turkmenistan, as 
far as the Chinese Uyghurs, are Tur-
kish-speaking populations. There is 
therefore a very important axis that 
would be created between the Per-
sian, Russian and Chinese worlds. For 
that to happen, Turkey would have to 

take part of Armenia as well, which 
seems to me to be a very daring sce-
nario. The Armenians do not have the 
capacity to defend themselves and 
therefore if they are caught between 
Azerbaijan and Turkey, they have no 
chance. That said, nobody would look 
favourably on this. Neither the Rus-
sians nor the Iranians.

Are the Iranians allies of Armenia?
Let’s say that the Iranians have a 

big dispute with Azerbaijan. The north 
of Iran is home to an Azeri population 
that the president of Azerbaijan, Ilham 
Aliyev, would like to see rise up to at-
tach it to Azerbaijan. And Tehran is not 
losing sight of this. Iran is rather an 
objective ally of Armenia but nothing 
more.

What role does Vladimir Putin play in this 
conflict?

Seen from Europe, I always had the 
impression that Putin was master of the 
agenda of all kinds of conflicts: Syria, re-
lations with Turkey, even his support for 
Trump. But when you’re over there, and 
I’ve spoken at length about this with Ar-
menian President Armen Sarkissian, the 
feeling is different. 

Putin seems to lose the game and gives 
the impression of being overwhelmed by 
the conflicts that are coming from all 
sides. We can mention Belarus, Ukraine, 
Chechnya and Georgia. Putin also has 
major problems with Russian dissidents. 
He believes that he should not be too 
present in Nagorno-Karabakh to prove 
to Azerbaijan that Moscow would be a 
better guardian presence than Turkey. On 

Georges Dallemagne, former director of Humanity & Inclusion, now Belgian federal deputy, 
has just returned from Nagorno-Karabakh where he carried out an observation mission in the 
heart of the conflict between the Armenian minority and Azerbaijan.
In this interview with Global Watch Analysis, he claims to have observed “war crimes” and 
confirms the presence of “jihadist mercenaries” dispatched to the scene by Turkey.

the other hand, he has an agreement to 
protect Armenia, so I could clearly see 
Russian observers on the border with 
Azerbaijan. I could also notice their pre-
sence on the Nakhichevan border.

Can Armenians expect support from the 
international community?

Armenians have always counted on 
the Russians. That said, if Nagorno-Ka-
rabakh were really to fall for good, I 
don’t think the Russians would interve-
ne. They themselves sell arms to Azer-
baijan. It should be noted that following a 
mistaken bombing of a Russian military 
helicopter by the Azeri army killing two 
crew members and wounding a third, Pu-
tin came out of his reserve and imposed 
a ceasefire. 

As far as Europe is concerned, eve-
ryone is saying that it is deplorable what 
is happening there, but I don’t see anyone 
really taking a stand. However, we must 
be careful. Turkey has very clear geo-
political aims: the seizure of oil in the 
Caspian Sea and this immense plunge 
throughout Asia to become a new power. 
If Erdogan is feeling exhilarated, it’s be-
cause his relations with the Europeans 
are bad and rather good with Trump, who 
has always appreciated the weakening of 
Europe by men of Erdogan’s calibre. 

We have also observed in this conflict the 
use of new so-called ‘intelligent’ weapons, 
among which the ‘suicide drones’. Who 
are the manufacturers and suppliers of 
these drones?

Yes, we know the classic drones in-
tended for monitoring troop movements, 
but there are now, which is new to me, 
‘suicide drones’. They spot their targets 
and without manual controls aim their 
targets, exploding at very close range.

It was the Israelis and the Turks who 
supplied them to Azerbaijan. The use 
of this type of weapon was effective, as 
people fled. Of the 150,000 civilians who 
populated Nagorno-Karabakh, 90,000 
left. These are the official figures but for 
me there are many more. On the spot, I 
could only see very few people, a few 
old people and a few families, but the 
vast majority have left. Turkey’s collabo-
ration with Azerbaijan is outlawed, but 
Israel’s is just as outlawed.

What are Israel’s interests in this conflict?
Netanyahu’s aim in arming the Aze-

ris and giving them the possibility of 
confronting Iran, Israel’s great enemy. 
But this turned against the Armenians. 
And then there is clearly an economic 
goal, these military equipment cost bil-
lions of dollars. The Armenian diaspora 

has been able to collect $157 million for 
the war effort, but Azerbaijan has already 
paid Israel $5 billion to arm itself. 

 Reference is also made to cluster muni-
tions; have they been used?

Yes and on both sides. People also 
talk about phosphorus bombs, but I can’t 
authenticate this because I haven’t seen 
it. Nevertheless, it is not impossible be-
cause we must not forget that the Turks 
have already used them against the 
Kurds and in a proven way.

Some media are talking about Syrian 
mercenaries from ISIS paid by Turkey 
to fight in Nagorno-Karabakh. Can you 

confirm this?
Today Turkey uses what are called 

proxies, militias that it has hired and 
which it had already called upon in Sy-
ria to fight the Kurds. Erdogan also sent 
some in Libya and Armenia. These men 
terrorise the population in Nagorno-Ka-
rabakh who are very afraid of them, 
because their reputation is that of bloo-
dthirsty men and unheard-of violence. I 
sincerely believe that, at this stage, Eu-
rope should seriously question this poli-
cy of recruiting mercenaries on the part 
of a NATO member country.     

More than 90,000 Armenian refugees have fled Nagorno-Karabakh.
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Sheikh Dadou considers the «punishment» suffered by Charlie Hebdo «well deserved».

Hillary Clinton’s emails embarrass the Muslim Brotherhood.

D
adou runs also the Ulema 
Training Center, created in 
2007 in his home country, 
Mauritania, which the autho-
rities in Nouakchott banned 

in 2018 and which he has since transfor-
med into a network which he currently 
runs from Doha.

In an audio recording released, fol-
lowing the recent re-publication of the 
Prophet Muhammad’s cartoons, by Char-
lie Hebdo, he considers the “punishment” 
suffered by the French satirical newspa-
per, in 2015, “well deserved”. And he calls 
for murder, in the form of a letter urging 
Muslims to wash their honor by defending 
the Prophet Muhammad. He concludes 
his letter by imploring Allah to inflict on 
those who mock the Prophet Muhammad 
the worst punishment in order, he says, to 
quench “the thirst for revenge which burns 
in our chests”.

The worst thing is that this dignita-
ry Muslim Brother, whose Brotherhood 
claims a moderate Islam and a middle 
ground, claims to express himself in the 
name of the spirit of faith and love!

Verbatim:

This is a general appeal to all living 
among the followers of the Prophet 
Muhammad, Allah’s peace be upon 
him, to this honorable Ummah whom 
Allah has chosen as the best nations of 
mankind.

My brothers and sisters, there is no 
doubt that you all love the prophet, Al-
lah’s peace be upon him. You know that 
this love for the prophet is a sine qua 
non of faith. And that no one among 
you can be a believer without loving 
the prophet more than he loves him-
self, more than he loves his parents, his 
children and every other human.

The interest of this love for the prophet 
is to defend him, to protect him and to 
sacrifice himself for him. And there is no 
goodness in you if you don’t.

ISLAMISM IN fRANCE 

a Muslim Brotherhood leader calls 
for murder against charlie hebdo!
Mohamed Hassan Dadou is a Muslim Brotherhood leader of Mauritanian origin, residing  
in Doha, Qatar. He is a member of the board of directors of the International Union of Muslim 
Ulemas, a body linked to the Muslim Brotherhood founded by the Egyptian-Qatari preacher, 
Youssef al-Qaradawi, of whom he was long the number 2.

Embarrassed by recent revelations by the U.S. Department of 
State about the shady links between the Muslim Brotherhood 
leadership and the Obama Administration during the “Arab 
Spring”, the Shura Council of the Muslim Brotherhood has just 
issued a secret order to Brotherhood executives to “deny these 
revelations” and “sow doubt” about them through social networks 
in a “previously agreed” manner. In other words, the leadership 
of the Brotherhood officially encourages its executives to lie 
to “families” (secret cells of the Muslim Brotherhood’s insider 
activists) and to supporters and sympathisers of the Brotherhood!

Most of you are aware that the French 
newspaper Charlie Hebdo has re-publi-
shed these days the offensive and provoca-
tive cartoons it has published before. And 
when he had suffered a well-deserved pu-
nishment at the time, many mourned him. 
Walks were organized, in which some of 
your Presidents, your ministers and your 
intellectuals took part.

And here they are repeating the same 
offense and the same provocation. And 
this in order to test you to know if there 
are any living among you, capable of de-
fending honor.

Are there any defenders of the prophet 
among you? This is a test from Allah. And 
I am speaking to you in the name of the 
spirit of faith and love, for you to fulfill 
your duty as followers of the prophet, Al-
lah’s peace be upon him. So defend your 
prophet, Allah’s peace be upon him and 
defend your religion. Show Allah the best 
of yourself and count on Allah’s help.

I implore Allah the Almighty to help 

O
n 16 May 2016, in the run-
up to the US presidential 
election, which would pit 
Donald Trump against Hil-
lary Clinton, Wikileaks re-

vealed some 30,000 emails from Hillary 
Clinton’s personal letterbox when she was 
Secretary of State under the Obama Admi-
nistration (2009 - 2013). 

This was followed by a long and stormy 
FBI investigation, which concluded that 
Hillary Clinton was “extremely negligent” 
in using her unsecured personal email to 
communicate with her collaborators, thus 

facilitating the hacking and disclosure of 
these emails.

The findings of the FBI investigation 
were an implicit acknowledgement of the 
authenticity of the emails revealed by Wiki-
leaks. However, it was not until 11 October 
2020 that the Department of State finally 
decided to officially reveal a declassified 
version of the emails in question. 

This official publication has been the 
subject of much controversy, relating to 
the many international policy issues and 
US positions raised in these emails. This 
was particularly the case for the Muslim 
Brotherhood, in which the confirmation 
by the U.S. Department of State of the 
unclear links secretly established by the 
Brotherhood’s leadership and the Obama 
Administration at the time of the “Arab 

Spring” revolts caused a strong inter-
nal upheaval. 

Faced with growing discontent, 
especially among the younger gene-

rations of Brotherhood executives, the 

Shura Council of the Muslim Brotherhood 
hastened to meet “in the presence of all its 
members”, which is a first since the fall of 
President Mohamed Morsi in Egypt in July 
2013. 

During this secret meeting, held on 13 
October 2020, just two days after the pu-
blication of the emails declassified by the 
U.S. Department of State, the Muslim Bro-
therhood Shura issued a secret order signed 
by each of its members and intended for the 
Brotherhood’s executives “inside and out-
side Egypt”.

In this secret document, of which GWA 
publishes, exclusively, the original Arabic 
facsimile and its full translation into French 
and English, the Muslim Brotherhood Shu-
ra does not, at any time, deny the veracity 
of the facts revealed in the emails declas-
sified by the U.S. Department of State. It 
does, however, order Brotherhood officials 
to “take the necessary steps in the sense of 
denying these revelations as a whole during 
the meetings of the ‘families’ [secret cells 
of the Muslim Brotherhood’s insider acti-
vists] and among supporters and sympa-
thizers” of the Brotherhood.

In addition, the secret Shura ordinance 
instructs “those responsible for communica-
tion, inside and outside Egypt, to redouble 
their efforts to sow doubt about these revela-
tions through social networks, in continuity 
with what was agreed beforehand”!

The ordinance includes a third - and no 
less intriguing - recommendation requiring 
the Brotherhood’s executives to “not obey 
any order, regardless of its origin, involving 
contact with the United States of America 
during the current period. And this until 
the end of the current presidential election 
there”. 

It shows that the recommendations of 
this Shura ordinance are indeed within 
the framework of the Taqqiya [rule of 
duplicity authorising members of the Bro-
therhood to lie when necessary], the or-
dinance refers in its preamble to verse 30 
of Sura al-Anfal of the Quran: “They are 
cunning and Allah is cunning. And Allah 
is the best in cunning”!      

HILLARY CLINTON’S DECLASSIfIED EMAILS 

The Muslim Brotherhood  
Shura orders its executives to lie!

watch the video version 
of this document on our website

www.global-watch-analysis.com

See the full version 
of this document on our website

www.global-watch-analysis.com

those who protect this religion and defend 
its honorable Prophet, Allah’s peace be 
upon him. I implore him to inflict defeats, 
misfortunes and catastrophes on his ene-
mies and on all those who insult him or 
laugh at him.

O! Allah, how you inflicted death on 
those who mocked the prophet while he 
was alive, inflict death on those who laugh 
at him today.

