
[image: image]


The Power of Islam

Karen Jespersen and Ralf Pittelkow

Europe’s new reality

Translated by Geoffrey Cain

Originally Published by JP/Politiken Publishers LTD


Contents

1 Another world only 30 minutes away

2 Europe’s growing muslim population

3 All conquering islam

4 Muslim attitudes are becoming more radical

5 Control of women

6 Crime and tribal honour

7 Parallel societies and political influence

8 The advance of the islamists

9 Terrorists are islamists

10 Assault on free speech

11 A fatal immigration policy

12 Multicultural disintegration

13. Islam and the future of Europe

Notes

Bibliography


CHAPTER 1

Another world only 30 minutes away

As we enter the area we can hear insistent music in the distance, and a little later on we find its source. In an open space between tenements there is a fenced off football pitch, and just behind it two young men are standing at a table with a ghettoblaster playing at full pitch.

To the right of them there are a few benches. There is a man sitting on one of them with a woman in a wheel chair at his side. Next to them a group of women are cooking something on a grill. There is no contact between the two on the bench and the women with the grill. No greetings, no comments, no light hearted banter. There is something surreal about the scene. People talking out loud but without listening listening to each other as if in some absurd play, with, all the while, the music blaring away in the background as if there was a party going on.

Actually it is a party, the elderly man on the bench tells us, though the the noise of the ghettoblaster makes it difficult to make out what he is saying. However we do manage to understand that they are celebrating an inauguration, probably of the sports ground nearby. It sounds like a well-meaning nitiative dreamed up by the people running the housing estate, but the tenants’ interest is far from overwhelming.

We are in Sweden. But apart from the man on the bench and the lady in the wheel chair we are the only ”original” Scandinavians as far as the eye can see. The women using the grill are immigrants with head scarves and ample garments. We can´t establish which language they are speaking, but it is certainly not Swedish. The two youths with the ghettoblaster appear to be from the Middle East and their music sends the same message. On the fenced-off football pitch where there is a game going on, there is no-one of Swedish appearance, and most of the players seem to be Africans.

Not far from the football pitch we see a parked car and a man at the wheel with a head-scarf clad woman at his side. The words ”Emergency Service” on the side of the car confuse us a little. Why is it there? Is someone afraid that the modest inauguration party will turn violent?

Although everything is peaceful the thought of possible violence does occur to us because there have been several dramatic episodes here in the past few years. This is is Herrgården the part of the immigrant ghetto called Rosengård most plagued by unrest.

Officially there are 21.000 people in Rosengård but the real figure is said to be twice as high, so many of the flats are overcrowded.1 86 percent of the inhabitants were born abroad or have parents who were born abroad. Rosengård is a town within a town not far from the centre of the large city of Malmö in the south of Sweden

It takes only half an hour to drive here from our home in Dragør in southern Denmark on the other side af the sound separating Denmark from Sweden. It is a world which has little in common with the Sweden we have visited countless times during the past years.

There are veiled women everywhere, and nearly everyone we pass speaks a foreign language. Now and again we pass Swedes, but they are few and mostly elderly. Most of them must have stayed on from the time this was a Swedish working class district - that is what one of them told us. Many shops have signs in both Swedish and Arabic.

They have names like ”All Safari Haircuts”, ”Orient Music” and ”Babylon Fruit and Vegetables”. In one block there is a ladies’ hairdressers with the picture of an arab beauty outside who could have come from a street in Bagdad. We enter a little grocer’s shop which also takes us on a trip to the Middle East. One shop-window is filled with model figures wearing head-scarves in every conceivable colour.

In Rosengårds central supermarket the goods on sale are typically from the Middle East. There are enormous amounts of chick-peas, bulgur, beans and rice as well as an imposing variety of spices and plenty af arab desserts and cakes. The shop’s butcher has a sign reading ”Halal and cheap”.

We pass meeting halls with signs outside like ”Islamic Foyer for Girls and Women” and ”Islamic Cultural Society”. Later on we drive out to the the outskirts of Rosengård to the big mosque which has the largest prayer hall in Scandinavia and is said to be reasonably moderate. But after a fire the insurance premiums became too expensive and now the mosque has been taken over by an organisation representing Libya’s recently deposed dictator Muammar Khaddafi. Although what this entails is still unclear, especially in the light of the recent turmoil in Libya.

An organisation calling itself ”Islamic Community in Scandinavia” has recently bought a plot of land from the town council where it plans to build a large complex and cultural centre with a prayer room for 1.500 believers. The project seems to be largely radical in spirit and there is a connection to ”Islamic Cultural Society”.

On almost every balcony in the Rosengård area there are satellite dishes focussed on the lands their owners come from. This means that they can continue to live in their own Arab, Somali or Pakistani world, and finding a flat without a satellite dish is not easy. If the Rosengård dwellers fancy a trip to the cinema they can go to one in Malmö which shows films in Arabic.

The library in Rosengård also makes it easy for inhabitants to live in their own little universe without bothering to learn proper Swedish. Shelves are filled with books in Arabic, Persian, Urdu, Albanian, Polish and Russian. Some girls in head-scarves are sitting reading arabic books. In the middle of the library two men of African appearance wearing skull caps are busy with computers. A separate room is filled with men playing chess.

