' Treaty Information

' Inforce: December 29 19'78
ith ‘effect from February 1, 1979

i y. In
~1ts credlblhty as ‘an’ orgamzatlon estabhshed to con
. sider.and recommend appropnate strategles for policy-

makers

by Georges Vlgny

Wh n, ine nnection Wlth the Middle East, we speak
‘a:“crescent of crisis”, do we mean that these coun-
hose . geographlcal distribution suggests the
crescent, are a breedmg ground for crisis?
we mean, on the contrary, that these coun-
es are the victims of crisis?
»Or are both of these mterpretatlons correct?
ould it be that we are mistaking the effect for
‘the ause? More precisely, are these “sensitive” coun-
-~ dries merely reacting more v101ent1y to external factors,
’jnamely world events, just as the weak parts of a
i ure are more liable to collapse under pressure?
--'This - expression, which American specialists —
and on-spec1ahsts — employ with a certain affected-
ss, as -their. own wonderfully incisive invention, is
ther inappropriate and clumsy. How many of those
ho use it attach to it the same meaning and apply it
“in the same context? The expression makes a gross
-+ generalization, leads to misunderstanding and is,
- besides, sterile in that having become a sort of “buzz-
word”, it seems to cast a negatlve light on all the
vents that take place in the area in question.
- Moreover, the term is, at best, a plagiarism: what
in the forties, in the excitement over the burgeonmg
Arab identity, was called the “fertile crescent”,
. ference to Hashenute federal projects, seems. to

M Vzgny is Edztor-zn—Chzef of the monthly magazine
Informag and former Associate Editor of Le Devoir.
The views expressed in thzs artzcle are those of

the author.

‘have provided a semantic h351s for this ﬂl—adv1sed
expression, whlch owes. its populanty to that. of its
predecessor.

The expressmn, representatlve of a certam kind

“of political thinking, perpetuates through its first

word, “crescent”, a serious error: the crescent is the
symbol of Islam, and in the expression “crescent of
crisis” it has the immediate effect of homogenizing

‘the fundamental differences which exist not only

between the countries that compose it, but also within
the Islamic religion itself.
Dangers A
Our sole purpose in attacking this popular expression
is to warn against the dangers of what is termed the
“buzzword pattern”, which, by giving rise to the as-
sumption. that one has ‘understood the situation,
results in serious distortions of the truth, both in-
tentionally and unintentionally. When such a process
provides the framework or basis of political thinking
within a goverhment, it generally leads to pohtlcal
decisions which are based on an erroneous though
accepted view of reality. d
In the case of the “crescent of crisis” and the

. homogenization mentioned above, we are led to be-

lieve that the area described contains: similar, if not
identical, entities. A common denominator is held up
in support of this claim: Islam and everything it
represents as a dynamic and a static force. And to
the extent that this subject has been studied within
4 single country, extrapolation does the rest, resulting
in a dangerous and arbltrary generahzatlon. The
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