O! Allah, the almighty bear upon them 
your punishment. Give them the worst 
beatings.

O! Allah, quench the thirst for revenge 
that burns in our chests!

O! Allah, quench the thirst for revenge 
that burns in our chests!

O! Allah, quench the thirst for revenge 
that burns in our chests!    
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In rapid succession, Islamic Relief Worldwide, Britain’s leading Muslim NGO, was forced 
to get rid of two of its key leaders. The first for antisemitic writings, the next for singing 
the praises of Hamas and the Muslim Brotherhood.            

Muslim Association for Islam in France 
(AMIF), is responsible for organising 
the training of future imams?

Is it acceptable for Islamist organisa-
tions in France, affiliated to the UOIF, 
to receive funding from foreign states, 
such as Qatar, which is notably calling 
for a boycott of French products?

Is it normal for these structures to declare 
themselves to be of “general interest”, and 
thus finance themselves at the expense of 
French taxpayers’ money? Depriving an-
ti-republican associations of these tax ad-
vantages and demanding controls by the tax 
authorities would be a significant step in the 
concrete fight against Islamism.

France, country of the Enlightenment 
and homeland of Voltaire, is the primary 
target of the Muslim Brotherhood, be it the 
Turkish President R.T. Erdogan, or the Qa-
tari Secretary General of the International 
Union of Muslim Scholars (IUMS), Ali 
Al-Qaradaghi, who claims that the assassi-
nation of Samuel Paty “is a manipulation of 
the French intelligence services”. This lea-
der participated in the “Annual Meeting of 
French Muslims” organised at Le Bourget 
by the UOIF in 2015. Several leaders of the 
UOIF, such as Ahmed Jaballah and Larbi 
Becheri, deans of the two IESHs which 
train imams (!), are members of this inter-
national Islamist body that is the IUMS.

Our grandparents were able to curb Nazi 
ideology. It is our duty to fight relentlessly 
against the Islamist ideology that arms 
those who relentlessly commit bloody at-
tacks on our soil.

France is going through a historic mo-
ment. It is now a matter of preserving civil 
peace. The French expect the public autho-
rities to neutralise the ideologues and Isla-
mist militants who threaten it.

The historic organisation of the Muslim 
Brotherhood in France must be prevented 
from being damaged.

Mr. the President of the Republic, Mr. 
the Prime Minister, Mr. the Minister of 
the Interior, we ask you to dissolve the 
“French Muslims” federation, formerly 
UOIF!    

ged interlocutor of the public authorities, 
at national and departmental levels. To 
this end, the organisation instrumenta-
lises victimisation and fuels hatred by 
spreading the notion of “Islamophobia”.

The dissolution of the CCIF (the Col-
lective Against Islamophobia in France), 
the militant, activist and populist side 
of Islamism in France, was requested. 
It is essential. But it is also necessary to 
tackle the historical structure, the UOIF, 
with its preachers, its theologians, and its 
diffusion channels: the “European Ins-
titutes of Human Sciences” (IESH) of 
Château-Chinon and Saint-Denis, the as-
sociation “Havre de Savoir”, its denomi-
national schools, its mosques, its various 
associations. All these structures, perfec-
tly known and identified by the State ser-
vices, are directly affiliated to the UOIF.

The main theologian of the Muslim 
Brotherhood, Yusuf al-Qaradawi, 
member of the scientific committee of 
the IESH of Château-Chinon, is the spi-
ritual reference of both IESH and UOIF. 
Banned from entering France since 2012, 
long wanted by Interpol, he justified the 
suicide attacks. A fanatical anti-Semite 
and supporter of the death penalty for 
homosexuals, he calls for the conquest of 
Europe through preaching and ideology.

In the current state of the law, the 
ideological impregnation of the perpe-
trators of terrorist acts is not directly re-
cognised in the Penal Code. There is an 
urgent need to adapt our legal arsenal to 
reality. But immediate action is possible.

Is it permissible for enemies of the Re-
public to be represented in a body such 
as the French Council of the Muslim 
Faith (CFCM), which, together with the 

Fighting the Islamist hydra requires 
striking its ideological matrix in the heart.

Mr Emmanuel Macron, President of 
the Republic, Mr Jean Castex, Prime 
Minister, Mr Gérald Darmanin, Minister 
of the Interior,

The government wants to fight against 
Islamism, which has just killed again in 
our country. Fighting Islamism means 
fighting terrorist networks. But it is also 
fighting the ideology that feeds them. 
We know that this ideology has two va-
riants: Salafism and the Muslim Brothe-
rhood movement.

Nowadays, Salafism is well known 
and identified. Its influence has been 
identified, particularly on the Internet. 
What about the other current of Islamist 
ideology?

The Muslim Brotherhood is first of all 
a secret brotherhood founded in Egypt, 
which advocates a political and totalita-
rian Islam, whose aim is to impose the 
hegemony of the Islamic law. Enemies of 
the West, supporters of the Nazi regime, 
its thinkers inspired worldwide jihadism. 
It gave birth to an international movement, 
whose French branch is represented by the 
Union of Islamic Organisations of France 
(UOIF), renamed “French Muslims” in 
2017 by political calculation.

Established in France since the 1980s 
by foreign Islamist militants, this histo-
ric Muslim Brotherhood organisation has 
succeeded in winning over successive 
governments. The UOIF’s objectives are 
to lock all French Muslims into a com-
munity identity, to make them tip over 
into a fundamentalist Islam, to ensure 
a stranglehold on the representation of 
Muslims, in order to become the privile-

ANTI-SEMITISM AND APOLOGY fOR TERRORISM

cascading Resignations from the 
islamist nGo “islamic Relief”

MuSLIM BROTHERHOOD 

call for the dissolution  
of the “French Muslims”  

H
eshmat Khalifa doesn’t 
really do things by half. 
According to his prose on 
social networks, revealed 
in August by The Times, 

Jews are “grandchildren of monkeys 
and pigs” As for Egyptian President 
Abdel Fattah al-Sissi, he is described 
as a “Zionist pimp” and “Zionist cri-
minal”. 

The problem is that Heshmat Kha-
lifa is not an obscure collaborator of 
Islamic Relief, but its director and one 
of its administrators, who joined the 
NGO in 1999. A man 
respectable enough to 
be received by Princess 
Anne, the royal prin-
cess, as shown in an il-
lustration in the British 
daily newspaper. Hesh-
mat Khalifa flatly apo-
logised, swearing that 
he did not want to “in-
sult the Jewish commu-
nity”, and that he did 
not have “antisemitic 
opinions”. “I devoted 
a large part of my life 
to promoting tolerance 
and freedom of religion 
and belief, he swears.   

Likely with regret, 
faced with the scandal, Islamic Relief 
was forced to do without his services. 
This NGO, founded in 1984 and based 
in Birmingham, swears that it acts “in 
strict neutrality, without distinction of 
race, sex or religion”. But apparently, 
the charity, which has a hundred offices 
in forty countries around the world, 
has not been very happy to immedia-
tely appoint a successor, in the per-
son of Almoutaz Tayara. Nor does the 
latter seem to cultivate an unbounded 
admiration for Israel, which he calls a 
“Zionist enemy”. Previously a member 
of the German branch of Islamic Re-
lief, he considered Hamas to be “the 
purest resistance movement in modern 

history”, and its leaders were “great 
men who responded to the divine call 
of the Muslim Brotherhood”. Knowing 
that Hamas, through its military wing, 
the Izza al-Din al-Qassem brigades, is 
considered by the European Union and 
the United Kingdom as a terrorist or-
ganisation.   

On the one hand, this statement is 
rather embarrassing for Islamic Relief, 
which has always claimed to have no 
connection with the Muslim Brothe-
rhood. On the other hand, Almoutaz 
Tayara’s writings, which date back to 

2014 and 2015, were known to the Ger-
man branch of Islamic Relief, which 
nevertheless allowed him to remain 
in its board of directors. Like his pre-
decessor, Almoutaz Tayara immedia-
tely declared that he “deeply regrets 
his texts”, written in a state of distress 
due to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. 
He swore that he did not support the 
Muslim Brotherhood and that he was 
not antisemitic. But he suffered the 
same fate as Heshmat Khalifa, namely 
the expulsion from the NGO.

Despite this great clean-up and its 
condemnation of antisemitism, its re-
jection of terrorism, and its willingness 
to seek to maintain “the highest stan-

dards of neutrality”, Islamic Relief 
Worldwide emerged seriously weake-
ned after the Time revelations. Behind 
the islamist NGO’s fine declarations of 
intent, the media and public opinion 
are wondering of questioning the true 
values that this charitable institution is 
defending underhand. 

All the more so as it has made a 
speciality of working in countries and 
areas deemed inaccessible, such as So-
malia, Yemen, or Idlib, in Syria. Does 
it only provide food, medicine and care 
to populations? Or does it espouse the 

ideas of radical Islamist 
groups that are active in 
these countries?

Moreover, it is asto-
nishing that Islamic 
Relief’s senior mana-
gers, whom we imagine 
to be very cautious, can 
sometimes let loose on 
social networks. The 
British daily reminds 
us that Islamic Relief 
receives very subs-
tantial subsidies from 
international organi-
zations. Starting with 
the UN, of which it is 
a consultative member 
at the Economic and 

Social Council in Geneva! The NGO’s 
financial partners include the European 
Union, the WFP (World Food Pro-
gramme), the UNHCR (United Nations 
High Commissioner for Refugees), 
the WHO, UNICEF, the National Red 
Crescent and Red Cross Societies, etc. 

Between 2009 and 2018, Islamic 
Relief’s budget would have been, ac-
cording to Time magazine, £966 mil-
lion (€1.06 billion). In its annual re-
port for 2018, the NGO claims to have 
provided emergency aid to 3.9 million 
people, supported 60,000 orphans, and 
improved “three million five hundred 
thousand lives through its development 
projects”.   

In an open letter addressed to President Emmanuel Macron, 
Prime Minister Jean Castex and Interior Minister Gérald Darmanin, 
22 French personalities, including elected officials, intellectuals, 
researchers and a lieutenant general, called for the dissolution 
of the organisation “French Muslims” (formerly UOIF), the French 
branch of the Muslim Brotherhood described as a “secret 
brotherhood that advocates a political and totalitarian Islam” 
whose “thinkers have inspired worldwide jihadism”.             

Appeal for donations for Islamic Relief on a double decker bus in London.

See the list of this call’s signatories  
on our website 

www.global-watch-analysis.com

OPen letteR: “For a dissolution of the organisation 
‘French Muslims’ (formerly UOIF)”
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1970s and 80s, it was the Pakistan Army Chief General Zia-ul 
Haq who bolstered the influence of the lslamic clergy in Pakis-
tan by appointing them in large numbers in the government and 
implementing blatantly inhuman blasphemy laws. It was also 
General Zia who initiated the Pakistan Army’s policy of using 
lslamic terror groups as strategic assets against neighboring In-
dia and as a means to keep itself relevant to the US and the 
western world, especially in connection ta Afghanistan. 

The seeds of lslamic radicalization has no doubt taken deep 
roots in Pakistan. This was observed at the anti-Shia protests in 
Karachi on September 11, where the protestors declared Shias 
as not Muslims. At the protest, thousands of protesters were 
heard chanting “Shias are Kaffir” (disbelievers) and holding 
banners of Sipah-e-Sahaba Pakistan, a terrorist organisation 
that has a record of targeting Shias over the years. 

Most worrying is that these protests are a re-iteration of the 
fact that terror/lslamic radical groups in Pakistan can carry out 
their activities without any restraint and often with the sup-
port of the State authorities. Another issue that should concern 

the democratic and secular world is the country’s blasphemy 
laws, under which members of the minority religious groups, 
mainly Christians and Hindus, are often sentenced to death by 
Pakistan’s courts on frivolous charges of blasphemy. 

The recent anti-France protests in Pakistan is an indication 
of the changed radical fabric of the country and a warning si-
gnal that it may soon emerge as the largest breeding ground 
of potential terror recruits. As more and more countries face 
the challenges of Islamic radicalization, it is important that a 
combined approach be developed by countries sharing demo-
cratic ideals, in the West and even within the Islamic world, 
to face up to nations like Pakistan which pose a serious threat 
to world peace and security. And the first step towards this 
combined approach would be to stop seeing these countries as 
“normal” partners in bilateral and multinational engagement 
and trade.   