Rosengård was originally conceived in the sixties and seventies as a social housing estate, part of a grandiose plan to give Swedish wage earners modern, light and airy homes at a reasonable price. It was a product of the Swedish welfare state and its concept of the ”folkhem” or people’s community.

Today the area round Rosengård is decidedly not an example of shared Swedish community values but rather of extreme fragmentation. It is a parallel society, a world in it itself with its own values and mores that are far from Swedish and European culture, although - to be more precise - there are in fact several parallel societies. These different immigrant communities are largely estranged from each other, and their internal differences are noticeable. They range from Jugoslavs with a European background where women with head-scarves are a rarity, to Arabs whose women almost always wear the niqab or the hijab.

Even though there are different immigrant groups however, Rosengård is mainly Muslim and Arab dominated. On our way round we talk about Fatima Obaid and her appearance on television where she, dressed in a head-scarf, said ”It feels like Iraq or another Arab country. I feel great in Malmö”.2

Rosengård-dwellers can live out most of their lives without venturing out into the Swedish society outside. People who know the area well, say there are Rosengårdians who have never been i Malmö centre only 20 minutes away, and by far the most of them have no need to travel to a place of work as they have no work. And in Herrgården 85% of the inhabitants are unemployed, so they have no need to go anywhere, as they can find all they need in Rosengård, which has shops, mosques, schools and social benefit offices. Many Rosengårdians have their friends and relatives here. The parallel community closes in on itself.

But in spite of the radical changes in the composition of the inhabitants, the swedish authorities and housing corporations fight to preserve some of the qualities of that former Sweden that built these tenements years ago. One can immediately see that great efforts have been made to keep the district clean and well run according to general Swedish standards. The inauguration party we gate-crashed in Herrgården was a typical example of the Swedish authorities’ endeavour to create a communal spirit between the different groups. But without apparent success.

The irreconcilabilty of the traditions of the ”folkhem” and those of the immigrants are also evident in other ways. Rosengård is surrounded by the so called environment houses. At the door of one of them we notice a sign asking inhabitants not to throw refuse in the street as it attracts rats and this is bad for children who play there. However hard one tries to deny it Rosengård stands as a symbol of Sweden’s farewell to the Folkhem with its shared values, its community spirit, its cohesion and its mutual trust. All that has long disappeared in the deep cracks created by Swedish immigration policies.


Conflicts and radicalisation

Many of Rosengard’s inhabitants are happy to live in a parallel society where they feel as if they are living in an arab country - as young Fatima Obaid said so openly on television. They have no desire at all to be Swedish, and consequently have little regard for the Swedish society’s secularism, individual freedom and equality of the sexes. Indeed a great many young immigrants are openly hostile to the society around them and consider it their duty to oppose it. This hostility is sometimes directed against ordinary Swedes or the Swedish authorities but can also target the basic values Sweden was built on and can explode in violent confrontations. And these have particularly involved Herrgården.



They started getting serious in 2007 when young immigrants torched cars, schools, kindergartens and shops.

In the spring of 2008 things became so violent that the fire brigade would only work in Rosengård under police protection. They were prevented from extinguishing the fires by the same violent youths that had started them. Groups of youths and children in mobs of 20 or 30 - sometimes as many as 50 - used to wait for the firemen with firework rockets, stones, eggs, glass marbles and molotov cocktails. In one case a fire hose was cut in two. In december 2008 the authorities were on the verge of loosing control. There were also riots in other Swedish towns, and some people went so far as to say that war had broken out in Sweden. Cars, containers, schools and other facilities were burning in Rosengård night after night.

The violence continued on into 2009. In the first few months of the year there were 180 minor or serious cases of arson in Rosengård alone! Later in the year they became so widespread that the police were forced to abandon patrolling Herrgården, the scene of the worst disturbances. The police had to ask for reinforcements from nearby towns.

The leader of the local police, Börje Aronsson, said in an interview with The South Sweden Daily, that when the police entered Herrgården they were met by a rain of stones, molotov cocktails, exploding fireworks and other projectiles hurled from balconies and rooftops. He had tried to explain to local council members and ministers that Herrgården was a disaster.3 Things became quieter at the end of 2009 but no one knows for how long.

Schoolteachers are also exposed to violence, which can hit both them and their pupils. In Verner Rydén School in Rosengård things were so bad at the beginning of 2010 that the police and the Employment Inspection Board were called in. ”There are pupils who are afraid to go to school for fear of being beaten and humiliated. And we have teachers that are now on sick leave after threats of violence”, one of their spokesmen said4

But despite many violent confrontations with Swedes and the Swedish society, inter-Muslim violence and unrest is relatively seldom, and in Rosengård one can see a pattern typical of similar districts in Europe. When the number of Muslims in a given area is large, the overall crime rate is low, and not surprisingly the general crime rate in Rosengård is lower than the rest of Malmö.

Nevertheless the area’s radical Muslims are preaching hatred of the Swedish society and its values, and they are exerting increasing influence on young people. And Rosengård’s Islamic Cultural Society plays an important role in this. But not exclusively.

Some youth groups are a mixture of american-style gangs and the religious/political radicalism found in other ghettos. Sixteen year old Golle from Gothenburg said on Norwegian television that ”when the police come out here and play Allah, they get what’s coming to them. They´re not gonna come here and tell us what to do. We are the boss here. They can be the boss over their own lot”.5

A report on Rosengård written by the Swedish experts on radicalism and terrorism Magnus Ranstorp shows the influence of radical ideas. Ranstorp interviewed 30 people from the Rosengård area including school-workers, social authorities and policemen. 29 of them say that muslim radicalism is on the increase.

