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Abstract:-

This thesis tackles the most significant concepts relating to the
foreign policy of the regional organizations, along with a case study of
the European Union and the development of its position in respect of the
Iraqi issue during the period from 1991 to 2005. This is due to the fact
that the EU is one of the most successful experiments of regional
integration, and the Iraqi case constitutes a major challenge for the
European unity cause on the political level.

The importance of this study goes back to the growth of the
political and economical weight practiced by the EU. It is also important
due to the angle on which the study has focused; namely, monitoring the
limits of the EU foreign policy and examining the causes of difference in
the collective attitudes of the EU. To illustrate, there are two differing
positions: First, the position declared in the statements of summit
conferences and foreign ministers, and the declarations of the EU High
Representative for the Common Foreign and Security Policy; and second,
the attitudes shown by the major European countries, including the
United Kingdom, France, Germany and Spain towards the developments
relating to the US invasion on lIrag, particularly during the period from
the Iragi invasion of Kuwait in 1990 to 2005, the time of holding the first
parliamentary elections after the US invasion on Irag.

In fact, the study of this subject has clarified the difference
between the Atlantic security commitments of the European countries,
connected to the US, and the endeavor to crystallize an independent
European foreign policy. The study at hand has also shed light on the
limits of the effectiveness and credibility of the European role towards
the Arab region, and stressed that it is important not to put stakes on the
perception that Europe may assume an independent role, especially when
the European position differs from that of the US.

Further, the study has focused on the Iraqi issue as being a model
case for a big Arab country with multi sects and races, possessing huge
oil reserves and other material and human resources, not to mention the
strategic importance of Irag's geographical situation as being a link
country with other non-Arab countries, which, in return, gives it a significant
regional role.
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Summary:

This thesis tackles the most significant concepts relating to the foreign policy
of the regional organizations, along with a case study of the European Union and the
development of its position in respect of the Iraqi issue during the period from 1991 to
2005. This is due to the fact that the EU is one of the most successful experiments of
regional integration, and the Iraqi case constitutes a major challenge for the European
unity cause on the political level.

The importance of this study goes back to the growth of the political and
economical weight practiced by the EU. It is also important due to the angle on which
the study has focused; namely, monitoring the limits of the EU foreign policy and
examining the causes of difference in the collective attitudes of the EU. To illustrate,
there are two differing positions: First, the position declared in the statements of
summit conferences and foreign ministers, and the declarations of the EU High
Representative for the Common Foreign and Security Policy; and second, the attitudes
shown by the major European countries, including the United Kingdom, France,
Germany and Spain towards the developments relating to the US invasion on Iraq,
particularly during the period from the Iragi invasion of Kuwait in 1990 to 2005, the
time of holding the first parliamentary elections after the US invasion on Iraq.

In fact, the study of this subject has clarified the difference between the
Atlantic security commitments of the European countries, connected to the US, and
the endeavor to crystallize an independent European foreign policy. The study at hand
has also shed light on the limits of the effectiveness and credibility of the European
role towards the Arab region, and stressed that it is important not to put stakes on the
perception that Europe may assume an independent role, especially when the
European position differs from that of the US.

Further, the study has focused on the Iragi issue as being a model case for a
big Arab country with multi sects and races, possessing huge oil reserves and other
material and human resources, not to mention the strategic importance of Iraq's
geographical situation as being a link country with other non-Arab countries, which,
in return, gives it a significant regional role.



The Study concluded:

First: The effort to crystallize common foreign political positions by the
regional organizations has, most of the time, collided with the concept of state
sovereignty and the national interest of each of them, and how far the member states
abide by that policy. Hereupon, the study has discussed the problem of the relation
between national sovereignty on one side, and the collective regional commitment on
the other side. The study has helped to show the difference between the common
commitments expressed in the statements of the presidents or foreign ministers of the
EU member states and the actual positions taken by these states built on their
perception of the sources of external threat as well as threats to their national interests.

Second: The European collective position towards the Iragi issue has seemed
less extreme and more balanced compared to the individual positions of a single
country, clearly represented in the war camp under the leadership of the United
Kingdom, and the negotiation camp under the leadership of France and Germany.
This gives rise to question about the possibility of making a successful common
security and foreign policy for the EU states under the variation of their individual
views resulting from several considerations. Moreover, the difference in the political
discourse between the camp of war and that of negotiation has not been arising from
the interest to protect Iraq or its unity, nor protect the regional solidarity in the Arab
area. Rather, it is a difference between the two sides, based on strategic interests
related to the national interests of these states, even if expressed in the Iragi issue.

Third: The positions of the EU states, whether those supporting war or
opposing it, were clear to a great extent during the pre-war period. However, these
positions have begun to take a form of ambiguity during the post-war period
compared to their nature before. That is, the countries that were against war would not
oppose the US policy towards Iraq as it used to do before. This is clear in the French
and German position and their efforts to strengthen their relations with the US during
this time. Also, the countries that supported the war would not show the same degree
of enthusiastic support. Instead, some of these war-supporting countries changed their
position and joined the opposition party, as witnessed in the Spanish position and,
with a lesser degree, the Italian position. Nevertheless, the British position, considered
to be the vehement supporter to the US, did not continue to be the same, and strong
voices inside the Labor Party began to call for withdrawing the British forces from
Irag. This change in the European positions towards the US policy in Irag may be
referred to the US failure as perceived in the current situation, including the organized
Iragi resistance against the US forces, the increase in practicing acts of violence
against the Iraqgi civilians; and the instability in Irag.

Fourth: The differences in vision between the European Union and the
United States of America is not one that exists between all countries of the Union, but
rather between some of the Union countries and Washington. Other EU countries
have agreed with most of the US vision elements. Most importantly, however, is that
even the countries that have disagreed with the US vision, have not had any objection
to the objectives, but rather to the best suitable means to attain those objectives. For
example, the European countries that had disagreed with the US as to the war on Iraq,
had not had any differences regarding the declared objectives contained in the global
change concept adopted by the US, such as combating terrorism and the proliferation
of mass destruction weapons. The statements of the European Union's Summit held in



Salonic, Greece, in June 2003, showed that the EU adopts both objectives in line with
the US concept. Thus, the European Union was considered a main partner to the US
in its anti-terrorism and non-proliferation of mass destruction weapons campaigns.

Fifth: The multi-faceted European situation can be explained in view of the
impact of the US role and its pressures. After the 11th of September events, the US
measures succeeded in enhancing the conviction that Bush's administration wanted to
use its campaign against terrorism to consolidate the US supremacy and not to defend
the common interests of the west or to bypass the Europeans and their stances. This
was in turn affirmed by the US method of dealing with the negotiating European
countries described by Colin Powell, ex US Secretary of States, as "Ancient Europe™,
thus, stressing the fact that Europe's weight is moving toward the East. Consequently,
the US role was highlighted by the ability to fragment the European continent to
ancient European countries, represented basically by France, Germany and their
allies, and the new European countries affiliated to the US, and represented by the
UK, East and Central European countries . This US orientation was confirmed by
accepting new European countries in NATO membership, through luring them with
economic incentives.

Sixth: This plurality and variability in European stances can be explained in
view of the fact that national interest and political realism factor outweigh the
European unification, which was applied on the countries supporting and opposing the
war alike. Moreover, this was embodied in forms of coexistence and adaptation to the
war event which already has taken place and could not be prevented by the European
countries.

The above mentioned topics were tackled, and conclusions reached through
the division of the thesis into six chapters.
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