* Writer and consultant, Chairman of Roland Jacquard Global Se-
curity Consulting (RJGSC)

Pakistan, leader of 
a global islamist front 
against “blasphemy” 
by Roland Jacquard*

O
n September 2, the trial of the January 2015 
terror attack at the Charlie Hebdo office 
and the Hyper Cacher of Porte de Bagno-
let in Paris commenced at the Paris Cri-
minal Court. The same day, the Charlie 
Hebdo magazine re-printed the cartoons 
of Prophet Muhammad that had made 

those who worked in the magazine target of lslamist terrorists. 
When questioned during his visit to Lebanon, French Pre-
sident Emmanuel Macron said he would not intervene against 
the reprint of these cartoons, as the press in France enjoys free-
dom of expression and even the freedom to blaspheme. While 
Mr. Macron’s statement was well received in France and in 
most countries around the world, it sparked strong opposition 
in some countries in the Muslim world.

The Iranian government reacted strongly against the re-pu-

blication of the cartoons with the Iranian Foreign Ministry 
stating “the offensive act of the French publication is a pro-
vocation”. It further said that Iran also sees it as “an insult ta 
lslamic values and to the faith of more than a billion Muslims 
in the world”. Blasphemy is punished by death in Iran. On 
September 10, thousands of Iranians staged a protest in Tehran 
against the so called ‘act of blasphemy’ by the Charlie Hebdo 
magazine. 

The Organisation of lslamic Cooperation also issued a sta-
tement condemning the French magazine for republishing the 
cartoons. Meanwhile, the AI-Qaeda issued a veiled threat to 
the French magazine in its publication One Ummah, warning 
that Charlie Hebdo would be mistaken if it believed the 2015 
attack was a “one off”. 

However, the strongest and most virulent backlash against 
France was witnessed in Pakistan, where radical Islamist 
groups took to the streets to protest, calling for the expulsion 
of the French Ambassador Marc Barety and suspension of 

diplomatic ties with France. The lead in these protests 
was taken by Tehreek-e-Labbaik Pakistan (TLP), a 

radical political party established in 2015, with a 
growing support base. Thousands of TLP sup-

porters including its leader Khadim Hussain 
Rizvi, came out to protest in various cities 

like Islamabad, Multan and Karachi, 
with the French flag being burnt across 
the country. The party also ran an ag-
gressive and hateful social media cam-
paign, calling for jihad against those 
committing blasphemy. Further, Mau-
lana Abdul Waseh, head of the Islamist 
group Jamaat Ulema e lslami Baluchis-
tan called the publication of cartoons a 

blatant act of terrorism. Another group 
Tahafuz-e-Khatm-e-Nabuwat Conference 

called the makers of the ‘blasphemous ca-
ricatures’ as the biggest terrorists. Official 

authorities were no less outspoken. Pakistan’s 
Foreign Office stated that “Such a deliberate act to 

offend the sentiments of billions of Muslims cannot be 
justified as an exercise in press freedom or freedom of 

expression”. 
These multiple protests in Pakistan by the very 

powerful radical lslamic groups is a reflection of the 
increased ground support and influence that these 
groups have in the country. interestingly, in the 
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The French flag burned during demonstrations organized by radical Islamist parties in Pakistan.
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airports to him and to turn a blind eye to the enthusiastic mi-
gration of young Tunisians eager to join the jihadist battlefield.

Whatever Kais Saied may have said to Erdogan, he was 
overwhelmed by the outpouring of opinion. Was he going to 
add fuel to the fire as the internal political crisis raged, as no 
coalition agreement could be reached in a fractured nation? So 
no one wants to hear about the country’s involvement in the 
Libyan chaos. Editorialists stress the economic dangers and 
the risk of internal destabilisation. On January 19, the Tuni-
sian president, unlike his Algerian counterpart who wants to 
impose himself on the diplomatic scene, therefore does not at-
tend the Berlin International Conference devoted to the hypo-
thetical settlement of the Libyan crisis. To Emmanuel Macron 
who called him in the evening to tell him his “understanding”, 
Kais Saied replied: “My country is the most affected by the 
situation in Libya...”.  The sultan’s wishes are not orders. Tu-
nisia is not “Beylik”.   

    
 *  Journalist and essayist, editor in chief at weekly magazine 
Marianne, specialist in Islamism and Middle-East affairs..

B
eylik: that’s the word we don’t want to hear 
anymore in Tunis. Beylik, domain of the bey, 
vassal of the sultan. Beylik, province or Otto-
man “regency”. A word that comes from the 
well of the centuries, a return of the histori-
cal repressed. It was furiously written in the 
country’s media after the unexpected visit to 

Tunis of Recep Tayyip Erdogan, who came to ask President 
Kais Saied to support a Turkish intervention in Libya in sup-
port of the ill-named “Government of National Accord” of 
Faiez Sarraj against General Khalifa Haftar. By opening Mat-
mata airport to Turkish military aircraft. But yes, of course, 
it made sense: the tiny and strategic Tunisia could not but 
acquiesce to Ankara’s desires. In the spirit of the neo-Great 
Turk, it had to become again the vassal of the old days. Beylik 
is the destiny Erdogan wants for the country of jasmine and 
revolution. Beylik, like the whole region. A few days later, 
on his return to his tyrannical peninsula, he chanted: “Libya 
is the heritage of the Ottoman Empire and we have our sons 
there... It is our duty to defend them! It’s our duty to defend 
them!” It seems as if we are still in the 16th century, when 
Istanbul divided the Maghreb into three Pachaliks: Algiers, 
Tunis and Tripoli. However, the Tunisians of yesteryear never 
stopped rushing to the stretchers. It is from the very heart of 

no, Mr erdogan, Tunisia is not a Beylik!
By Martine Gozlan*

their dependence that was forged this rebellious spirit of in-
dependence which, over the centuries, managed to integrate 

the descendants of the Turkish Janissaries, the Berbers, the 
Arabs and the immigrants from Al Andalus, driven out by 
the Spanish Reconquista. “An original alloy that resembles 
all its components without identifying itself with just one 

of them” sums up the historian Habib Boularès in his 
enlightening “Histoire de la Tunisie” (Cérès editions). 
It is necessary to reread both the dark and the bright 
pages to grasp the centuries-old Tunisian resistance to 
all forms of domination.

The youth remembered this in those days of Ja-
nuary 2011 when the hymn written by the poet Abu 
al Kacem Chebbi, a child of Tozeur, sprang from the 
peaceful Avenue Bourguiba to shake the vast Arab 
world: “When the people will, destiny will bow!”. 
At the beginning of the year, while celebrating the 

ninth anniversary of this unfinished revolution, one of its fe-
male figures, Lina Ben Mhenni, died at the age of 36. The very 
first blogger of the uprising against Ben Ali and his “Regency 
of Carthage”, Lina had posted photos of the riots that followed 
the immolation of Mohamed Bouazizi in Sidi Bouzid. It was 
through her messages that the late poet and philosopher Ab-
delwahab Meddeb learned of the dazzling springtime in Tunis. 
If I evoke these figures that disappeared too soon, by rerea-
ding the tender and powerful poems of Chebbi, both Musset 
and Hugo of the palm groves, who died in 1934 at the age of 
25, it is because from generation to generation they tell of an 
identity that rebelled against the diktats of the sultans. It is 
this identity that Erdogan tramples on when he goes to Tunis, 
after having warned Kais Saied of his visit with a phone call 
that wakes him up with a start in the middle of the night. Why 
would he bother? He knows his empathy for political Islam. 
Between big and little Muslim Brothers, we refuse nothing to 
each other. Thousands of Syrian Islamists are boarding Turki-
sh planes for Tripoli. Erdogan is not asking Tunisia, a country 
bordering Libya, to remain neutral, but rather to open certain 
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Between small and large Muslim Brothers, we refuse nothing!
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It is naïve to believe that the origin of the spread of jiha-
dist violence is mainly due to fanatical propaganda on so-

cial networks. The seeds of extremism are sown in every 
mosque headed by the Muslim Brotherhood and their 

acolytes. The internet is only a facilitating medium and 
is not the real genitor of sacred violence, contrary to 
what the Muslim Brotherhood and some French ex-
perts and media would have us believe.

This distraction is not only limited to the media 
and a certain left, because the French political au-
thorities have not been very far-sighted either. In 
the absence of a deep and courageous approach, 
France was satisfied with treating the symptoms 
instead of confronting the Islamist disease. 

The reports commissioned by successive go-
vernments approached the issue with caution, so 

as not to upset the so-called “Muslims in the su-
burbs”. They have distanced themselves from the 

reality on the ground, concentrating their 
efforts on what is happening on the 

web, to try to understand how 
the propaganda work of ISIS 

is constructed towards 
young French people of 

Muslim origin. As if 
these young people 

had no other living 
spaces outside 
the internet and 
blue screens. 
The latter are, 
in reality, only 
the last stage 
of a long work 
of radicalisa-
tion which be-
gins first within 
the family, from 

early childhood, 
and then is conso-

lidated in the street, 
in the Islamic club 

and in the mosque run 
by the Muslim Brothe-

rhood or other fundamenta-
list movements controlling the 

neighbourhood.
This is how the phenomenon of radi-

calisation develops, thanks to a long preparato-
ry work, a real fundamentalist training. And at the end of their 
apprenticeship, young people become an easy prey, a ripe fruit 
that will be devoured by the speech of ISIS, because he finds 
in this speech the practical and rigorous concretisation of the 
ideas acquired in the workshops of the Muslim Brotherhood. 
ISIS therefore comes as a last resort to reap what the Brothe-
rhood has sown, by recruiting killers, suicide bombers, well-
trained and ready-made bombers.

This legion of Islamist killers, the Muslim Brotherhood has 
always dreamed of it, ISIS has done it!  

* Writer and essayist, latest book L’Europe face à l’invasion  
islamique (Europe facing the Islamic invasion), Editions de Paris, 
2019.
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have been easy prey 
for ISIS recruiters.

It is the Muslim 
Brothers and their 
allies who prepare 
and train these 
young people, ins-
tilling in them an 
early religious edu-
cation, in opposition 
to the values of mo-
dern life. This de-trai-
ning is given, in full 
view of all, in mosques, 
“cultural” centres unde-
rhandedly qualified as “cultu-
ral” and other sports clubs di-
rectly or indirectly managed by the 
Brotherhood.

In his book Mosquées radicales : Ce qu’on 
y dit, ce qu’on y lit, the director of the Observatory 
of Islamisation in France, Joachim Véliocas, counted about 
450 mosques controlled by Islamic extremist movements, in-
cluding 200 under the leadership of “French Muslims”, the 
subsidiary of the Brotherhood of the Muslim Brotherhood in 
France. And that’s not all, this same fundamentalist Associa-
tion runs a training centre for imams. It used to welcome Yous-
sef Al Qaradawi to give lectures, before he was forbidden to 
enter France and wanted by Interpol for incitement to murder!

Since its creation, the Brotherhood has been sowing hollow 
phrases in the minds of young and old alike, such as “Islam 
is the solution”, “secularism, ungodliness”, “modernity, he-
resy”… And, with time, by dint of repeating them everywhere, 
these dogmatic slogans have turned into bombs ready to ex-
plode at any moment, to the benefit of ISIS.

L
et’s say it outright, the only difference between the 
brotherhood of the Muslim Brotherhood and ISIS 
is the method. The end remains the same: to ap-
ply the ‘Sharia Islamiya’, the Islamic law, and to 
re-establish the caliphate, by appointing a caliph in 
the Islamic way, without a vote. Once this is done, 
they work on Islamising the existence and domi-

nating the world. Thus, two fundamentalist entities do each other 
favours often consciously, sometimes unconsciously.

The Muslim Brotherhood exploits the monstrosities com-
mitted by ISIS to appear reformist and peaceful, to present 
themselves to Westerners as the exclusive representatives of 
true Islam, moderate Islam. The terrorists of ISIS, for their 
part, exploit the apparent conciliatory and pacifist attitude of 
the Muslim Brotherhood in order to show themselves to be 
intractable, true revolutionaries, the only defenders of a strong 
Islam without complexes.

There is no antagonism, it’s just a question of role distribu-
tion, even remotely. However, the Brotherhood remains the 
theoretical pillar of fundamentalism since 1928. And, in each 
period, it generates a decisive group, which gives itself the 

iSiS and the  
Muslim Brotherhood, 
same fight!
By Hamid Zanaz*

mission of giving concrete form to the ideas of the Brothe-
rhood - some through pressure and intimidation, sometimes 
through violence - and the latest is the terrorist organisation 
ISIS.