The most extreme elements among Muslims frequent Rosengårds cellar mosques and cultural societies. They represent only a few percent of the inhabitants, but they are active in pressuring other muslims, who are often easy targets because they are afraid of being branded as bad Muslims. The radicals act as mind-controllers or religious police. Not only other Muslims but also school and housing authorities feel pressed to establish islamic rules. Several cultural societies have a radical religious function. They resist integration and preach hatred of Sweden and the West - often in a language other than swedish.

Nearly all the families moving to Rosengård today are Muslim. Once installed they are immediately visited by the mind-controllers who tell them what is expected of them: Women are to wear head-scarves. Children must fast during ramadan. Boys and girls must not play together. They are not to mix with Swedes, and if they don’t do what they are told or íf they snitch to the authorities, they had better look out.

The radicals pander to the prejudices the new tenants have about swedes being immoral people, while at the same time appealing to the strong patriarchal power structure in the muslim immigrants’ culture. As a result practically every woman i Herrgården today wears a headscarf or a veil.

Many parents keep boys and girls apart and many girls are forcibly wed when they are 15-16 or even younger. According to Ranstorp and Dos Santos more and more muslim children are being taken out of state primary schools and put in private schools that teach in Arabic.

Some of the women are uncomfortable about wearing a head-scarf and many inhabitants are resentful of the pressure put on them by radicals. But they are not strong enough to stand up for themselves, and they see no sign of the Swedish state coming to their aid. The few that do resist are harassed and subjected to violence. According to Ranstorp’s rapport there have even been arson incidents that were planned by the perpetrators to have fatal consequences. ”It is a culture of intimidation and therefor difficult to come to grips with”, he writes6

Social anthropologist Aje Carlbom who has done research at Rosengård and also lived there for a period, says ”if we don´t stop immigration to Malmö things will get far worse”. He thinks it necessary to acknowledge the fact that the immigrants’ culture is the source of failed integration, and we, typically, have not understood how much honour means to the men.

”Many families want their sons to become male figures of respect with authority over women and children. So they are easily persuaded to give in to religious norms. An additional negative factor are criminals who offer easy money. In comparison with the clear and inflexible norms of the islamic subculture the Swedish norms have little attraction for boys. They can´t see what they can do to become a man people look up to, and they regard the Swedish society as weak. Maybe it would be a good idea if the firemen directed their hoses at the youths attacking them. These rough-neck youngsters need to face stiffer resistance, and society should take this kind of behaviour more seriously instead of just turning a blind eye to it. The authorities should make no bones about showing delinquents that there are limits to tolerance, especially in cases when girls and women are subjected to. improprieties”7

But this is far from the situation in today’s Sweden. Immigration from especially Muslim countries continues on a massive scale causing widespead changes in Sweden’s demography. Swedish authorities and opinion-makers are apologetic on behalf of the immigrants who turn their backs on the Swedish society.

As a result enormous divides are beginning to appear. Parallel societies are established and these are becoming increasingly prone to influence by radical muslims.

The same change is taking place in the rest of Europe, and Rosengård is not a unique example by a long chalk, but it is one of the areas where the transformation of Europe is most apparent.

Another world only 30 minutes away.


CHAPTER 2

A Europe with more and more Muslims

When Tim Carbin was 13 he knew all the local traders in Oak Lane and the families in the terraced houses. Now he stands nonplussed and stares at number 95A which used to be his grandmother’s home. Nothing is as it was before. The clothes shops sell muslim garments, the butcher sells halal meat and even the pizza man advertises halal pizzas.

”I feel like somebody from another planet. It’s like being in a street in Karachi” Carbin says to the Daily Telegraph. ”I don’t feel as if I’ve anything in common with the district anymore.” It’s as if I’ve never been here before and don´t belong here”. He lives about eleven miles away. But Bradford in North England is a sharply divided town and the district round Oak Lane is now Asian and Muslim. It’s a place he doesn’t go to anymore.

Tim Carbin says he has great respect for islam as a religion, but he is worried about the proliferation of ghettos dividing Asians and Whites into mutually estranged communities. ”This is is not a multicultural society as the government wants us to believe. It’s pure racial segregation”, he says. This is due to the fact that the Muslim community keeps to itself. There is no integration. ”So people like me feel like intruders in their own country.

In another of the town’s Asian districts a shopkeeper talks about not having anything in common with other people in his neighbourhood. ”It’s not too bad (...) but it would be nice if the Muslims integrated a little more.”

In the nearby town of Dewsbury one can feel that things have changed too. There was an outcry when it became known that that nurses in the local hospital had to turn the patients beds towards Mecca five times a day so that the could pray in the right direction. The town’s schools are nearly all divided up into ”White” and ”Muslim”.1

North English towns like Bradford and Dewsbury are among the towns that have been most affected by Muslim immigration to Europe, an immigration which in their case comes mostly from Pakistan. But other large European towns are also beginning to copy the Bradford pattern. The demography of Europe is changing rapidly, and people are becoming increasingly aware of it.


The figures are uncertain but the tendency is clear

From 1980 - when there were relatively few Muslims - up to today, there has been a fivefold increase in the muslim population in Western Europe. I some countries this may mean a fifteenfold increase by the middle of the century.



The root cause of this is naturally immigration from Muslim countries, but the general effect has been compounded by the fact that Muslim immigrants have had many more children than the ”original” Europeans. The overall difference in the two birth rates has lessened but there is still a considerable difference between them.There is also another reason why Muslim births exceed non-Muslim births: the age factor. The percentage of young people is much higher among Muslims.

The rising tide of immigration is all the more noticeable because the original Europeans are shrinking in number and reproduce themselves at a rate well below the 2.1% children pe woman necessary to sustain the stability of their population. The situation is particulary alarming in southern and central Europe (including Germany), where in some cases the birth rate is so low that the ”original” population will shrink to a mere fourth of its present size before the end of the century. The situation seems a little rosier in northern Europe - including Denmark - and the overall european tendency is again on the rise. But this will not change the general picture of a Europe bereft of ”original” Europeans.

The sectors of the population becoming most numerous are those from non-western countries - particulary Muslim countries - and the demographic changes entailed by this are far-reaching.

These changes are not uniform however. There are great differences both between the various european countries and also inside each individual country because the immigrant population is most dense in the big towns and cities and sparser in the country districts. Certain districts have already been transformed into Muslim societies inside the host society, and in many cities there will almost certainly be a non-western and increasingly Muslim majority at some point in the not too far distant future.

The tendency is clear. But the figures are not. We know the overall volume of immigration, and we also know - here in Denmark too - the volume of non-western immigration. But we are in the dark as to the size of the Muslim percentage of this. Very few European countries register people’s religious affiliation, and those that do register it infrequently. So the rest is guesswork.

For example it is generally estimated that there are 15 million muslims in Europe in western Europe and 23 million in Europe as a whole. But these figures vary, especially with regard to individual countries, and the element of uncertainty is clearly visible in the latest revised - and now much higher - figures for Germany and Great Britain.

In the official report ”Muslimisches Leben in Deutschland” published by the German government in 2009 the estimated figure for Muslims in Germany is somewhere between 3.8 and 4.3 million which means between 4.6 and 5.2 percent of the population

Up to now the official estimate has been a little over 3 million, and the difference is considerable. One possible explanation could lie in different accounting methods, but also in the authorities’ and statisticians’ inability to understand how quickly the Muslim population is growing.2

Great Britain has also revised its figures. The official guess was that there were 1.6 million muslims corresponding to 2.7% of the population, but a more recent study done by Office for National Statistics in 2008 points to the much higher figure of 2.4 million. Part of the explanation must be that Muslim immigration has been greater than people reckoned with. It now appears the the number of muslims has risen by half a million between 2004 and 2008, a growth rate 10 times higher than that of the rest of the population.3

There can also be great discrepancies between the official and the actual immigration figures, since a great part of immigration is illegal and therefore not officially recorded. According to one estimate up to a third of all immigration is illegal.4 In countries like Spain, Italy Greece, Italy and Great Britain the traffic of illegal aliens is very extensive and a great number of them are never deported.

A study by London School of Economics from March 2009 suggests that are 725.000 illegal immigrants in Britain,5 so in countries like these one must add a great deal to the official figures in order to arrive at the real numbers of non-western and Muslim immigrants.

Figures for countries that do not register inhabitants’ religion are even more haphazard. This also includes Denmark. Here the general estimate is that there are a little in excess of 200.000 muslims corresponding to 4 percent of the population. But other estimates suggest 270.000 and 5 percent.

Estimating the future number of muslims in the population is an even harder task, because there is uncertainty regarding the number of births. There has been a tendency for immigrant families to reduce the size of their families to that of European families, but it is still uncertain if this trend will continue in the coming years or if the discrepancy is here to stay.

Another and even greater element of uncertainty clouds the most important factor of all: the volume of immigration. Since the final result will depend on political decisions, all forecasts for the future can at best only be approximate. And the fact that the various European countries operate with different definitions of ”immigrant” does not make things any easier. We shall not go into these technical questions too deeply but only conclude that different definitions of immigration give different ideas of its volume .

The varying assessments of the number of muslims in Europe are seemingly far from being completely reliable, but the basic tendency is clear: Europe will in the present century become more and more Muslim, and the british demographer David Coleman has clearly shown what the consequences of these changes in the character of the population will be.

Immigration ”can radically and permanently change the demographic composition of a country both nationally and ethnically, and this is happening today in most western countries. Every country that fails to preserve its indigenous population in the face of constant immigration will in time inevitably have a population that - at first largely and then completely - has its roots elsewhere. Countries that choose this expedient for stabilising their population volume must accept the prospect of a fundamental change in their original identity”.6


A look into the future

The most advanced population extrapolations for the future are those made by demographers in Austria (Vienna Institute of Demography and International Institute for Applied Systems Analysis). In 2007 they proposed figures for the future population evolution in Austria and Switzerland, the only two European countries where there are accurate figures for the number of Muslims in the population staring in 2000-2001when Muslims constituted 4.2 percent of the austrian and 4.3 percent of the swiss population. In other words percentages not far from the level in Denmark, and from them demographers extrapolate to the probable levels in 2050.