The Brotherhood always served as an antechamber for all 
those who want to move from Hassan al-Banna’s theory and 
to Sayyid Qutb’s practice. To move on to violence and ter-
rorism in order to implement what the two great figures of 
the Muslim Brotherhood dreamed of as early as the 1920s: 
restoring the leadership of Muslims to return to the caliphate.

In broad daylight, the Brotherhood has planted in the 
consciousness and subconscious of several generations of 
Muslims a toxic idea that prevents any coexistence with the 
Other, the non-Muslim. An idea by which terrorists justify 
their actions and their hatred of the Other: the whole world 
is against Muslims and is constantly conspiring against them 
so that they cannot restore the caliphate, the source of their 
strength, their unity, their domination of the world.

As toxic as this idea propagated by the Brotherhood in the 
Arab world, the idea of Islamophobia is a trap set for Muslims 
living in the West and the European left. Many Muslims and 
most European leftists have fallen into this trap. Out of nai-
vety or intellectual laziness, they have replaced the word ra-
cism with the word Islamophobia. And, in their view, anyone 
who criticises Islamists in Europe, especially the Muslim 

Brotherhood, is racist and Islamophobic.
As for young European Muslims, who have been 

misled by this expression/trap, they now see their Wes-
tern societies as hostile to them and their religion. 
This facilitates their recruitment into the ranks of 
extremist groups such as ISIS to carry out terrorist 
operations at home in the West, as it happened in 
France, Belgium, Germany and Great Britain.

It is, to say the least, strange and suspicious that 
no Western study has revealed the preponderant 
role of the Muslim Brotherhood in the radicalisation 
of young people of Muslim origin in the West and 

their military engagement, sometimes from adoles-
cence, in the ranks of ISIS, to “kill and be killed in 

the name of Allah”, as a Hadith of their prophet said, 
glorifying jihad.

The majority of experts in Europe explain the 
radicalisation by the propaganda of ISIS on the 
internet, particularly via social networks. As if 
this work was only done virtually. These often 
self-proclaimed specialists pretend not to see the 
initial recruitment work carried out in the field by 
the Muslim Brothers. Without this brainwashing 
from early childhood, young Muslims would not 
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against the Parliament: art, culture, knowledge and democra-
cy. Everything that terrorists hate, regardless of the colour, 
religion, origins and beliefs of the victims.

So what do we do? Do we hide and stop living for the rea-
son that there are some turbaned exalted people who would 
like us to stay hidden, except at prayer time? Do we close 
the door? The shutters? Shit! We give up, we just stand there 
listening to their smoking obscenities? No. No and no! Their 
twisted morality, more dangerous than cholera and the plague 
combined, is not our thing. Neither is fanaticism. We cling to 
life. We hold on tightly to it. We even apply ourselves. We go 
to the museum, because there is less pornography in Gustave 
Courbet’s L’Origine du Monde than there is in the little crazy 
brains of fanatics. We go there for the women of Renoir, Ma-
tisse, Modigliani, Botticelli or Braque, who are so beautiful 
because they are naked and that nudity is not indecent. We go 
for Greek and Roman statues, fleshy buttocks and willies in 
the air, because they are obscene only in the libidinous heads 
of the frustrated. We’ll read Charlie, too bad if we don’t like 
it. We’ll go to the cinema, the theatre, the concert. And then, 
with a drink in hand, in the sun on a terrace or in the shade of 
a parasol, we will drink to art, to women, to men, to beauty, to 
intelligence, to freedom, to love and sex. 

Well, to life.  

* Journalist and essayist, Former deputy editor of Le Pari-
sien and Aujourd’hui en France.
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dinary blasphemous claim to speak in the name of the reli-
gion they have actually kidnapped and disfigured. Little brains 
shrunk in a bath of hatred! Heads so empty that you can put 
anything in them, including that stupid idea of redemption in 
blood: paradise for the martyrs, where there is in reality only 
emptiness and nothingness. Lies, lies, lies! 

These killers, who find some sort of unmentionable plea-
sure in the killing of innocents and the humiliation of victims, 
have no more to do with religion than they have to do with 
humanity. They have found a pretext in religion to rape, burn, 
decapitate, drown, hang, disembowel, shoot, machine-gun, 
dismember, tear apart, peel off a bunch of unfortunate people. 
In Syria, Afghanistan, France and elsewhere. It is blood that 
makes them hard, not religion. Mass massacres are their orgies. 
Death makes them come. Other people’s of course, not their 
own. And rarely has one gone so far in hypocrisy, or blind-
ness, in refusing to see the enormity of the threat. They kill 
indiscriminately men, women, children, white, black, Chris-
tians, Muslims, Jews and Godless. This sect, whose ideology 
is based on the trinity of hatred, the dagger and the bomb, kills 
and destroys everything it hates, that is to say everything that 
is not like it. The blood must flow. Kill and destroy what we 
are, with our differences, our values of tolerance and Huma-
nism. They hate us in our diversity. I remember another at-
tack, just three months after the one against Charlie. It was in 
March 2015, in Tunisia: the attacks on the Bardo Museum and 
the Parliament. 24 dead and 45 wounded. A museum leaning 

‘Je suis charlie’  
and all the others... 
By Jean-Marie Montali*

W
here does this dangerous and parti-
cularly unhealthy idea come from, 
that we can, for a single moment, 
discuss the real responsibilities in 
the massacre of Charlie? Wrig-
gling in front of these twelve 
graves, wondering, with a penetra-

ting air, if these dead people did not try a little bit to be murdered? 
You have to be really contaminated to think such a thing, that car-
toons could be responsible for the execution of their authors. And 
then what? A text, an opinion, a thought, an attitude? Bullshit! We 
stagger about, it’s so stupid. 

So we would all be guilty, laymen that we are, of believing 
that freedom of expression and thought are not mortal sins? We 
mustn’t let that be said. No, no and no! We are innocent. Free 
and innocent. And when we look at the graves of the innocent 
victims of Charlie, it is to mourn them, not to desecrate them. We 
also grieve for Clarissa Jean-Philippe, a municipal policewoman 
from Montrouge, killed because she was a cop. A cop as were 
Jean-Baptiste Salvaing, stabbed, and his companion Jessica Sch-
neider, whose throat was slit in front of their three-year-old child 

by a barbarian of God claiming to be an Islamic State. It was 
on 13 June 2016, in Magnanville. And Xavier Jugelé, shot 

dead on the Champs-Elysées on 20 April 2017. And tears 
again, for François-Michel Saada, Philippe Braham, Yo-

han Cohen and Yoav Hattab, killed on 9 January 2015 
in a Hyper Cacher. Killed because they were Jews. 
Jews as were Jonathan Sandler (30 years old), his 
two young sons, Gabriel (3 years old) and Arié (6 
years old), and little Myriam Monsonégo (8 years 
old). It was in Toulouse, on 19 March 2012, at the 
Ozar Hatorah school. Because the killers of the 
cutthroat sect also do that: kill children in a school, 
without any shudder of conscience. 

Rarely have we gone so far in the filth. And 
rivers of tears for the Bataclan, the terraces, the 

Stade de France, Nice and Father Hamel, whose 
throat was slit in his little church in Normandy. 
All these dead, all these orphans, all these pa-
rents who buried their children, what do they 
think of these beautiful speeches, with the tre-
molos that are needed at each line, about the 
violence of caricatures and blasphemy? As if 
only the cartoons of Charlie Hebdo exposed us 
to the murderous madness of assassins!   

A lie! Blasphemy? But they are the blas-
phemers! They, the followers of a sect that is 
fattening in blood and who have this extraor-

Sipa
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trative documents and interviews with local women. Some of 
them say they have been forced to be sterilised, under threat of 
being sent to camps. The implantation of an IUD was allegedly 
imposed on others. The report concludes that China appears to 
be using coercive birth control in Xinjiang as part of a “broa-
der strategy of ethno-racial domination”.

Of course, the Beijing authorities refute these accusations 
outright. Questioned about Zen’s report, a spokesman for 
Chinese diplomacy, Zhao Lijian, denied these assertions, as-
suring that they were “unfounded”. For him, Xinjiang is now 
“stable and harmonious”. 

In 2014, after an attack on a railway station by a Uyghur 
separatist, President Xi Jinping carried out an abominable per-
secution against the Uyghurs in the name of the fight against 
terrorism. To give credit to this targeted persecution, Beijing 
does not hesitate to over-report acts of violence that it attri-
butes to Uyghur groups.

The newspaper Libération does not hesi-
tate to mention a “genocide” targeting the 
Uyghur minority. According to the United 
Nations Convention, the policy of birth 
control corresponds to one of the five criteria 
that define genocide.

Washington and several other Western ca-
pitals, as well as many human rights organi-
sations, accuse China of having interned at 
least one million Muslims in the region in 
what it calls “political re-education camps”.

In France, Alain David, a socialist deputy 
from Gironde, proposed to dissuade Euro-
pean companies from selling China tech-
nologies that allow repression against the 
Uyghurs. For him, “it is also important that 
the 83 or so international companies that be-
nefit [in China] from forced labour quickly 
move their factories”. 

For his part, the Minister of Foreign Af-
fairs, Jean Yves Le Drian, proposed that 
an international mission composed of in-
dependent observers, under the leadership 
of the UN High Commissioner for Human 
Rights, go to Xinjiang to investigate the si-
tuation of this Muslim minority. 

Last 28 July, before the National Assem-
bly, Jean Yves Le Drian denounced “unjusti-
fiable practices that go against the principles 
[...] the internment of Uyghurs in camps, 
mass detentions, forced labour, forced steri-
lisations, the destruction of the cultural he-

ritage of the Uyghurs [...] the generalised surveillance of the 
population, a global repressive system throughout the region”. 
And in the face of the Chinese regime’s total refutation of 
these crimes, he added: “Since they say that my remarks are 
unfounded, we propose that an international mission of inde-
pendent observers, led by the High Commissioner for Human 
Rights, Ms. Bachelet, should go to the region, see them and 
testify, since the Chinese authorities say that it does not exist, 
so we must go and testify on the spot”.

However, it is China, the cradle of wise philosophers since 
antiquity, which has bequeathed us this proverb: It is little to 
love oneself to hate someone, but it is to hate everyone to love 
only oneself!  

* Belgian novelist and essayist, latest book Maternité et Littérature, 
création et pro-création (Motherhood and Literature, creation and 
pro-creation), Éditions du Cygne, Paris, 2017.

D
etermined to weaken the Muslim Uyghur 
community, the Chinese authorities are or-
ganising a forced sterilization policy for the 
women of this community.

Last June, a report by German anthropo-
logist Adrian Zenz, a leading expert on Chi-
na, was published on the website of the Ja-

mestown Foundation, an American research centre. It accuses 
China of carrying out forced sterilisations against Uyghur 
women.

Uyghurs live in the Xinjiang Autonomous Region in nor-
thwest China, the ancient Silk Road that linked China to the 
Middle East. They are a Turkish-speaking people of Sunni 
Muslim faith. The population belonging to this ethnic group 
is estimated, according to sources, to be between 11 and 12 
million people. The region of Xinjiang has been theirs for cen-
turies and represents a challenge for China in terms of popu-
lation control. The Uyghurs have their own rites, ways of life 
and traditions.

Since the 1950s, the Chinese regime (it has held the au-
thority since the 19th century), worried about the separatist 
ambitions of a part of the Uyghurs, encouraged the population 
of the Han ethnic group, the majority throughout China, to 
settle in Xinjiang. Beijing’s objective? To sinicise (spread the 

Chinese civilisation) this region, so that the majority ethnic 
group in China, the Han (1/3 of the population today), also 
becomes the majority in this region.

Although the international opinion, thanks to social 
networks and new information technologies, is increasingly 
focusing on the fate of this Muslim population, the persecu-
tions of the Chinese regime have in fact been going on for 
many years. The will of the Chinese regime is clear. It is to 
weaken this community by affecting it where it hurts the most: 
women and their fertility.

According to Adrian Zenz’s report, the horror is daily and 
the figures speak for themselves: between 2018 and 2019, the 
growth rate of the Uyghur population went from 11 per 1000 
to only 1 per 1000. This considerable drop is due to a policy 
of sterilization of Uyghur women by the Chinese regime. It 
is imposed by forced practices, ranging from the insertion of 
IUDs to tubal ligation, and in some cases the separation of 
couples.

Adrien Zenz’s report also states that the majority of Uyghur 
women in prison would be imprisoned for violating the birth 
law. According to official documents, the aim of this would 
be to sterilise between 14 and 24% of women of childbearing 
age. However, on 29 October 2015, China had definitively 
abolished the one-child policy that had been in place 30 years 
earlier in all regions of China, including Xinjiang.