They outline several scenarios, som of them at the higher end of the scale, some at the lower. Birthrate-wise things look like this: Both in Switzerland and Austria the autochtonous (”original”) female members of the population will have by far fewer children than the number necessary to keep the population at its present level. Muslims’ birthrate will also fall but will still be higher than the ”original” inhabitants’. One of the extrapolations builds on the hypothesis that the Muslim birthrate will fall to the same level as the autochtonous inhabitants. The other presupposes that the present discrepancy will persist.

There are also two hypotheses for the extent of immigration, both of them taking national statistics as their point of departure. And there are, in addition to this, hypotheses regarding the numbers of apostates that forsake religion and become secular.

The overall conclusion is this: the number of Muslims in Austria in 2050 will be between 14 and 16 percent, while in Switzerland the number will be between 8 and 11 percent. The reason for Switzerland’s lower level is the assumption that its extremly tight immigration policy will remain unchanged.

This means that every fifth or every sixth or possibly every seventh Austrian will be a Muslim by 2050. And the picture is even more striking when it come to the young. Even if the lower hypothesis proves to be the most accurate, every fourth child under 14 will be a Muslim by the year 2050. In Switzerland somewhere between every ninth and (a little above) every twelth person will be a Muslim in 2050.7

After these initial predictions demographers have now begun to extend their extrapolations to the end of the present century. In the higher scenario every third Austrian will be a muslim by 2100 and in the age groups under 14 Muslims will be in the majority! In the lower scenario more than every fifth Austrian will be a Muslim. In the higher scenario every fourth Swiss will be a Muslim, and Muslims will constitute 40 percent of all children under 14.8

Several European countries will be in a similar position to Austria, and Sweden will almost certainly overhaul it. According to one estimate Sweden will have a Muslim population of between 20 and 25 percent in 20509. Sweden seems to have resolutely decided to abolish itself.

Big countries like France and Germany with large Muslim populations will in all probability develop in the same way as Austria and Switzerland. Other countries like Norway and Great Britain have started from a lower take-off point but even here Muslim immigration has risen enormously in the past few years. If it continues at the same rate these countries will wind up in the same boat as Austria. In Norway and Great Britain this development is accentuated by the fact that many immigrants belong to high birth-rate groups like Pakistanis. And here we must not forget that the official figures are substantially lower than the actual figures.

In Holland the pattern has been a different one. In fact almost the opposite. After a large influx of immigrants in the 1980’s and 1990’s the tide was in some way stemmed by legislation, although as late as in the summer of 2009 the Dutch minister of Integration told the newspaper De Telegraaf that the numbers of barely educated Moroccan men and women rejoining their spouses in Holland was an ”unbearable burden for the society”.

Immigrants are on the way to creating a new Europe. A Europe increasingly divided. A Europe where islam’s influenece will be more and more pronounced. A Europe threatened by great inner conflicts. The European countries need immigration. But immigration of a nature and volume that will not cause the host countries to disintegrate.

Some problems can be averted, but one aspect of the demographic evolution, the figures tell us, is irrevocable. Whichever of the hypotheses turns out to be true, the European countries will end up with a markedly increased Muslim population. But these changes will not occur at such a rapid tempo that it is impossible to do anything about them. The evolution will be gradual and political decisions can still play a major role. It is possible to stem the tide of Non-western immigration and it is also possible to be resolutely consistent in our attitude to integration. These possiblities can and ought to be used hand in hand with those Muslims who identify themselves with Europe’s liberal societies.

In Denmark we have greater leaway for handling these problems principally because of the tight immigration policy of the past few years. Without that the situation in Denmark would probably be similar to that of Austria. Now the growth in the Muslim population will be lower.

But we are still more or less in the dark about the percentage of muslims among us, because there are no statistics on the subject, although we do have an extrapolation made by Denmark’s Board of Statistics about inhabitants with a non-Western background which for the first time includes not only immigrants and their children but also the third generation. The children of the children.

According to this prognosis the non-Western element of the population wil nearly double, rising from 6.6 percent in 2009 to 12.1 percent i 2050. Which means 728.000 people.10 Estimates of muslims’ future numbers vary of course according to how high or how low they are thought to be today. Do they constitute 4 percent or 5 percent of the present population?

If the current restrictive policy continues it will certainly affect the number of muslims, and there is also an indirect effect of a lower birth-rate as a result of lower immigration. The latest low figures can well have been influenced by temporary factors, and the present immigration pattern may easily change if a new government relaxes immigration restrictions and makes it easier to obtain asylum or even to find loopholes in the existing rules. That would undoubtedly promote increased growth in the muslim population and this may well happen after a change of government in the next general election in Danmark, (In the autumn of 2011 a left-leaning (or left-of-centre) government was voted into power) so there is no small degree of uncertainty. So what are the probabilities?

According to a conservative estimate for the year 2050 Denmark will have a Danish Muslim population similar to that of Switzerland. In that case nearly every tenth Danish inhabitant will be a Muslim, and that would mean about half a million people.

Such a high number - though relatively small in comparison with Sweden - could lead to insurmountable problems, and it would also be a great mistake to imagine that Denmark’s relatively low percentage of Muslims will always remain so. Despite Denmark’s more advantageous point of departure it would be folly of the parliament to rest on its laurels. But whatever the circumstances integration will always be of paramount importance. Another vital factor is what happens in the rest of Europe.

In some countries the influx of immigrants is relatively slow, in others relatively fast, but the overall tendency is that islam will be much more preponderant in Europe than it is at present.Up to now the growing Muslim population has mainly centred on the larger towns and cities, where it in many cases will become dominant in in the coming years.


Muslim concentrations in the cities

A number of European cities are on the way to getting a non-Western or non-autochtonous (non-original) majority. A large part of this will be muslim and in some places muslims will form an absolute majority. There is however no consensus as to the numbers of people involved, and understandably so as several important facts - particularly those regarding the number of Muslims - are often lacking. But in spite of the differing assessments some tendencies are clear.



The French demographer Michèle Tribalat has shown how much immigrants tend to settle in city areas. In the Île-de-France region around Paris there are a string of municipalities where immigrants form 60 percent of the inhabitants.11 A rapidly growing number of these come from Muslim countries or cultures. Further south Marseilles in particular has a large percentage of Muslims among its inhabitants, but here again there are no precise figures.

In Oslo 33 percent of the inhabitants are immigrants or children of immigrants, and in the old part of Oslo 65 percent of all young people are of immigrant descent. And practically none of them are from Western countries.12

A Norwegian analysis concludes that Olso in 20 or 30 years may have a non-Norwegian majority.13 In Denmark immigrants and their children constitute 21 percent of Copenhagen municipality and in its neighbouring suburb Ishøj the figure is 32 percent.

Tribalat’s German colleague Herwig Birg’s conclusions suggest that in a few years the autochtonous German population will be a minority among under 40 year olds in a number of large towns.14

He does not say which but towns like Cologne and Dortmund are certainly on the short list. In German towns with over 200.000 inhabitants approximately half the population under 15 are immigrants or children of immigrants.15

A Cadbury Trust report in 2007 showed that indigenous Britons will be a minority in a dozen towns in the next 30 years. Leicester with its many asians will be the first round about 2020 followed by Birmingham with its many Pakistanis in 2024. A third of the inhabitants of London are immigrants and half the children have mothers who were born abroad.

The picture is very similar in Holland, and the biggest Dutch towns are striking examples of this development. In Rotterdam indigenous Dutch are on the way to becoming a minority and this might already be the case in 2016 according to an estimate given to the town council.16

The number of ”original” Dutchmen in the town has fallen since 1990 while the number of people of Maroccan origin has risen to 26 percent in the same period. Immigrants already constitute a majority among 20 and 30 year-olds and in the age group from 0 to 14 their figure is 62 percent. Amsterdam is undergoing a similar demographic change, and over half the age group 12-23 are immigrants of non-Western origin.

As to the actual muslim percentage of the population it is shrouded in uncertainty, but muslims are now thought to be a quarter of the population of Amsterdam.17 In Rotterdam the figure is lower but still considerable. Muhammed (spelt in various ways) is now the most popular boy’s name in the four largest Dutch cities: Amsterdam, Rotterdam, The Hague and Utrecht.18

EU’s capital city Brussels has now an immigrant majority with a large Muslim component. Here too Muhammed is one of the most popular boys’ names.19

In Sweden about 40 percent of the population in Malmö was either born abroad or are children of parents both of whom were born abroad.20

The percentage of Muslims is not known with any certainty, but one estimate is 25 percent, although this should be taken with a pinch of salt.21 In both Stockholm and Gothenburg over a fourth of the population are of immigrant origin, and according to the EU, 20 percent of Stockholm’s inhabitants are Muslims.22

However as we have shown above one should not set too much store by the concrete figures but rather follow the tendencies.

Most west European cities have large immigrant populations, and in several countries whole urban districts and town outskirts have become almost complete non-Western immigrant areas

This is the case with many of Denmark’s neighbours: Neukölln and Kreuzberg i Berlin, Veddel in Hamburg, Rinkeby and Tensta near Stockholm and Rosengård in Malmø. In Denmark we have smaller edititions of the same phenomenon in Mjølnerparken, Gellerup, Vollsmose and Tåstrupgård. In most cases these districts are immigrant enclaves.


Muslims prefer their own company

Several non- Western immigrant groups mix in well with the European population. A good example are the Caribien immigrants who to a large extent marry ”original” Britons, and this is increasingly regarded as a natural thing, as there are no longer strong barriers against people of another ethnic origin.



But this is not true of Muslims as the situation in Bradford shows very well. They intermarry very little with autochtonous Europeans or other non-muslims, and the pattern is also more or less the same for muslims who have lived in Europe for a long time. One analysis of the situation in Britain interprets this as Muslims’ rejection of the society around them: ”Muslims do not appear to assimilate in the course of time, and if they do, it is at a much slower rate than non-muslims”.23

Only 4 percent of the Turkish women married in Denmark in 2001 married a Dane. Among Pakistani women the figure was 6 percent and for Iraqi women the figure was 1 percent. Men from these countries intermarry with Danes to a greater extent, but the figures are still low: 12 percent of Turkish men, 8 percent of Pakistani men.24

There are both religious and cultural reasons for this self-inflicted isolation, and of paramount importance is the fact that women according to islam are not allowed to a marry non-muslims unless the latter convert. Generally speaking believers are expected to advertise their faith in both word and deed when dealing with the non-muslim world they are discouraged from mixing with, and some radical orators openly urge Muslim women in Europe to have many children so that islam will gain ground.