Last July, a journalist of Libération met a Uyghur teacher 
who has gone into exile in Europe, Qelbinur Sidik Beg. She 

spoke of her time in the “re-education” centres set up by 
the Chinese government, describing arrests, rapes, forced 

labour and torture...”. All women aged between 18 and 
50 in my neighbourhood, in Urumqi (the capital of 

Xinjiang), were summoned on 18 July 2017 for a 
compulsory “free examination”. At 8 o’clock, the 
queue was already very long in front of the hos-
pital. When it was my turn, there was no gynae-
cological examination nor any interview. They 
made me lie down and spread my legs, and they 
inserted an IUD. It was terribly violent. I cried, I 
felt humiliated, sexually and mentally assaulted. 
But I was working in a camp, I knew what awaited 

me if I refused. There were very young girls there. 
I didn’t see a single Han (the majority ethnic group 

in China).” In another testimony, this time collected 
by the Belgian daily La Libre, a Uyghur woman exiled 

in Antwerp admits that it was a doctor in Belgium who 
told her that she had been sterilised in China.
In the two large prefectures of the region where Uyghurs 

are in the majority, the number of births has thus drastically 
dropped since 2016. Adrian Zenz, based on Chinese adminis-

china
the Beijing government’s impetuous  
sterilization policy for Uyghur women 
By Malika Madi*

In one year, the growth rate of the Uighur population has dropped from 11 per 
1000 to just 1 per 1000.

Sipa
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T
urkish President Recep Erdogan wants to 
show the great powers that he has his say in 
the redistribution of the cards in the Middle 
East and in the resolution of conflicts in the 
region, at a time, moreover, when the world 
order that emerged from 1945, the end of  the 
Second World War, has become obsolete.

However, the bellicose excesses of the Turkish president 
point to the immeasurable shortcomings of the European 
Union in matters of defense. From support for jihadists in Sy-
ria and Libya, to provocations against Greece in the eastern 
Mediterranean and ostentatious military support for Azerbai-
jan in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, Turkey is stepping up 
its provocations. And Europe, weakened by Franco-German 
differences on the subject, fails to assert itself as a great force 
capable of standing up to the new Ottoman sultan.

As Adel Bakawan, a researcher at the Institute of Internatio-
nal Relations says: “By engaging his country on several fronts, 
he is trying to capitalise on his image as a warlord.” Like Vla-
dimir Putin, he wants to take advantage of the withdrawal of 
Western powers from the Middle East, particularly the United 
States. He moves his pawns to advance his great project of 
neo-Ottoman reconquest. 

According to many observers, he set foot again in Libya 
because it was there that Turkey’s founder, Kemal Atatürk, 
achieved his first military success. But, in Libya, he above all 
monetised his military aid against the approval of the strong 
man of the Tripoli region, Fayez al-Sarraj, a Muslim Brother 
like himself, to award him the exploitation of numerous oil 
fields and four strategic military bases. 

Erdogan is dangerous, he wants to Islamise the Maghreb, 
starting with Tunisia where he maintains close links with the 
“Tunisian Khomeini”: Rached Ghannouchi, the leader of the 
Islamist Ennahda Party.

And in the Eastern Mediterranean, despite the strong criticism 
voiced by the French President, Emmanuel Macron, against Er-
dogan’s policy, the Westerners, and especially the Europeans, 
have little room for maneuver against him: he is a member 
of NATO, we cannot declare war on him. The only means of 
pressure were economic sanctions, especially since the Turki-
sh economy was moribund. But in retaliation, Erdogan can put 
pressure on Europe, by exercising his usual blackmail linked to 
the flow of migrants from Greece and now from Libya.

At some point, Westerners will have to paint Erdogan into 
a corner, saying to him : Whose side are you on? You are a 
member of NATO, with the second largest armed force in the 
Alliance after the United States, do you want to stay there or 
not, because you often side with Vladimir Putin, from whom 
you bought S-400 missiles incompatible with NATO military 
equipment?

Greece’s geostrategic position is a major issue. It is in the 
interest of the EU to support it facing Erdogan. However, as 
the Defense Advisor to the Greek Prime Minister, Kyriákos 
Mitsotakis, says: “When a country commits its entire fleet, 
defying the norms of international law, it is because it intends 
to go all the way”.

Emmanuel Macron is right to declare that Erdogan “pursues 
an expansionist policy that mixes nationalism and Islamism 
that is not compatible with European interests and is a des-
tabilising factor”, while specifying that he is not in favour of 
escalation but does not believe in “impotent diplomacy”.

When he talks about “impotent diplomacy”, Macron refers 
indirectly to that of Angela Merkel. For the Chancellor, rela-

tions with Turkey are of prime importance, not only because 
of the importance of the presence of three million Turks 

on German soil, but also because Turkey is the key 
country in the migratory dossier which, it should be 

repeated, Erdogan uses as a weapon for blackmai-
ling the European Union.

Outwitting Erdogan will be difficult, because 
Europeans are divided. Emmanuel Macron has the 
merit of standing firm against Erdogan. He plays 
the role of the European policeman, not only in 
the Sahel against the Jihadists, but now in the Eas-
tern Mediterranean as well, against the Turks and 
Erdogan. It is high time Angela Merkel understood 

that Erdogan cannot be allowed to indulge in a poli-
cy of fait accompli in the Mediterranean. 
Erdogan, like his friends Putin and Xi Jinping, un-

derstands only the balance of power. In this respect, I ful-
ly agree with the analysis of the historian and theologian 

Jean-François Colosimo: We cannot allow the borders 

european Union
Facing the bellicose erdogan  
by Christian Malard*

in the Levant to be transgressed and the European Union to be 
attacked at its borders [...] Any peace that we think we can buy 
from a warmonger has the price of its overbidding [...]. The 
chancelleries and the European Commission may well protest 
against the law, but Europe, like the great Rome, will end up 
paying a new price for force, and the ransom will inevitably 
be higher! 

For years, European capitals have struggled to react to the 
multiple provocations and authoritarian abuses of Ankara, 
from repeated human rights violations to the lasting partition 

of Cyprus, including Erdogan’s entry into the Balkans. , its 
interventionism in Syria, Libya and quite recently in Nagor-
no-Karabakh, its instrumentalisation of jihadist mercenaries 
and its complicity with Daesh. Without forgetting his shift into 
the Russian military fold and his connections with the funda-
mentalist International of the Muslim Brotherhood...

It is time for this to stop. Europe must come out of its si-
lence, because the hour of awakening has come! 

* International policy expert and diplomatic consultant.

Sipa
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Arabia, the richest country in the region, advocated austerity 
measures for the first time in its history. The transition to a new 
model is becoming an emergency for the kingdom; let’s hope 
for a sustainable model... The losses to be expected for the pe-
tromonarchies will have cascading consequences for the coun-
tries that depend on their aid or on the fact that many of their 
citizens work there and send money (“remittances”) to their fa-
milies left behind. If Saudi Arabia collapses, the oil crisis will 
have an even more serious impact on countries with weaker 
economies that are equally dependent on oil, such as Iraq. As 
for Iran, affected by US economic sanctions, the country will 
emerge even weaker from this crisis, which further reduces its 
income due to the oil crisis. 

It is clear that, internally, the crisis has accelerated certain 
dynamics that were already under way and has underlined the 
urgent need to review the social contract that unites the rulers 
with the governed in the majority of countries in the region. 

The coronavirus crisis has highlighted the fragility of the 
States and societies of the region. States are generally weak 
and their authoritarianism only underscores this weakness; 
economic models, where they exist, are vulnerable.

The Arab Springs were born out of the inability of the re-
gimes in place to offer their citizens anything other than re-
pressive politics. Ten years later, with this health and econo-
mic crisis, states are even more fragile, economic models even 
less viable. As in many states in Europe and the United States, 
demonstrations have resumed in Lebanon, Iraq and Algeria 
and could spread to other countries, impacting on the stability 
of the region. 

Thus this coronavirus crisis could be seen in a few years’ 
time as the moment of calm before the storm.  

* Political scientist consultant on sustainable development and 
global warming.

T
he dreaded health disaster has not occurred in 
the Middle East, as in the Maghreb countries 
or in Africa, even if there is no indication that 
the coronavirus crisis is about to end and that 
the situation may still change, especially with 
the second wave that is once again raging in 
the region. 

The region has managed this unprecedented health crisis 
rather well, as have the coercive and effective means imple-
mented in states such as Saudi Arabia and Israel, which have 
been affected again for the past three weeks with the gradual 
lifting of containment measures. Only Iran is experiencing a 
second wave as important and worrying as the one at its peak 
in April. Admittedly, the region will emerge even more fragile 
from this crisis, but at the same time this crisis is a window of 
opportunity for peace and development on all levels, health, 
economic, social and environmental, in a sustainable manner.

First of all, in terms of numbers, we cannot draw up a ba-
lance sheet simply on the basis of the number of people in-
fected or deceased. With regard to the number of cases, gi-
ven the low number of tests in the majority of the countries 
in question, this is not relevant. But we are certainly a long 

way from the dreaded disaster, despite the refugee camps 
with deplorable sanitary conditions, despite the war zones and 
despite a precarious health system in most of the countries 
in question.  In Iran, although the epicenter of the epidemic, 
which has been heavily bruised by the virus, as of 23 May, the 
Iranian authorities decided to ease health measures, normalize 
economic and administrative activities and open religious and 
cultural sites as of 24 with the end of Ramadan, despite fears 
of a resumption of the coronavirus epidemic. Although the co-
ronavirus epidemic is reportedly under control in one third of 
the country, according to government figures considered unre-
liable, the situation remains worrying elsewhere. Iran now has 
200,262 confirmed cases of infection out of a total of 9,392 
deaths. The number of infections seems to be increasing, but 
the number of deaths is not. 

However, the region’s good results may be mainly due to fac-
tors that cannot be controlled beyond coercive measures: the 
youth of the population, the climate, international mobility in 
the territory in question and the large number of smokers. These 
are only hypotheses, but given the initial context, and despite 
the measures taken by States, they seem fairly plausible.

Moreover, in the Middle East, the Maghreb, Africa and 
everywhere else in the world, there will be a before and after 
coronavirus. The crisis, in the Greek sense, is a window of 
opportunity, and induces a reconfiguration and a redistribu-
tion of the cards. As everywhere else, the pandemic is challen-

ging people’s minds in a region that is particularly sensitive 
because of the various issues at stake and the multiple 

conflicts. 
It must be noted that the virus is helping to pacify 

relations between states, following the example of 
the collaboration between Israel and its neighbors 
in Kuwait, Bahrain and the United Arab Emirates, 
in order to manage the pandemic, or the solida-
rity expressed between states and populations, 
such as with regard to the population in Gaza 
and Yemen, over and above the conflicts, given 
the health security of the populations. States have 
little choice but to collaborate. The same applies 

to environmental issues, in the light of the lack of 
water.  
Collaboration and solidarity in the face of major 

crises, which threaten the survival of mankind, is essen-
tial and opens the way to pacification, which is consubs-

tantial with development.
Finally, it is above all the economic consequences and the 

potential political effects that are feared. Indeed, containment 
has deleterious effects when the State is unable to help its po-
pulation, even the poorest, which is the case in the majority of 
Middle Eastern countries. This is the end of the golden age for 
the petromonarchies of the Gulf, with all that this implies for 
the regional ecosystem, especially if the rupture is confirmed 
over time and the price of a barrel of oil remains so low. Saudi 

covid-19 in the middle east
A major turning point or the calm before the storm?  
By Fabienne durand*

In the Middle East, the coronavirus crisis has underscored the urgency of reviewing the social contract that unites rulers and ruled.
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The Muslim Brotherhood’s viral antisemitism 
By Ian Hamel*

I
n early March, Tariq Ramadan demanded the dismissal of 
a court-appointed expert to analyse the control he could 
exercise over young women with whom he had violent 
sexual relations. The preacher’s defence for the dismis-
sal of Dr Daniel Zagury refers to “manipulation”. In fact, 
the main reproach levelled at this doctor is that he is... 
Jewish! 

In the meantime, a supporter of Tariq Ramadan goes so far 
as to claim on social networks that “all judges, lawyers and ex-
perts who are Jewish or bi-national Israeli must be dismissed 
on grounds of legitimate suspicion”.   

Since his multiple indictments for rape, the grandson of 
Hassan al-Banna, the founder of the Muslim Brotherhood, 
has made little attempt to hide his antisemitism. Admittedly, 
in the past, Tariq Ramadan sometimes went off the rails, as 
when he published in October 2003 a “Critique of the (New) 
Communalist Intellectuals”, attacking Alexandre Adler, Ber-
nard Kouchner, André Glucksman. Or when he paid homage 
to Roger Garaudy, author of the book The Founding Myths 
of Modern Israel, denying the genocide committed by the 
Nazis against the Jews. For Ramadan, Garaudy remained the 
“philosopher of reference in the understanding of the Western 
world”.