Another contributing factor to Muslims’ self-inflicted apartheid lies in the pervading tribal culture of several Muslim countries. The tribe has to strengthen itself with regard to the number of its members - the more there are, the stronger the tribe - so ”marrying out” is very seldom an option. ”Marrying in” on the contrary can also entail cousin-marriages in Muslim families, as the non-Muslim society is seen if not as a hostile tribe then at least a competing one.

The Danish woman Esma Birdi, who is herself of Turkish origin, sums up the situation of Turkish girls in Denmark very succintly. She says there is clear rank order of possible spouses: ”For example Turkish parents prefer their daughters to marry Turkish muslims. If this is not possible, then with another Muslim. If this is also not possible it can end with a Danish husband who has converted to islam. But even if he goes as far as converting, the marriage will be frowned on in many Turkish circles”.25

Muslim immigrants in Europe are clearly more religious than europeans. They identify themselves much more strongly with islam then Europeans identify themselves as Christians, and as we shall presently see, this has far reaching consequences for their attitude to European societies and their values. These attitudes also have demographic consequences. Immigrants usually marry regardless of ethnic divides, and this of course gradually blurs the border between original europeans and immigrant newcomers and results in groups of mixed ancestry. But this is not found among Muslims. They have a strong ”we” and ”them” identity that is deeply influenced by religion, and religion has also another demografic population consequence.

Religion has also another important role to play in the way the population will evolve. Religious women have more children than others, a fact which probably has to do with the family values and gender roles that often accompany religion.26 This is true both of Muslim women and also of other women including Christians. But Muslims women are in general also more religious, and this explains why they have more children than autochtonous europeans, which again increases the difficulty of predicting how the muslim birth rate will evolve.

If on the one hand the birth rate for all groups tends to fall in in both the European countries and immigrants’ original homelands, it its also true that strong religious feeling can mean a higher birth-rate among muslims than among autochtonous europeans.

The fact that very religious Muslim women have more children than non-religious ones has also another consequence: since it is principally the mother that passes her religious convictions on to her offspring. And this can mean that large numbers of Muslim children are imbued with religious fervour at an early age.

Ardent faith is often connected with a more orthodox attitude to islam, which in turn leads to more births in orthodox muslim families than in liberal muslim families. And this contributes to the tendency we shall later come back to: religious fervour and and orthodox views are not weakened in the younger generations. On the contrary. The are strenghtened.

There is generally a correlation between integration and birthrate: The least integrated immigrants are usually the ones that have most children, and in Denmark one can see high birth-rates among Somalis, Lebaneses (Palestinians) and Iraqis all of whom have problems with integration.27


Turkey and the EU

Notwithstanding the tight immigration policies the population development in Denmark is closely dependant on what happens in the EU and the rest of the world, and one important example of this is the possible Turkish entry into the EU. This would in all probability unleash a massive Turkish immigration to the other EU countries and could have dire consequences for the member states who would then be threatened by fragmentation into parallel communities, value conflicts and loss of citizens’ mutual trust. The special Danish immigration policy would be of no avail as this type of immigration would come under the heading of free movement inside the EU, and Turkey which is expected to have a population of 100 million in 2050 would function as a strong islamic power factor inside the EU. But these thorny questions have been ignored by EU’s decision makers who are working hard to achieve Turkish membership.



They have quite simply not shown any interest at all in the social consequences of Turkish membership for their own countries, and they continue trying to force it through in spite of the unwillingness of the greater part of Europe’s inhabitants.

Pressure for Turkish membership is also strong from other quarters. Not only from Turkey itself but also from the rest of the muslim world which wants a great and powerful islamic country in the heart of Europe. USA has also made its weight felt for many years, its primary objective being USA’s own security interests. But the end game might well be a veto or an imposed delay forced through by the European citizens themselves.

From the outset the wisest thing would have been to try for close co-operation with Turkey but not Turkey’s membership. Now the EU’s politicians will end up in a serious conflict either with Turkey or their own citizens.

But Turkish membership is far from being the only thing that will put the European countries under demographic pressure in the coming years.

As previously mentioned the population of Europe is shrinking, and in several countries it is shrinking extremely rapidly with a birth-rate far below that necessary to maintain status quo.

The situation is particularly serious in countries like Italy and Spain, and without Germany’s large number of immigrants the population would have shrunk to to the same degree there, although Germany is still far below the 2.1 percent births per woman necessary for maintaining parity.

A modest population decline is not in itself a problem as far as economic wealth is concerned, and countries need not necessarily become poorer just because they have fewer inhabitants. But in Europe’s case the demographic recession will have serious consequences because the number of breadwinners is declining while the number of older people in need of care is growing. In countries like Denmark where the birth-rate is very stable when compared to other European countries this imbalance can be ajusted by feasible reforms. But in countries with a considerably diminished population the consequences can be very serious.

In view of this prospect a lot of people have begun to talk about solving the problem by immigration from non-Western countries.

But if that was a feasible way to restore the balance between bread-winners and those dependent on them it would entail an immigration of massive proportions which in turn would have far reaching social consequences. And of course in the long run it would not solve the problem at all as the new immigrants would in time also become older and need caring for.


The pressure on Europe

While many europeans clamour for more immigration in the mistaken belief that it will solve the problem of demographic decline, the European communities are also under massive demographic pressure from outside Europe. Many poor countries have large population segments that are without work and in dire poverty. Most of them would give their all to come to Denmark, and it is understandably in the interest of their governments to export social time-bombs, that threaten social stability.



Even though the population rise in the poorer parts of the world has diminished considerably - also in some Muslim countries - there is still a considerable population growth and this is particularly so in the islamic world. Large countries like Bangladesh, Egypt, Indonesia, Nigeria, Pakistan and Turkey will together have a population increase of 475 million people by 2050.28 Herwig Birg, the german demographer, lists 25 principally muslim countries, which he calls ”Europe’s back country”. Here he estimates that the population will rise from 587 million in 2000 to 1.298 million by 205029 , and if this development is to be averted it will take an enormous effort - also on the part of the European countries.

Even though there will be a change for the better in the sense that the overall world population is falling, the prospects for the near future are hardly reassuring, as the chances for reducing illegal immigration to Europe are in reality extremely slim. But neither would opening the lock-gates for massive immigration be a solution. Far from being an improvement it would lay a serious burden on European countries’ economies, and it would also have devastating consequences on their social cohesion. So the outcome could well be uncontrollable conflicts.

There are also other things to worry about. Great demographic changes beyond its borders would have yet another adverse effect on Europe, because population and power are connected. A declining population will undermine Europe’s power, while other countries with a rising populaltion will increase theirs. And here we are talking economic, political and military power.

In 1913 Europe, USA and Canada constituted a third of the world’s population, but in 2003 this figure was down to 17 percent, and - even though the USA’s population is rising - the figure is expected to plummet to a mere 12 percent in 2050 because af the declining birth-rate in Europe.

This means the European economy will become an ever smaller part of the global economy, and it will be increasingly difficult for Europe to tell the rest of the world what to do. Quite the contrary.Power will gravitate away from Europe, shifting primarily to the up and coming non-Muslim nations like China, India and Brazil.

But Muslim countries will also become stronger as Europe weakens, and with the backing of Europe’s Muslim immigrants they might well form a coalition of influence that will strengthen the power of islam inside the European countries themselves.

The worse integration functions in the european countries and the more muslim communities become a parallel society the less resistant Europe will be to international Muslim pressure. We saw this during the Muhammed cartoon crisis. Politicians are fearful that confrontation with the Muslim world will lead to serious problems with Europe’s own Muslim immigrants, and this fear could have a paralyzing effect on European decision makers and make them ever more ready to accede to Muslim demands.

The solution however is not to tone down European values and traditions but to stand firm by them and show their strength. The European communities still give their populations a great deal in the form of wealth, freedom and influence. So even if Europe’ s power in the world irrevocably diminishes and its aging population gives rise to even more problems, the fundamental European way of life can and must be maintained.

But in order to do this Europe must stand firm and - instead of meekly yielding to them - resist the internal and external pressure on their communities. Self-abasement is definitely not a viable option and European countries should keep a firm hold on their national and European identity while at the same time making Muslims a part of it.

The task is a formidable on. But there is no real alternative.

CHAPTER 3
All Conquering islam
On June 4th 2009 USA’s president Barack Obama made his much debated Cairo speech to the Muslim world in which he stressed how much the West and islam build on the same fundamental principles. And to emphasise how much he could identify with islam, he quoted a koran verse, which he introduced with the words: ”As the holy koran tells us: ”Be aware oh God and always tell the truth”. The only problem with that was that this verse does not exist.
It is easy to see which verse he was alluding to however, but it does not read as he said, and its content is quite a different one than his speech led to believe.
He was undoubtably referring to the koran vers 9.119.2
In Muhammed Pickthall’s translation from 1932 the verse runs like this:
”Oh ye who believe. Be careful of your duty to Allah and be with the truthful.” Which means that muslims (”the truthful”) must stand fast against the unbelievers. Just before that however comes one of the koran’s most famous verses about muslims’ duty to wage holy war: ”They shall fight in the way of Allah and shall slay and be slain” (9.111).
Obama was doing his best to downplay the differences between islam and the West. But the two koran quotes do exactly the opposite. They underline the fact that Muslims must stick with Muslims and thereby close their ranks to the unbelievers. They also speak of muslims’ duty to to fight the unbelievers and conquer the world for islam. But the american president seems to be unaware of this.
His speech was aimed at bettering relations with muslim world, and this of course is a very laudable endeavour. No one can dispute the fact that despite the fundamental differences between them there is every good reason to reduce the tension between the West and the muslim world through civilised dialogue. But it is not at all reassuring to hear an American president - albeit with the best intentions - misrepresent central messages of islam.
Unfortunately the Cairo speech was not an exception: Many western politicians and opinon-makers conceal or euphemise the central part of islam’s fundamental texts, often without being completely aware of what they are doing. They state what it is politically correct or opportunistic to say, and they feel little need to delve further into things they actually know very little about.
This is extremely questionable. It puts the whole Western world in poor stead to tackle the problems islam poses. Concealing reality is never a viable solution and this is particularly so today, as those aspects of islam the well-meaning and politically correct choose to ignore are now in the process of a wide-spread renaissance and have been so for the past twenty years or more.
More and more Muslims, also in Europe, are adopting the precepts of the original islam that are laid down in the koran and other islamic scriptures, and here it is wise to note that islam is a religion of law consisting not only of religious dogma but also precepts for the way society shall be run and how each individual must live his life.
Which means that islam is at one and the same time a religion, a political ideology and a set of rules for daily life. And its message to the believers is this: You are Muslims before all else and your Muslim fellowship therefore supercedes all else.
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