The historian Dominique Avon notes that in his works, Tariq 
Ramadan never refers to a Jewish author! Nevertheless, unlike 
the “humorist” Dieudonné and the extreme right-wing ideolo-
gist Alain Soral, the preacher has so far refrained from using 
antisemitism as a business opportunity. 

This hatred of Jews does not exactly date back to the crea-
tion of the Muslim Brotherhood on the banks of the Suez Ca-
nal in 1928. It only really manifested itself at the time of the 
Arab revolt in Palestine from 1936 to 1939 against British do-
mination and the massive arrival of Jews in Palestine. In 1935, 
Hassan al-Banna made the first contacts with the Grand Mufti 
of Jerusalem, Amin al-Husseini. The latter was in contact with 
the Abwehr, the German military intelligence service. 

The book The Swastika and the Crescent tells that the po-
litical leaders of this region are fascinated “by the totalitarian 
methods of the fascist movements in Europe”, whether it be 
the Italian fascist model or the German model (1). The Grand 
Mufti settled in Germany in 1941 and remained there until 
1945. A photograph immortalises him forever, showing him 
in lively conversation with Adolf Hitler. Millions of copies of 
this photograph were distributed throughout the world, and it 
is on the cover of the book Jihad and Jew-hatred by the Ger-
man essayist and political scientist Matthias Küntzel (2).

From this interview, Amin al-Husseini said: “The precise 
condition of our collaboration with Germany was complete 
freedom to eliminate every last Jew from Palestine and the Arab 
world. I asked Hitler for his explicit agreement to allow us to 
solve the Jewish problem in a way that would be beneficial to 
our racial and national aspirations and in accordance with the 
scientific methods that Germany has invented to deal with its 
Jews. The answer I received was: ‘The Jews are yours’.”  

In his university thesis, The Roots of the Muslim Revival, 
Tariq Ramadan devotes only two lines to the links between 
his grandfather and Amine al-Husseini: “Hassan al-Banna will 
prepare and organise his political exile in Egypt in 1946” (3). In 
fact, the Grand Mufti in turn contaminated Hassan al-Banna. 
The latter no longer hides his admiration for Nazism. Inspired 

by the Hitler Youth, he created in 1940 “Young Muslims”, 
nicknamed the “Khaki Shirts”. These Khaki Shirts pa-

raded in the evening in the streets of Cairo with torches, 
“singing Islamic slogans expressing the strength and 
superiority of their movement (...) These young mili-
tants of the Brotherhood were moreover responsible 
for attacks against Jewish shops and properties” (4). 
The Khaki Shirts chanted “Egypt above all”, imi-
tating “Deutschland, Deutschland über alles” (Ger-
many must dominate the world), interpreted by the 
National Socialists. In Muslim Brotherhood: sur-
vey last totalitarian ideology, Michaël Prazan notes 

that the Brothers’ motto, “Action, obedience and si-
lence”, reasons like an echo of the “Believe, obey and 

fight” of the Italian fascists (5).
According to the Qatari preacher of Egyptian origin, 

Yusuf al-Qaradawi, quoted in The Secret History of 
the Muslim Brotherhood, “the ideology of the Ger-
man Reich is almost similar to the vision and political 

project of Hassan al-Banna for the Islamic ummah”. In 
the same way that the German Reich claimed to be the 

defender of the Aryan race, “Islam obliges every Muslim 
to consider himself the protector of anyone who respects 

the prescriptions of the Koran” (6).
Yusuf al-Qaradawi, now 93 years old, is undoubtedly the 

best-known Muslim Brother in the world for having hosted the 
programme “Sharia and Life” on Al Jazeera for a long time. 
He is also the author of the most notable antisemitic blunders. 
On 30 January 2009, speaking on the Qatari channel, he pro-
claimed that “throughout history, Allah has imposed [on Jews] 
people who would punish them for their corruption. The last 
punishment was administered by Hitler [...] It is a divine pu-
nishment. If Allah wills, the next time it will be at the hands 
of the believers”.  

While Islam prohibits suicide, such as attacking women and 
children, Yusuf al-Qaradawi supports Hamas, justifying the 
use of suicide attacks in Israel. “The operations of Hamas are 
jihad and those who [carry them out and] are killed are consi-
dered martyrs,” he said in 2001, adding that Israeli society is 
a military society, “all men and women are soldiers. They are 

in their totality occupation troops (...) And if a child or an old 
man is killed in these operations, he is not targeted, but it is by 
mistake, and as a consequence of the absolute necessities of 
war, and absolute necessities lift the prohibitions”. 

 * Journalist and writer, specialist on the Muslim Brotherhood.

(1) Roger Faligot and Rémi Kauffer, Albin Michel, March 1990, 
p. 58. 
(2) Matthias Küntzel, Jihad and Jew-hatred: Islamism, Nazism and 
the Roots of 9/11, éditions du Toucan, August 2015. 
(3) Tariq Ramadan, Editions Tawhid, 2002, p. 206. 
(4) Chérif Amir, The Secret History of the Muslim Brotherhood, el-
lipses, February 2015, p. 29. 
(5) Michaël Prazan, Muslim Brotherhood: Investigating the Latest 
Totalitarian Ideology, Grasset, January 2014, p. 41. 
(6) Chérif Amir, op. cit., p. 34. 

Amin al-Husseini, Mufti of Jerusalem: I asked Hitler for his agreement to solve the Jewish problem in Palestine!
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The new faces  
of old anti-Semitism
Ben Lesser, 92, was one of 200 
survivors who, on 27 January, went 
to Auschwitz for the 75th anniversary 
of the liberation of the death camps, 
and warned the world against the 
resurgence of hatred. All Ben’s family, 
but one sister, was murdered. An 
American citizen set up the foundation 
“Zakhor” which, in Hebrew, means 
“Remember”. It is in connection with 
that that I had met him in Paris a few 
months earlier. We discussed what 
has become known as “the new 
antisemitism”, in fact, a tendency to 
facelift age-old antisemitism. Ben found 
it out not without pain. When he and 
his companions launched their appeal 
from Auschwitz, a survey carried out in 
France by IFOP, confirmed all the fears. 
Antisemitic acts increased by 74% in 
one year; 34% of French Jews do not 
feel safe; 84% among them, aged 18-
24, had been assaulted. 

By  MARTINE GoZlAN  

T
o which actors and ideology should this surge be 
attributed to? Citizens of the Jewish faith blame 
both the far left and the far right; and for good 
reason. Historically, antisemitism has always 
been a ‘coagulation’ of extremes, an alliance 

between individuals and groups that, seemingly, have little in 
common. The Jewish obsession is their sole common deno-
minator. However, for such unholy alliances to prosper, two 
elements are needed: a social and political crisis and a cultu-
ral atmosphere. For over a decade, they have been moving on 
the fringes of French society. 

Flashback. On May 8, 2009, at the Main D’Or theater in 

Paris, comedian Dieudonné M’Bala M’Bala and Alain Bon-
net, also known as Alain Soral, unveiled to the press their 
“Anti-Zionist list” for the European elections. 

“Here is the white-black-brown France!” Says Soral. He 
explains: “The only enemy of this Republic is Zionism, 
which is in our midst and which has always sought to divide 
us, and which, in truth, is behind the wars all over the world 
and in France ...”. Around the table, there were young people 
with immigrant backgrounds, a former member of the Revo-
lutionary Communist League, an activist from the “French 
Renewal”, a tiny group which defines itself as “nationalist, 
counter-revolutionary and Catholic”, former members of the 
Communist Party, of the Greens, and of the National Youth 
Front, and Yahia Gouasmi, who had just launched the “An-

ti-Zionist Party”. This Frenchman of Algerian descent, founder 
of the Shiite center “Zahra France” (which will be then be closed 
in 2019 for incitement to terrorism) and fervent supporter of the 
Iranian ayatollahs, acted as a go-between for Dieudonné and 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, the president of the Islamic Republic 
at the time.”Dieudo” travelled to Tehran, hoping to receive 
funds for a film on slavery.

Soral is obsessed with Jews. His was quite a bumpy journey, 
from the Communist Party to the National Front, that he left 
in January 2009. He dreams of mixing reds, browns, and all 
possible colors in a formidable alliance “against international 
Zionism, the System, Banks.” 

Soral and Dieudonné had shared a common cause on the 
EuroPalestine list for the 2004 European elections. In 2003, 
Dieudonné made himself infamous on a TV program hosted 
by Marc-Olivier Fogiel, when he ended his sketch with a “Is-
ra-Heil!” In 2005, in Algiers, he dubbed the memory of the 

Shoah as “remembrance pornography”. In 2008, he invited ne-
gationist Robert Faurisson on the stage at the Zenith theater.  

Curiously, some ten years later, we were going to hear again 
the rhetoric of this dubious team, relayed by infiltrators in the 
ranks of the Yellow Vests, via the Salafists on one side and those 
fighting on an identity platform on the other, while the figures of 
the movement remained conspicuous by their silence. Thing is in 
the meanwhile antisemitism joined the wave, against the back-
drop of absolute denial. You’d hear them say that there can be 
no antisemitism sentiment in the suburbs, among the underdog. 

That is what the intellectually bankrupt and indigenist Left 
contends, just like the bourgeoisie who turns a blind eye on the 
despicable tweets of Mehdi Meklat and is busy trying to cast 
doubt on the courageous investigations on the ground. Hate 
speech is like wild fire on social media and a new breeding 
ground for Dieudonné and Soral who post their videos there. It is 
indeed an achievement as anti-Zionism is everywhere in the de-
monstrations of the people who live in “the suburbs”. In a contri-
bution to the daily Le Monde, in May 2014, Jean-Yves Camus, an 
expert on far-right movements, observed that “Dieudonné rides 
a cross-sectional, anti-system and conspiratorial wave whose 
backbone is and remains antisemitism. They see the world order 
as being dominated by the Washington-Tel Aviv axis. “ 

The audience is growing. Never mind whether it is perverted, 
antisemitism makes people laugh when it does not kill… and 
even when it kills, by the way. “I am Charlie Coulibaly,” said 
Dieudonne in the aftermath of the Charlie Hebdo and Hyperca-
cher supermarket massacres. He popped up again in the Iranian 
capital, in February 2015, to offer a “golden Quenelle” (an an-
ti-Semite gesture) to his friend Ahmadinejad. In his book on 
“The New Children of the Century” (not available in English), 
Alexandre Devecchio underlines “the collusion between Dieu-
donné followers and Islamists that are reconciled by and against 
anti-Zionism that one can barely distinguish from antisemitism 
... both crowds shared the cries of ‘Jew, France is not yours’ at 
the Day of Anger demonstration on 24 January  2014 “. The 
same cry as that hurled in the face of Alain Finkielkraut on Sa-
turday 16 February 2019, in a street in Montparnasse district, by 
a group wearing keffiyeh, yellow vests and belching “God, will 
take revenge!”, “dirty Zionist!” having replaced “dirty Jew!”. 

British historian Hyam Maccoby, in “A Pariah People” (trans-
lated into French and published by H & 0 editions), analyzes 
this perverse transformation. He posits that “the derogatory use 
of the word ‘Zionism’ as equivalent to imperialism. This use 
was expanded to include many traditional anti-Semitic accusa-
tions, like a conspiracy by Jews around the world to dominate 
the planet, and that of a Jewish financial might.” The far left has 
been taken over by Islamists, just like populists took up anti-Se-
mitic stereotypes over the centuries. They went at full speed, 
gradually, from one circle to the next, from thugs to mosques. 

The abduction, torture and assassination of Ilan Halimi, a 
supposedly wealthy small telephone salesman, by “the gang of 
savages” happened in 2006. The delusional rhetoric of a Kobili 
Traoré, tormentor and executioner of Sarah Halimi, a humble 
65-year old pensioner, in April 2017, was inspired by Jihadi 
discourse. 

Finally, just causes - the yearning for a Palestinian State - 
have been sullied and derailed by massive antisemitism, inclu-
ding that of many Arab leaders. In June 2016, Mahmoud Abbas, 
President of the Palestinian Authority, speaking at the European 
Parliament accused rabbis of poisoning Palestinian wells. He 
reneged on that two days later; but the damage had already been 
inflicted. 

Anti-Semitism has become fashionable.
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Highlights of the poignant book of our 
colleague Jean-Marie Montali ‘We are 
the voices of the dead, the last deportees 
testify’, which has just been published by Le 
Cherche Midi. 75 years after the liberation of 
the camps, these testimonies from survivors, 
which resound like voices from beyond the 
grave, describe the unspeakable and name 
with singular sobriety the absolute horror of 
the Holocaust.

By JEAN-MARIE MoNTAlI* 

I
n my job I have seen and heard, like 
many other journalists, a lot of crap. 
Many of us have seen more dead 
people than we would have liked 
to see: Destroyed, shot, hanged, 

burned... There are many ways to kill 
people. And all these ways of killing 
and dying, it makes piles of corpses of 
all colours, religions and ages, men and 
women, all over the world, and piles of 
survivors howling rivers of tears.

As far as I’m concerned, I don’t re-
member the faces of these dead people, 

beaten to death by her bastard fiancé. 
This Bosnian father, mad with grief after 
the death of his two sons at Brčko. He 
killed himself.

I forgot these bodies in Somalia, rot-
ting where they had fallen, by the tens 
and hundreds, in dust and indifference. 
Those in Kabul, those in Sarajevo, those 
in Mogadishu. The others, in Colombia, 
Mexico, the Philippines and Elsewhere.

I forgot the body of that old man on 
whom I stumbled in the semi-darkness 
of a Baidoa morgue, before spreading 
myself over other bodies thrown there, 
on the floor, because we didn’t know 
where to put them. There were so many 
of them. So much. I threw up on the bo-
dies. An employee hosed down. I went 
out. Outside, other bodies were piled up 
against the walls, one on top of the other, 
and it went up, up, up, death in bricks, I 
had never seen that before.

I forgot the little fruit delivery boy 
from the Panshir Valley. He jumped on 
a mine. His name was Haroun. I mean, 
I think his name was Haroun. I forgot 
about that other father in Pakistan, an 
Afghan refugee who 
spent all his nights 
lying on his child-
ren’s graves so that 
scavengers would not 
come and dig them 
up and eat them. He 
would put three tulips 
on the grave, one for 
each of his children. 

I forgot about that 
little girl killed by 
cancer at the Institut 
Curie. Her mother 
caressed her hair very 
gently and we, the photographer and I, 
blubbered like calves.

I forgot them all. Buried deep in my 
memory, with a lid on it so it doesn’t 
overflow.

Anyway, I’m saying all this so that 
you understand that, in the long run, you 
learn to measure your sensitivity.

And then I’ve been in Israel for 10 
days. I am preparing a book - and pe-

rhaps a film - on Holocaust survivors. 
For 10 days, from morning to evening, 
I have been meeting several of them 
for hours on end, one-on-one. These 
fragile little old ladies, these little old 
men who can more or less stand up and 
waver seriously on their bases, were 
born in Ukraine, Poland, Lithuania, Ro-
mania, Hungary, Germany, France and 
elsewhere. The degree of enthusiasm 
put into the killing had, in a way, local 
peculiarities: people did not kill in the 
same way in Romania as in Poland or 
Latvia. It also depended on the degree of 
anti-Semitism and collaboration of the 
countries concerned.

Today, these few survivors are afraid 
that these things will be forgotten. That 
they may be reproducing. They want to 
tell, to testify. Otherwise, who will re-
member those who were exterminated 
when they are no longer there? So they 
talk and talk and talk again. Some-
times they hesitate a little. Not that they 
stumble over their memories, but they 
hesitate in the choice of words: which 
ones to choose to describe a horror that 
humanity had never known before? 
Which ones to choose to be credible? 
Because they live with that too: the fear 
of not being believed. Who could be-
lieve the incredible? And which ones to 

choose to make the 
inaudible audible 
without shocking 
the interlocutors? 
How to talk about 
the unspeakable, 
how to make the 
Shoah understood?

They dream of 
the Shoah and wake 
up at night with 
the cries of others 
or with their own, 
with the faces of 
the disappeared. 

A mother, a father, a sister, a brother, 
a neighbour... They remember that. Of 
course they remember it. Everything: the 
raid, the screams, the fear, the dogs, the 
train, the selection, the shower, the shea-
ring, the nudity, the cold, the hunger, 
the slave labour, the bodies crammed 
into the barracks, the cries of the kapos, 
the lice, the Mengele experiences... And 
death. Death, everywhere, all the time. 

how to make
the inaudible

audible?
how to make 
the holocaust
understood ?

or anything else about them. They were 
dead, that’s all. I didn’t cry for them. I 
forgot them, that’ s all. I could invent 
myself soul tremors, moral concussions 
and sadness to avoid looking like a bul-
ly. I’ll come and wring all this out at 
your feet with the eyes of a beaten dog, 
just to look like a sensitive guy and all. 
And I could tell you that all these deaths 
haunt me. But no, no, no. I forgot them. 
No one, you understand, wants to live 
with the dead.

I forgot that kid from Los Angeles, 
shot in the head with a bullet that wasn’t 
even meant for him. Those overdose 
deaths in Johannesburg. This woman 

Holocaust Survivors fear that 
these things will be forgotten. 
Or that they happen again.

Si
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smoke from the crematoria. Ashes, snow 
from hell. And then again, always, the 
face of a mother, father, sister or bro-
ther. The faces of thousands, millions 
of others exterminated in the camps. So 
yes, they remember and live every day 
and every hour with their memories and 
the ghosts of the innocent.

They remember the months spent in 
the ghettos, the yellow star, the humilia-
tion, the months hidden in the forest, the 
hunting of Jews, the hunger, the hunger 
they talk about all the time and which 
still obsesses them today. They talk 
about the shootings on the edge of mass 
graves, all over Eastern Europe, at the 
bottom of a forest, on the banks of the 
Danube, on the banks of the Baltic Sea, 
above a ravine, in a park in the middle 
of a city...

They are still talking and talking. 
They talk and protect me. There are 
things they don’t dare to tell me, because 
they are worse than worse and they 
don’t want to shock me, seeing that I’m 
already in apnoea. And I would like to 
take them in my arms and I know that I 
will never forget these faces. And never 
in the more than thirty years I have been 
in this business have I been so moved.

raphaël Bar-lev
Raphaël Bar-Lev 

was born in 1930 in 
Budapest. He spoke 
in a soft voice, his 
eyes lost in the past 
as if he turned them 
back to find a way to 
his past. Here was his 

school, at 44 Weszleny street, and the 
little square where, as a kid, he some-
times hung out with the wrong crowd 
but also where, casually, they would 
flirt with the not all so prudent girls in 
the neighbourhood. Here was the Rom-
bach synagogue, there was his house 
in the heart of the ghetto, and here was 
the Swiss House, a few streets away, 
where his family and other Jewish fami-
lies had found shelter. It was there that 
the Hungarian Nazi militiamen of the 
Arrow Cross Party arrested them, 117 
Jews in all, on the night of January 1, 
1945. They were arrested, beaten up, 
their belongings stolen. Then, they were 
stripped bare and tied up two by two. 
Raphaël was tied up to a stranger, his pa-
rents together. 117 Jewish men, women 
and children were forced to walk to the 
banks of the Danube river, almost naked; 

and they were shot. Raphael managed to 
jump into the river before being shot. 
The river was frozen but the corpses 
from previous executions cushioned his 
fall. Half-naked, he crawled over the bo-
dies to the sewers then fled. He was the 
only survivor among the 117 Jews shot 
that day. Rapahël Bar-Lev passed away 
last December. 

eSther lieBer
Esther Lieber was 

born in 1936 in Po-
land. On October 4, 
1942, her father was 
shot in the head be-
cause he was Jewish. 
Then, her mother, 
two of her sisters and 

other cousins were shot dead by the SS 
in a forest where they had been hiding 
for months. Esther and another of her 
sisters - Rachel - survived by hiding 
for more than two years in the woods. 
Living in the woods, being chased by 
hunters of Jews and wary of men like 
animals. Three long years in the forest. 
Three years! 1,095 days. When she talk-
ed about that, it was like she was still 
there. “I was like stifled”, she said, be-
fore taking my hand: “and then there 
were all these far too violent things that 
I don’t want to tell you about.”

rita KaSimov
Rita kasimov was 

born in 1934 in Tur-
mont (Poland). In ear-
ly 1942, her family, 
together with a few 
thousand other Jews, 
were crowded into the 
Braslaw ghetto. Li-

ving conditions there were obviously al-
most unbearable. People died of typhus, 
pneumonia, exhaustion and starvation. 
Six families, including Rita’s, were sent 
out to the Gestapo to work in their mi-
litary barracks. They were called “wor-
king Jews”. They did not murder them 
right away. They could still serve. A Ca-
tholic priest warned these families that 
they had to flee before being killed. Ri-
ta’s father believed him; the other fami-
lies did not. And they were killed. Rita’s 
family fled. Vladski, a Catholic peasant, 
hid them in a hole under a barn. They 
spent 22 months there before fleeing. 
Almost two years in a hole that they 
called “Our Grave”, before fleeing to the 
Russian frontlines. The first thing Rita 

saw when she got closer were the tracks 
of the Russian tanks. She kissed them: 
her father, in their hole, kept saying that 
the Russians would save them, that they 
were like messiahs. And the little girl 
that she was really believed in miracles. 
Rita, her mother, father, brother and sis-
ter were the last Jews of Turmont.

Sophie leiBovitZ
Sophie Leibovitz is 

93 years old. She was 
deported in 1941 from 
her native Romania to 
the Ukrainian ghettos 
with all her family. 
She survived for four 
years subjected to 

slavery conditions. Four years was a 
long time, long enough to see her father 
die of typhus, her mother drink from a 
puddle before she died of exhaustion, 
and her brother die under the blows of 
Ukrainian guards. She spent those four 
years without shoes, her feet wrapped in 
rags. In winter, the ground was so hard 
that the gravedigger shovels bounced 
back like balloons, as if the earth itself 
did not want those unfortunate Jews. To 
bury the dead, they first had to light fires 
to warm and soften the ground it and 
wait until spring to remove the bodies 
and place them in deeper graves. 

mYriam harel
Myriam Harel was 

born on November 
19, 1924, in Lodz 
(Poland). In February 
1940, she was locked 
up in the ghetto with 
200,000 other Jews. 
45,000 would die of 

diseases, hunger, the cold and mistreat-
ment. Her father was the first one to be 
killed. SS men made him dig his own 
grave before shooting him down. On 
August 8, 1944, Myriam was rounded 
up, put on a train and sent to Birkenau. 
She was 19 years old, 1.55 m tall and 
weighed 27 kg. They shaved off her hair. 
They made her to stay naked. They hit 
her, threw bloodstained rags over her 
so she would dress up. She spent three 
weeks in Birkenau before being sent 
off to Bergen-Belsen. She already knew 
everything: the way people were being 
sorted, the gas chambers, the cremato-
ry ovens. Weeks went by. A convoy of 
Dutch Jewish girls arrived to Birkenau. 
There was a little girl, slightly younger 

than Myriam. She sat alone, crying. My-
riam chatted her up. They befriended 
each other, shared the little they had. 
Not much though. A few berries, a piece 
of bread, a bit of love, a lot of humanity. 
Myriam got on less well with Margot, 
Anne’s sister. Margot was more intro-
vert and stricter. With Anne they would 
talk about Victor Hugo and Dostoye-
vsky. And then, one day, Anne was no 
longer there. She died of typhus ... Years 
later, Myriam saw a photo of her friend 
on the cover of a book. It was Anne 
Frank’s Diary. One last thing: 70 (se-
venty) people from Myriam’s extended 
family were killed during the Holocaust.

laSZlo laZar
Here is number 

52719. It is written 
on his Buchenwald 
“ H ä f t l i n g - P e r s o -
nal-Karte”: 52c 719. 
This is the name those 
‘beasts’ gave him. 
52719. At the top, in 

the middle of the card, there is the men-
tion “Jude”, written on the stamp pad. 
He is Jew n° 52,719. I think it is pro-
nounced Zweiundfünfzig Tausend Sie-
benhundert Neunzehn. On this inmate 
personal card, there is also his height: 
161 cm. The shape of his face: oval. 
The colour of his eyes: grey. The co-
lour of his hair: brown. The shape of his 
mouth (full), his nose (straight) and the 

condition of his teeth (good). No parti-
cular sign is mentioned and the weight 
is not indicated, but it is specified that 
the detainee speaks Yiddish and Hunga-
rian. In the identity photo stapled to the 
document, you can see the well-drawn 
face of a teenage boy, his forehead high 
and his head shaved. He was careful to 
look at the lens and not to give any ex-
pression to his face, but the eyes are sad, 
perhaps fearful. The neck emerges from 
the striped pyjama jacket he wore from 
Auschwitz and the collar of which can 
be seen. This convict outfit was the only 
thing that belonged to him. If he died, it 
would be given to a newcomer. All there 
was to do was to change the number on 
the jacket. Before becoming number 
52719 he was called Laszlo Lazar, son of 
Jenö and Rosalia (called Rosie), grand-
son of Mor and Sari, brother of Aharon. 
From Oradea to Auschwitz Birkenau, 
the trip lasted three days. On June 3, the 
convoy landed on the famous “ramp”. 
Men had to be separated from women. 
Families were split up with butts and 
whips. Dogs were barking, officers were 
howling, people were falling, children 
and mothers were crying and men were 
cracking. There were dozens and hun-
dreds of testimonials about people killed 
on that ramp and babies with having 
their heads smashed against the wagons. 
However, Laszlo had not seen anything 
like that. He saw, a little further on the 
opposite platform, an orchestra playing 
music ... Welcome to hell. 

moShe KravitZ
Moshe Kravitz was 

born in 1931 in Li-
thuania. In July 1941, 
he was locked up in a 
ghetto with more than 
30,000 other Jews. In 
July 1944, no more 
than 8,000 were still 

alive when they were loaded onto cattle 
wagons. He was first deported to Lands-
berg, near Dachau, with his parents and 
three of his uncles, then to Auschwitz 
and Birkenau. He was tattooed with 
the number 2841 b. The Red Army ap-
proached, Death March to Buchenwald. 
When the camp was liberated, the Ame-
ricans found him on a pile of bodies but 
he was still alive even if his “soul was 
kind of dead”. His father and mother 
and two of his uncles, one of whom was 
a hero of the First World War, died in 
Auschwitz.

hia KaSpi 
Hia Kaspi was born 

in 1933 in Iasi (Ro-
mania). In Romania, 
Jews got used to the 
fact that they were 
disliked, sometimes 
more, sometimes 
less but no one could 

imagine what would happen next. Ima-
gine, for example, the pogrom of June 
27, 1941, which was one of the bloo-
diest in the history of the Jewish people, 
even though they did experience a lot: 
more than 13,000 dead including men, 
women and children. Then, a few days 
later, men were rounded up, including 
Nahman, Hia’s father, and two of his 
brothers: Yossef (16) and Shimon (19). 
Yossef was the first to die, shot by an 
SS while walking towards the station. 
A few more were shot before crowding 
the survivors onto cattle wagons, 100 
per wagon. They were shuttled without 
water, air, food for days in a row. First 
standing up, then literally sitting on 
corpses. They were drinking their sweat 
and urine for days; that is when Shimon 
passed away. He died of exhaustion. His 
body, and those of others, were thrown 
out on the edge of the railroad tracks to 
leave a little more space for the survi-
vors...  

* We are the voices of the dead, the last 
deportees testify, Le Cherche Midi, Paris, 
October 2020.

There are things they dare not tell me, because they are worse than worse.
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no place for Jews  
in Israel!

It is difficult not to be dismayed by 
the paucity of such writings. Nor is the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict treated more 
rigorously. While the Qatari curriculum 
claims to support a “culture of peace”, 
Israel is never mentioned and does not 
appear on any map in school textbooks. 
How can peace be made if one does not 
negotiate with one’s enemy? The “So-
cial Studies” textbook, on the contrary, 
uses warlike language, describing Jews 
as “invading immigrants” and systema-
tically referring to “Zionist gangs”. The 

State of Israel being a “colonizing” 
State, and the “worst 

type of colonialism”, 
an “occupying” State, 

and therefore illegiti-
mate. It must therefore 

be rejected... Clearly, Is-
rael has no place. The Qa-

tari school therefore teaches 
pupils that their religion re-

quires them to “liberate Pa-
lestine from the Israeli yoke 

and leave no place for Jews in 
Israel”. However, the textbooks 

do not specify whether to throw 
the Jews back into the sea or to 

kill them all. On the other hand, 
they insist on the role of Qatar to 

support the Palestinian cause. And 
notably the “historic” visit in 2012 of 
Sheikh Hamad bin Khalifa Al Thani to 
the Gaza Strip. However, the teachers 

I
n “Mein Kampf”, published in 1925, 
the future German dictator referred 
to the work “The Protocols of the 
Elders of Zion”, a fake, imagined 
in 1902 in Tsarist Russia, which re-

counts a plan for world domination by 
Jews and freemasons. “The Protocols”, 
translated into German in 1909, allowed 
Hitler to justify the Jewish conspira-
cy theory. And later the extermination 
of six million Jews. Although Qatari 
schoolbooks are inspired by the “Pro-
tocols”, they do not mention the Holo-
caust, and therefore do not endorse it. 
However, they do evoke the hatred of 
Nazi Germany against the European 
Jewish populations. And, without much 
restraint, they proved the Third Reich 
right.    

This is what we learn from a 128-
page report entitled “Understanding 
Qatari Ambition. The Curriculum 
2016-20”, produced by the Israeli NGO 
IMPACT-se (Institute for Monitoring 
Peace and Cultural Tolerance in School 
Education). Based on the internatio-
nal standards for peace and tolerance, 
defined by UNESCO, IMPACT-se has 
specialized in research, translation and 
denunciation of intolerance in school 
textbooks in the Middle East. The NGO 
examined 238 Qatari textbooks used by 
students enrolled in twelve different le-
vels between 2016 and 2020. To put it 
simply, as summarized in the Jerusalem 
Post of 26 August 2020, in schools in 

Qatar, Jews are systematically presented 
as “villains” and “immoral”.

 
the “traitor  
and conspirator” Jew

The NGO does not challenge the right 
of an Arab country to denounce the Is-
raeli policy, especially towards the Pa-
lestinians. On the other hand, IMPACT 
is outraged by the way the gas emirate 
educates its children with regard to re-
ligion, societies, cultures, democratic 
values and above all the other. Clearly, 
attacking a State, even an enemy State, 
does not allow for racist opinions to be 
expressed about its inhabitants and for 
the systematic development of untruths. 
According to Qatari school-
books, Jews are capable 
of anything. Starting with 
“taking possession of 
(Muslim) women through 
the media and money”. Qata-
ri pupils also learn that Jews 
have “bad morals”, that they 
are “treacherous”, and most of 
them are “immoral”. They have 
“corrupt behavior”. And in the 
time of the Prophet, the Jews be-
haved as “traitors and schemers”.

   Qatar’s educational pro-
grammes apparently struggle with 
historical truth. They claim that the 
Canaanites, understand the people 
of Canaan, are Arabs. This region, 
located along the eastern shore of the 
Mediterranean Sea, more or less corres-
ponds today to the territories comprising 
the State of Israel, Palestine, western 
Jordan, Lebanon, and western Syria. 
Well, according to Qatar’s National 
Education, “the Canaanites were in fact 
Arabs from the Arabian Peninsula who 
settled on the land in 6,000 BC, while 
the Jews did not arrive until 1,400 BC”. 
Even more irrational, the little Qatari 
children learn that “Jesus invited his 
nation to worship Allah”, and that for 
this reason the Jews decided to kill Je-
sus! “However, Allah saved his prophet 
Jesus from their hands and raised him 

prefer to ignore the negotiations between 
Qatar and Israel precisely in order to al-
low the Qatari sovereign to come to the 
Gaza Strip. As the Palestinian cause is 
considered to be one of the main causes 
of the Arab world, the emirate’s efforts 
to reconcile the different Palestinian fac-
tions are highlighted, as is its successful 
intervention to “stop Israel’s offensives 
against the Gaza Strip”. 

Jews do not deserve a 
state!

But by dint of denigrating the Jews, 
schoolbooks end up tripping up. They 
may write that all Jews are “capitalist 
Jews” and that they “obey Zionist orders 
in all countries”, and at the same time 
assert that Jews “have no characteristics 
of a nation”. They do not deserve a state, 
since there are English Jews, American 
Jews, French Jews, Russian Jews, Ethio-
pian Jews, etc. They do not deserve a 
state.” Finally, it should be recalled that 
in old Qatari schoolbooks (withdrawn in 
2016) Jews were described as “allies of 
polytheists, part of the eternal anti-Isla-
mic alliance”. And that the “Peoples of 
the Book [Jews and Christians] opposed 
Islam while corrupting Muslims”. In 
2016, in Islamic education books, young 
Qatari children could also read that “the 
torch of lies was carried by polytheists 
and their Jewish supporters. All the en-
emies of the Islamic nation had rallied 
to them. Thus the crusaders attacked the 
Muslim lands”!  

ANTISEMITISM

when Qatari textbooks approve  
of hitler’s attitude towards the Jews! 
Qatari students learn that 
the Jews, by “manipulating 
economic markets and 
accumulating immense 
wealth”, ruined Germany 
after World War I. It was 
therefore logical that the 
Führer made them pay dearly 
for their infamous betrayal. 
Or how to be brought up in 
antisemitism from childhood 
to adolescence. 

to the heavens. The Almighty then said: 
“And they did not kill him, nor did they 
crucify him”. Furthermore, the Jews are 
said to have “accused the prophets of 
being liars and to have killed a certain 
number of them”. Pupils are also invited 
to reflect on “the crimes committed by 
the Jews against Moses, Jesus and Mo-
hammed”.   

The young Qatari learn that «Jesus 
invited his nation to worship Allah», 
and that for this reason «the Jews 
decided to kill Jesus»!
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5 YEARS AfTER NOV 13, 2005 TERROR ATTACKS  

F
ive years after the attacks on the Stade de France, 
the Bataclan, the terraces [of Parisian cafes], it is a 
memory that has remained engraved in my mind, 
because I was president and I measured the distress, 
the pain of many fami-

lies who were struck. These fami-
lies and victims were of all faiths, 
all religions, and of all skin co-
lours, if I may say so. They came 
to be together on the terraces.

I was in front of a structural 
Islamist terrorism with ISIS. It 
was ISIS who was waging war 
on us. And we responded by 
intervening in the coalition in 
Syria and Iraq, and hitting this 
group hard, which was only par-
tially eradicated.

What was important for me 
as President was to prevent the 
terrorists from dividing us and 
separating us from each other, 
but also to prevent reactions that 
would implicate Muslims

who had nothing to do with 
these events. But this was what 
the terrorists were trying to do: 
to make sure that we could at-
tack Islam and Muslims, when 
we knew that it was a misuse of 
Islam, and Muslims are often the 
first victims of this misuse. 

Then, I was very sad to see the lack of understanding in some 
countries about what have been called “the caricatures”. Cari-
catures are a freedom of expression that we have in France. It is 
not the State or politicians who draw them. We have to ensure 
that these cartoons cannot touch people, but just make sure that 
there could be some form of derision which has always existed 
in France.

So, I want to say to the countries and populations that 
may have been offended by these caricatures: Be aware that 
freedom is a rule in France, but we don’t have to approve 

or disapprove of these caricatures. We are responsible for 
this country, and as such we must enforce French law, which 
authorises caricatures, but it doesn’t allow hatred. We don’t 
have the right in France to attack people for their religious 
affiliation. Secularism is not the crushing of religions, but on 
the contrary their recognition as an element of freedom. We 

have this freedom, and I will never 
let people think that France should 
give up its freedoms, nor will I let 
people think that Muslims do not 
have the right to practice their reli-
gion as they see fit in France, and 
again with freedom.

What gangrene France is ra-
dicalisation and Islamism. It is 
the use of a religion to carry out 
attacks or aggressions against the 
very spirit of the Republic or even 
against representatives of the Re-
public: teachers, officials, police-
men and even religious figures.

It is unbearable to think that 
one can use a religion against 
the French Republic or another 
religion. Political Islamism, the 
one that encourages and ultima-
tely justifies these terrorist acts, 
must also be fought.This is why 
in France we are leading, and I 
have contributed to this, an ac-
tion against radicalisation and 
against the hijacking by social 
networks of a certain number of 
beliefs for aggressive purposes.

But let’s never confuse Islamism with Islam and 
Muslims with terrorists. We must always assert a freedom 
that is the same for everyone, regardless of religion. And 
that terrorists are first terrorists, before they are men or 
women fanaticised by a god they have hijacked.  

Radicalization and political  
islam gangren France 
By FRANçoIs HollANdE*

Samuel Paty was beheaded by an Islamist fanatic, 
in Conflans-Sainte-Honorine, on Oct’ 16, 2020.

watch the video version of this interview 
with President François hollande on our website

www.global-watch-analysis.com
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